Google 


This  is  a  digital  copy  of  a  book  that  was  preserved  for  generations  on  library  shelves  before  it  was  carefully  scanned  by  Google  as  part  of  a  project 

to  make  the  world's  books  discoverable  online. 

It  has  survived  long  enough  for  the  copyright  to  expire  and  the  book  to  enter  the  public  domain.  A  public  domain  book  is  one  that  was  never  subject 

to  copyright  or  whose  legal  copyright  term  has  expired.  Whether  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  may  vary  country  to  country.  Public  domain  books 

are  our  gateways  to  the  past,  representing  a  wealth  of  history,  culture  and  knowledge  that's  often  difficult  to  discover. 

Marks,  notations  and  other  maiginalia  present  in  the  original  volume  will  appear  in  this  file  -  a  reminder  of  this  book's  long  journey  from  the 

publisher  to  a  library  and  finally  to  you. 

Usage  guidelines 

Google  is  proud  to  partner  with  libraries  to  digitize  public  domain  materials  and  make  them  widely  accessible.  Public  domain  books  belong  to  the 
public  and  we  are  merely  their  custodians.  Nevertheless,  this  work  is  expensive,  so  in  order  to  keep  providing  tliis  resource,  we  liave  taken  steps  to 
prevent  abuse  by  commercial  parties,  including  placing  technical  restrictions  on  automated  querying. 
We  also  ask  that  you: 

+  Make  non-commercial  use  of  the  files  We  designed  Google  Book  Search  for  use  by  individuals,  and  we  request  that  you  use  these  files  for 
personal,  non-commercial  purposes. 

+  Refrain  fivm  automated  querying  Do  not  send  automated  queries  of  any  sort  to  Google's  system:  If  you  are  conducting  research  on  machine 
translation,  optical  character  recognition  or  other  areas  where  access  to  a  large  amount  of  text  is  helpful,  please  contact  us.  We  encourage  the 
use  of  public  domain  materials  for  these  purposes  and  may  be  able  to  help. 

+  Maintain  attributionTht  GoogXt  "watermark"  you  see  on  each  file  is  essential  for  in  forming  people  about  this  project  and  helping  them  find 
additional  materials  through  Google  Book  Search.  Please  do  not  remove  it. 

+  Keep  it  legal  Whatever  your  use,  remember  that  you  are  responsible  for  ensuring  that  what  you  are  doing  is  legal.  Do  not  assume  that  just 
because  we  believe  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  the  United  States,  that  the  work  is  also  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  other 
countries.  Whether  a  book  is  still  in  copyright  varies  from  country  to  country,  and  we  can't  offer  guidance  on  whether  any  specific  use  of 
any  specific  book  is  allowed.  Please  do  not  assume  that  a  book's  appearance  in  Google  Book  Search  means  it  can  be  used  in  any  manner 
anywhere  in  the  world.  Copyright  infringement  liabili^  can  be  quite  severe. 

About  Google  Book  Search 

Google's  mission  is  to  organize  the  world's  information  and  to  make  it  universally  accessible  and  useful.   Google  Book  Search  helps  readers 
discover  the  world's  books  while  helping  authors  and  publishers  reach  new  audiences.  You  can  search  through  the  full  text  of  this  book  on  the  web 

at|http: //books  .google  .com/I 


M 


n 


;     : 


1   It.    1 


V' 


"tt: 


.4' 


*»  ?•  f.      <^*i  <r:*#    *•  tV  /*•  .•  , 


HANSARD'S 
PARLIAMENTARY 

DEBATES: 

FORMING  A  CONTINUATION  OP 

«*  THE  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  OF  ENGLAND 
FROM  THE  EARLIEST  PERIOD  TO  THE 

YEAR  1803." 

COMMENCING    WITH    THE    ACCRSSION    OP 

'WZI.I.ZAM    IV. 


VOL.  XXXVL 

COMPRISING  THE  PEniOD  FROAI 

THE    THIRTY. FIRST    DAY    OF    J  A  N  U  A  R  Y.  1837. 

TO 

THE    SIXTH     DAY    OF    MARCH,   1837. 

ifixit  Wtlnmt  of  tjbe  itsUiotu 


L  O  N  D  O  N: 

Printed  by  T.  C.  HANSARD,  Paier-notter-n^w, 
FOR  BALDWIN    AND   CRADOCK  ;  J.  BOOKER;    LONGMAN,   RRES,    OIIME    AND  CO.; 
J.   M.   RICHARDSON;    PARBURY,  ALLEN,   AND   CO.;    J.  HATCHARD   AND  SON; 
i.   RIDGW^Y  ;    E.    JEFFKRY    AND    SON;    J.    RODWELL;    CALKIN    AND   BUDD ; 
R.  H.  EVANS  ;  J.  BIGG;    J.  BOOTH;   AND  T.  C.  HANSARD. 

1837. 


T 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS 


TO 


VOLUME  XXXVI, 


THIRD    SERIES. 


I.     Subjects  of  Debate  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
1L     Subjects  of  Debate  ix  the  House  of  Commons. 
in.     Lists  of  Divisions. 


f.  Subjects  of  Debate  in  the  House  of  Lords. 

1837.  Page 

Jan.  31.  Opening    of    parliament  —  The    King's    Speech         1 

Address  id  Answer  to  the  Speech                   . .  . .         4 

Fie6. 2.  National  Edacation^ Bill  read  a  first  time  ..79 

Local  Courts — Pluralities — Bills  read  a  first  time  . .       79 

Irisk  N«Ltioaal  Association — Explanation  .  •       80 

3.  Answer  to  the  Address                              «.  ••       91 

14.  Church-rates — Petition                             ..  ..513 

Protection  of  Property — Rail- roads                ••  ..519 

17.  Registration  and  Marriage  Acts — Committee  on  the  Bill  to 

suspend  their  Operations             .  •                •  •  • .     633 

a2 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

1837.  Page 

Feb.  20.  Municipal  CorporatioDS  (Ireland) — Petition  reflecting  od  some. 

thing  said  in  their  Lordships'  House --Withdrawn  . .     653 

Registration    and   Marriage    Acts~ Report    on    the  Bill  to 
suspend  their  Operations  » •  .  •  . .     656 

21.  The  Established   Church— Petitions — Remarkable  declaration 

by  Earl  Fitzwilliam  •  •  .  •  » .     757 

23.  Wills  Bill  read  a  second  time  . .  .  •     963 

28.  Education  in  Ireland — Appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 

to  iiiquire  into  it  ..  ••  ••   1105 


II.     Subjects  of  Debatk  tx  the  House  of  Commons. 


Jan.  31.  Mr.  Lechmere  Charlton — Letters  from  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  Mr.  Lechmere  Charlton,  relative  to  this  Gentleman 
having  been  guilty  of  contempt  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery  ..  ..  ..19 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  King^s  Speech  .  •  . .       21 

Feb.  1.  Admission  ot  Strangers— Motion  by  Mr.Ewart  ••  58 

Divisions  in  Committee— Ordered   to  be  officially  recorded  61 

Privileges— A  Committee  appointed  •  •  . .  61 

Mr.  Lechmere  Charlton — Case  referred  to  a  Committee  of 

Privilege  •  •  . .  .  •  63 

The  Address — Report — Explanation  as  to  Foreign  Policy     .  •  65 

Printing  Papers— Evidence  before  Committees— Select  Com- 
mittee appointed — Mode  of  witnesses  correcting  their 
evidence  , .  •  •  . .       70 

2.  Registration — Bill  to  suspend  for  two  months  the  operation 

of  the  Registration  of  Births  and  Marriages'  Act  • .       84 

Sinecure  Law  Offices — Leave  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
abolish  some  of  them  .  •  .  •       86 

Municipal  Corporation  Act  Amendment  Bill — Read  a  first  time      88 

Criminal  Law — Question  by  Mr.  Maclean  . .  .  ^       89 

3.  National  Association  (Ireland) — Question  .•       91 

Grand  Juries  (Ireland)— Bill  to  amend  the  Grand  Jury  laws, 
brought  in  and  read  a  first  time  • .  .  •       95 

Leastiig  Making — Sedition,  &c,  (Scotland)— Bills  to  amend 
the  Criminal  Law  of  Scotland,  brought  in  and  read  a 
^r^t  time  . .  • .  •  •       97 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

IS37.  P^a^ 

Court  of  Exchequer  (Scotland)— Bill  to  regulate  offices  id  this 
Court,  brought  in  and  read  a  first  time  •  •  .  •       99 

Midnight  Legislation — Motion  to  prevent  new  business  being 

commenced  after  midnight — Division,  &c.  •  •     103 

Fictitious  votes  (Scotland) — Motion  for  a  Committee  • .      108 

Mr.  Lechmere  Charlton— Letter  from  that  Gentleman  to  the 
Speaker  ..  ••  ••     129 

Feb.  6.  Offences  (Ireland) — Motion  for  Returns  •  -     130 

Trade   with    Portugal — Questions  •— The    Portuguese    New 
Tariff  ..  ..  ..132 

Case  of  the  Vixen — Question                       •  •  •  *     133 

Spain — Objection  to  make  certain  returns  . .             . .     134 

Pilotage — Question                     ..                     ..  ..136 

Timber  Duties — Question                        -•  ..137 

Registration  and  Marriage  Acts  Suspension  Bill  . .     137 

Privileges  of  the  House — Petition  from  Mr.  Hansard,  the  printer 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  stating  that  he  had  been  sum- 
moned to  answer  in  a  Court  of  Justice,  for  printing  some  of 
the  papers  of  the  House  • .  . .     1 38 

Select  Committees — Evidence  before  them  perverted  . .     144 

Imprisonment  for  Debt — Motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
abolish  it— Bill  read  a  first  time  •  •  •  •     146 

Answer  to  the  Address  . .  •154 

Registration  of  Voters — Bill  brought  in  and  read  a  first  time    154 

Joint-Stock    Banks — Motion  for  a  Committee  of  Enquiry — 
Amendment,  Lists,  &c. — Committee  appointed  .  •     155 

Fictitious  votes  (Ireland) — Committee  appointed  •  •     203 

Recorders  in  Corporate  towns*— Leave  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill    204 

7.  Church  (Ireland)— Question  by  Sir  G.  Sinclair  . .     205 

Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland) — Motion  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill — Debate  adjourned  ••  ••     206 


8.  Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  —  Adjourned  Debate  re- 
sumed on  the  Motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  —  Leave 
given 


.  .  •   a 


295 


10.  Ludlow  Coroorations— Mr.  L.  Charlton— Petition— Motion  to 
refer  it  to  the  Select  Committee  sitting  on  Mr.  Charlton's 
case—  Laid  on  the  Table  •  •  •  •     406 

Fisheries  on  the  coast  of  France— Petition  complaining  of 

French  fishermen  ••  ..410 

Court  of  Session  (Scotland)— Bill  read  a  second  time  •  •     411 

Recorders' Courts— Bill  read  a  second  time  ••  ..     412 

Education  in  Ireland— Intention  of  the  Government  to  ap- 
point a  Committee  to  enquire  into  it— Question  by  Lord 
Stanley 


.  * 


414 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
1837.  P^^ 

County  Boards --Motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  con- 
stitute Boards  for  the  management  of  County  Finances — 
Leave  given  ..  ••  ..415 

Expenses  at  Elections — Leave  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  limit 

the  expense  at  Elections  •  •  •  •     ^32 

Grand  Juries  (Ireland) — Committee  on  the  Bill  •  •     434 


Feh>    13.  Dr.  MulhoUand — ^Petition  from  that  Gentleman  ••     436 

Privileges  of  the  House — Case  of  the  printer  of  the  House 
being  prosecuted  in  the  Court  of  King*s  Bench  for  libel, 
Doctrines  of  the  Chief  Justice  . .  . .     440 

Stafford — New  Writ — Motion  to  issue  a  New  Writ  for  the 
Borough  carried — Division,  &c.,  4cc.  . .     44*5 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland) — House  in  Committee  on  the  King's 
Speech — Resolntton  to  provide  for  the  poor  of  Ireland — 
Agreed  to  •  •  , ,  . .     453 


14.  New  Poor-law  Petition  ..  ..     522 

Property  QualiBcation — Sir  William  Molesworth's  Motion  to 
repeal  the  statute,  relative  to  the  Property  Qualification — 
Division,  Lists,  &c.  •  •  . .  , .     524 

Patent  Laws— Motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill — Bill  read 
a  first  time  ..  ..  .,     554 

Case  of  Mr.  Dillon — Petition  . .  . ,     558 

Law  of  Libel — Leave  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  law  • •  .  •  . .  562 

Catholics  Place  of  Worship— Leave  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
secure  the  property  in  such  places  . .  . .     562 

Case  of  Mr.  Charlton  . .  . .  . .  s^s 

Grand  Juries  (Ireland) — Bill  read  a  third  time  . .  566 

15.  Votes  of  Members — Incorrectness  of  the  Division  Lists  . .  567 

Marlow  Church  Rates — Petition  ..  ,,  ..  567 

Municipal  Corporations  (England) — Petitions — Case  of  Hythe 
Committee  on  the  Bill,  Divisions,  &c.  •  •  • .     568 

Irish  and  Scotch  Vaerants— Bill  to  regulate  the  removal  of 
them,  read  a  second  time  . .  . .  . .     583 


16.  Tithe  Commutation  Act — Questions  . .  . .     585 

Privileges— Mr.  L.  Charlton — Report  of  the  Select  Committee 
— Complaint  of  the  Morning  Chronicle  .  •  . .     586 

Privileges — Publication  ^Select  Committee  appointed  to  as- 
certain the  Law  and  Practice  of  Parliament  in  respect  to 
publishing  Parliamentary  Papers  • .  . .     594 

Pluralities — Leave  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  • .  . .     597 

Benefit  Societies — Motion  for  a  Committee  to  enquire  into 
Law  on  the  subject  . .  •  •     598 

The  Spiritual  Peers — Mr.  Lushington*8  Motion  that  the  pre*- 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
1837.  Page 

sence  of  the  Biriiops  in  Parliament  is  unfavourable  to  reli- 
gion— Negatived  on  a  Division — Liats,  &c.  .  •         •  •     609 

Feb,  17.  Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland) — Bill  read  a  second  time  . .  633 

Colonial  Banks — Questions  . .  .  •  634 

Beet  Root  Sugar — Question  ,  •  •  •  635 

Recorder's  Courts — Bill  Committed  •  •  •  •  636 

Municipal  Corporations  Act  Amendment — Report  on  the  Bill  639 

Judges'  Opinions — Bill  read  a  second  time  •  •  . .  648 

Fictitious  Voters  (Scotland) — Committee — Motion  to  substitute 
the  Member  for  Exeter  for  the  Member  for  Roscommon     . .     64& 

20.  Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Committee-^Motion  by  Lord 

F.  E^erton  to  give  an  instruction  to  the  Committee — Debate 
adjourned  . .  .  •  . .     657 

21.  Conduct  of  Members — Petitions  complaining  of  the  Conduct 

of  Members  concerning  Railways^  &c.  . .  . .     769 

Missing  Whale  Ships — Petition  . .  •  •     779 

Bank  of  Ireland*— Expiration  of  its  Charter  •  •  •  •     772 

Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  —  Committee — Adjourned 
Debate — Debate  again  adjourned  •  •  . .     773 

22.  Railways — Jobbing  by    Members — Petitions    complaining  of 

Members  lending  their  Names  to  fictitious  Railway  Schemes 
—Petitions  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  . .  . .     855 

Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland) — Committee— Adjourned 
Debate— Third  Day— Division,  &c.  • .  . .     863 

24.  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act — Mr.  Walter's  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee— Amendment  for  a  Committee  with  different  power-— 
Debate  adjourned  . .  . .     898 

'    27.  Breach  of  Privilege— Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  complains  of  the 

Morning  Chronicle  for  attacking  him  ..  ..    1053 

Municipal  Corporations  Act  Amendment —  Committee  . .   1 058 

Poor  Law  Amendment  Act— Mr.  Walter's  Motion — Ad- 
journed Debate  resumedp-Xord  John  Russell's  Amendment 
carried,  and  a  Committee  appointed  ..  ..   1065 

Stamp  Duties  on  Freemen's  Certificates—Bill  brought  in  and 
read  a  first  time  to  abolish  those  Duties  •  •  •  •   1 102 

28.  Railways — Motion  for  a  Select  Committee  . .  . .  1 161 

The  Royal  Mint — Leave  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  Reform  the 
Mint,  and  a  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
subject  ..  ..  ..1162 

Mortgages  on  Ships — Leave  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  on  this  point  . .  • .  ..1171 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
1837.  Page 

Millbank  Penitentiary— Leave  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Millbank  Penitentiary  Acts  ••  ..1173 

March  1.  Imprisonment  for  Debt— Committee  on  the  Bill  ••   1176 

Hackney  Coaches  (Metropolis)  Bill— Second  reading         . .  1 1 85 

t  

8.  Post  Office  Regalations-^Leave  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 

consolidate  the  Laws  concerning  the  Post  Office  . .   1186 

iStarop  Duties — Marine  Assurances — Petition  from  the  Mer- 
chants«  Shipowners,  &c.,  of  London — Resolution  to  diminish 
the  Stamp  Duty  on  Marine  Policies  ••  .  •   1189 

Turnpike  Roads— Motion  to  re-appoint  the  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  them  •  •  •  •  . .   119G 

Gunpowder  Explosion  in  Limerick-^Motion  for  a  Copy  of  a 
Memorial  *.  ••  ••   1198 

Depredations  on  Railways — Leave  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
prevent  them  . .  • .  . .   1201 

Court  of  Session  (Scotland) — Motion  for  Returns  • .   1202 

3.  Church  Rates — House  in  Committee — Resolutions  moved  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — Committee  to  sit 
again  ..  •«  ..  1207 

6.  Poor  Laws — Motion  to  add  certain  Members  to  the  Committee 
previously  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  working  of  the  New 
Poor  Law— Division,  Lists,  &c.  ..  ••   1280 

Affairs  of  Canada— -House  in  Committee  on  part  of  the  King's 
Speech — Resolutions  moved  by  Lord  John  Russell-^Com- 
mittee  to  sit  again  •  •  .  •   1287 

Imprisonment  for  Debt — Further  consideration  of  the  Report 
on  the  Bill  for  abolishing  Imprisonment  for  Debt.  .  •  1362 


IIL     Lists  of  Divisioxs. 


Peh.  1.  The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Mr.  Ewart*8  Motion  for  the  Admission 

of  Strangers  •  •  •  •  . .       60 

3.  The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Mr.  Brotherton's  Motion  to  adjourn 

at  Midnight  ..  ..  ..106 

14.  The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  to  Repeal  the  Qualification  Laws-^Sir 

W.  Moles  worth's  Motion  .  •  . .     553 

15.  Ayes  and  Noes — In  Committee  on  the  Municipal  Corporations 

(England)  Amendment  Act  . .  . .     573 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

1 837.  Page 

k^t%  and  Noes  on  some  additional  Clauses  proposed  •  •     582 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  appointing  a  Committee  to  inquire 

into  the  Benefit  Societies'  Act     . .  ,  •  •  •     607 

FebAS.  The  Ayes  on  Mr.  Lushington's  Motion  to  exclude  the  Bishops 

from  Parliament  . .  . .  •  •     630 

The  Noes  on  the  same  Motion  .  •  •  •  • .     631 

27.  The  Ayes  on  a  Clause  introduced  into  the  Corporations  Act 

Amendment  Bill  by  the  Attorney-General  .  •  . .   1059 

The  Noes  on  the  same  Clause  •  •  •  •   1C61 

Tlie   Ayes  and  Noes  on  Mr.  Hanrey's  Clause  of  the  same 
Bill  ..  ..  ..  1064 

March  6.  The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  the  Question  that  the  Order  of  the 
Day  be  read  for  a  Committee  on  the  Affairs  of  Canada,  an 
Amendment  having  been  moved  that  certain  Gentlemen  be 
added  to  the  Poor  Law  Committee  .•  ..   1285 


VOL  XXXVL 


HANSARD'S 

Parliamentaiy  Debates 

During  the  T  HI  RD  Session  of  the  Twelfth  Parliament 

of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 

Ireland,  appointed  to  meet  at  WestminsteVj 

S\st  January  J  1837, 
in  the  Seventh  Year  of  the  Reign  of  His  Majesty 

WILLIAM  THE  FOURTH. 

JtiriU  Ooltune  of  tit  SbtMion. 


HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday f  January  31^       IBT?. 

Opening  of  parliament.— Thk 

King's  Speech.]  llie  Parliament  was 
this  day  opened  by  Commission.  The 
Commissioners  present  were — the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury,  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor, the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  Viscount 
Duncannon,  and  Viscount  Melbourne. 

The  Lard  Chancellor  read  the  following 
Speech : — 

''  My  Lofds  and  Gentlemen^ 

*'  We  are  commanded  by  his  Majesly 
to  acquaint  you  that  his  Majesty  conti- 
nties  to  receive  from  all  Foreig;n  Powers 
the  strongest  assurances  of  their  friendly 
disposition;  and  his  Majesty  trusts  that 
the  experience  of  the  blessings  which 
peace  confers  upon  nations,  will  tend  to 
confirm  and  secure  the  present  tranquil- 
lity. 

"  His  Majesty  laments  that  the  civil 
contest  which  has  agitated  the  Spanish 
Monarchy  has  not  yet  been  brought  to  a 
close ;  but  his  Majesty  has  continued  to 
afford   to  the  Queen   of  Spain  that  aid 
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which,  by  the  treaty  of  quadruple  alliance 
of  1834,  his  Majesty  engaged  to  give  if  it 
should  become  necessary;  and  his  Ma- 
jesty rejoices  that  his  co-operating  force 
has  rendered  useful  assistance  to  the  troops 
of  her  Catholic  Majesty. 

'*  Events  have  happened  in  Portugal 
\^hich,  for  a  time,  threatened  to  disturb 
the  internal  peace  of  that  country.  Hia 
Majesty  ordered,  in  consequence,  a  tem- 
porary augmentation  of  his  naval  force  in 
the  Tagus,  for  the  more  effectual  protec- 
tion of  the  persons  and  property  of  bis 
subjects  resident  in  Lisbon ;  and  the  Ad- 
miral commanding  his  Majesty's  squadron 
was  authorised,  in  case  of  need,  to  afford 
protection  to  the  person  of  the  Queen  of 
Portugal,  without,  however,  interfering  in 
those  constitutional  questions  which  di- 
vided the  conflicting  parties. 

"  His  Majesty  has  directed  the  Reports 

of  the  Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire 

into  the  state  of  the  province  of  Ix)wer 

Canada  to  be  laid  before  you,  and  has 

ordered  us  to  call  your  attention  to  that 

important  subject. 
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"  We  have  it  also  in  charge  to  recom-  I  country,  the  collection  of  tithes,  and  the 
mend  for  your  serious  deliberation  those  |  diiEcuIt  but  pressing  question  of  establish- 


provisions  which  will  be  submitted  to  you 
for  the  improvement  of  the  law  and  of 
the  administration  of  justice,  assuring  you 
that  his  Majesty's  anxiety  for  the  accom- 
plishment of  these  objects  remains  undi- 
minished* 

"  We  are  required  to  convey  to  you 
his  Majesty's  desire  that  you  should  con- 
sult upon  such  further  measures  as  may 
give  increased  stability  to  the  Established 
Church,  and  produce  concord  and  good- 
will. 

"  Gentlemen  of  the  House  ofCom^ 
fttonSf 
"  The  estimates  of  the  year  have  been 
prepared  with  every  desire  to  meet  the 
exigencies  of  the  public  service  in  the 
spirit  of  a  wise  economy.  His  Majesty 
has  directed  them  to  be  laid  before  you 
without  delay.  The  increase  of  the  re- 
venue has  hitherto  more  than  justified  the 
expectations  created  by  the  receipts  of 
former  years.  His  Majesty  recommends 
an  early  renewal  of  your  inquiries  into  the 
operation  of  the  Act  permitting  the  esta- 
blishment of  joint-stock  banks.  The  best 
security  against  mismanagement  of  bank- 
ing affairs  must  ever  be  found  in  the  ca- 
pacity and  integrity  of  those  who  are  in- 
trusted with  the  administration  of  them, 
and  in  the  caution  and  prudence  of  the 
public;  but  no  legislative  regulation 
should  be  omitted,  which  can  increase 
and  insure  the  stability  of  establishments 
upon  which  commercial  credit  so  much 
depends. 

"  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 
''  His  Majesty  has  more  especially  com- 
manded  us  to  bring  under  your  notice  the 
state  of  Ireland,  and  the  wisdom  of  adopt- 
ing all  such  measures  as  may  improve  the 
condition  of  that  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom. His  Majesty  recommends  to  your 
early  consideration  the  present  constitu- 
tion of  the  municipal  corporations  of  that 


ing  some  legal  provision  for  the  poor, 
guarded  by  prudent  regulations,  and  by 
such  precautions  against  abuse  as  your 
experience  and  knowledge  of  the  subject 
enable  you  to  suggest.  His  Majesty 
commits  these  great  interests  into  your 
hands,  in  the  con6dence  that  you  will  be 
able  to  frame  laws  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  his  Majesty  and  the  expectation 
of  his  people.  His  Majesty  is  persuaded 
that,  should  this  hope  be  fulfilled,  you 
will  not  only  contribute  to  the  welfare  of 
Ireland,  but  strengthen  the  law  and  con- 
stitution of  these  realms,  by  securing  their 
benefits  to  all  classes  of  his  Majesty's  sub- 
jects." 

The  House  adjourned,  and  met  again  at 
five  o'clock. 

Address  in  answer  to  the  Speech.]] 
The  Earl  of  Fingall  rose  to  move  the 
Address.  The  noble  Earl  said  : — Having 
been  but' a  very  short  time  a  Member  of 
their  Lordships'  House,  it  mi^ht  almost 
be  considered  presumptuous  in  him  to  pre. 
sent  himself  to  their  Lordships'  notice 
upon  so  important  an  occasion,  but  when 
matter  for  the  amelioration  of  that  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  with  which  he  was 
more  immediately  connected  came  before 
their  Lordships,  it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at 
that  he  should  be  desirous  of  availing  him- 
self of  the  opportunity  which  was  presented 
to  him.  He  was  fully  sensible  of  the  dif- 
ficulty and  importance  of  the  task  which 
had  devolved  on  him,  to  which  he  feared 
he  was  unable  to  do  justice,  and  he  trusted 
that  their  Lordships  would  extend  to  him 
the  same  kind  indulgence,  the  same  kind 
consideration,  which  they  usually  extended 
to  noble  Lords  placed  in  similar  circum* 
stances.  His  Majesty's  most  gracious  speech 
commenced  with  the  gratifying  statement, 
that  he  continued  to  receive  from  all 
foreign  powers  assurances  of  their  friendly 
disposition  and  reeard.  It  was  a  sabjecl 
of  congratulation  for  them  to  know,  that 
the  peace  which  had  been  so  honourably  ob- 
tained, which  had  been  so  long  maintained, 
and  which  was  so  essential  to  the  com- 
merce, the  happiness,  and  the  interests  of 
the  country,  was  likely  to  be  preserved. 
With  respect  to  the  civil  war  in  Spain^  it 
was  a  source  of  deep  regret  to  see  tnat  fine 
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oouBtiy  still  torn  by  intestine  diWsionsi  and 
a  war  so  detrimental  and  so  fatal  to  human 
life  still  protracted;  but  while  they  la. 
mented  that  contest^  which^  whatever 
might  be  the  issue,  would  afiect  the  future 
destinies  of  Europe,  they  could  not  but  be 
proud  of,  and  could  not  but  admire,  the  gal- 
lantry and  devotion  of  their  countrymen  in 
that  Peninsula  with  which  so  many  glorious 
recollections  were  associated.  Events  had 
occurred  in  Portugal  which  rendered  it 
necessary  to  increase  the  British  force  in 
the  Tagus.  The  admiral,  however,  was 
there  chiefly  to  take  measures  for  the  pro- 
tection of  British  subjects  and  the  security 
of  British  interests.  He  was  also  directed 
not  to  interfere  in  disputed  questions  of 
domestic  policy;  and  whatever  might  be 
his  own  abstract  opinions,  he  must  say 
that  he  did  not  think  England  had  any 
right,  neither  was  it  her  policy,  to  meddle 
in  the  internal  affairs  of  other  countries. 
It  appeared  to  him,  that  the  course  adopted 
by  his  Majesty's  Ministers  was  a  wise  and 
a  salutary  one,  and  that  in  thus  acting  they 
had  exhibited  a  prudent  precaution.  His 
Majesty's  speech  turned  also  on  the  state 
of  Lower  Canada,  The  state  of  that 
colony  was  a  matter  of  great  importance, 
and  had  naturally  received  the  attention  of 
the  Government;  but  as  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  would  soon  be  laid  upon 
their  Lordships'  table,  it  would  be  tnen 
unnecessary  for  him  (the  Earl  of  Fingall) 
to  trespass  on  their  Lordships'  attention 
with  any  further  observations  upon  that 
subject.  His  Majesty  next  adverted  to  the 
state  of  the  law,  which  would  claim  their 
Lordships'  most  particular  attention.  Upon 
that  subject  he  would  only  say,  that  what^ 
ever  differences  of  opinion  might  exist  as  to 
the  nature  and  extent  of  the  reform  to  be 
applied,  it  was  admitted  on  all  hands,  and 
he  felt  convinced,  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary,  that  some  reformation  should 
take  place,  and  that  law  should  be  rendered 
cheap  and  expeditious.  His  Majesty  re- 
commended the  consideration  of  measures 
calculated  to  promote  concord  and  good 
will,  and  when  those  questions  came  to  be 
discussed,  he  had  no  doubt  that  concessions 
would  be  made  in  a  manner  and  in  a  spirit 
which  would  ensure  the  gratitude  and  con- 
ciliate the  feelings  of  those  whom  it  was 
intended  to  relieve.  It  was  most  gratifying 
to  be  assured,  that  the  manufactures  and  the 
commerce  of  the  United  Kingdom  were  in 
a  most  flourishing  state,  and  that  the  reve« 
nue  had  not  been  diminished,  though  there 
had  been  a  considerable  reduction  of  toxs^ 


tion.  His  Majesty  condttded  with  recom- 
mending to  their  Lordships'  consideration 
measures  for  the  amelioration  of  Ireland. 
He  was  happy  to  be  able  to  state  to  their 
Lordships,  that  notwithstanding  the  ex- 
treme suffering  and  miseries  of  the  poor, 
the  number  of  agrarian  outrages  in 
that  country,  had  been  considerably  dimi- 
nished. He  believed  he  might  confidently  re- 
fer to  the  reports  of  the  police  officers  which 
would  soon  be  laid  on  their  Lordships'  table. 
Outrages  had  occasionally  occurred  but 
he  knew  that  they  had  been  considerably 
diminished.  No  one  could  possibly  depre- 
cate more  than  he  did  the  occurrence  of 
such  things ;  and  no  one  was  more  anxious 
than  he  was  to  exert  himself  for  the  fur- 
therance of  anything  which  would  prevent 
a  recurrence  of  them  and  promote  the  good 
of  the  country.  With  regEird  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Municipal  Corporations  in  Ireland, 
he  hoped  that  some  amendments  would 
take  place  in  their  constitution  during  the 
present  Session,  and  that  some  remedy 
would  be  applied  to  the  defects  in  them 
which  were  universally  acknowledged  to 
exist.  The  two  countries  were  now  inse- 
parably united  to  each  other;  and  the 
question  was  whether  the  people  of  Ireland 
should  be  considered  entiUed  to  the  same 
liberties  and  the  same  privileges  which 
were  enjoyed  by  other  portions  of  the 
empire,  or  whether  they  diould  be  consi- 
dered unworthy  to  possess  them.  They 
had  exhibited  no  disinclination,  no  incom- 
petency to  the  management  of  their  own 
afiairs.  They  said  that  a  reform  of  the 
Corporations  had  taken  place  in  England ; 
that  a  reform  had  taken  place  in  Scotland, 
which  had  tended  to  increase  the  industry 
and  prosperity  of  the  people^  and  it  was 
only  natural  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
should  feel  deeply  their  degraded  state,  and 
be  anxious  to  possess  the  same  privileges 
and  should  expect  similar  results.  On  the 
difficult  and  important  subject  of  tithes,  for 
difficult  and  important  it  was  universally  ad- 
mitted to  be,  he  would  not  trouble  their 
Lordships  with  any  observations,  the  sub- 
ject having  already  undergone  so  much 
and  such  frequent  discussion,  and  having 
been  so  often  alluded  to  in  speeches  from 
the  Throne.  He  felt  convinced,  however, 
that  the  security  of  property  and  life,  and 
the  maintenance  of  peace  and  tranquillity 
in  Ireland,  mainly  depended  on  a  speedy 
and  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  question  • 
With  respect  to  the  question  of  Poor  Jaws, 
to  which  his  Majesty  had  adverted  in  his 
speech,  there  was  a  mass  of  evidence  in 
B2 
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their  Lordships'  hands,  exhihiting  a  variety 
and  extent  of  human  misery  unequalled, 
and  a  degree  of  patience  unexampled.     As 
a  constant   resident  in    that   country,    he 
had  had  opportunities  of  knowing  the  state 
of  destitution  of  the  poor,  and  ashaving  heen, 
for  a  few  months^  one  of  the  Commissioners 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the 
poor,  he  had  also  an  opportunity  of  know- 
ing the  extreme  difficulty  with  which   the 
question  was  surrounded.     He  felt  confi- 
dent that  their  Lordships  would  approach 
it  with  an  earnest  anxiety  to  relieve  the 
distresses  of  the  poor,  and  that  a  due  cau. 
tion  would  he  used,  which  was  necessary  to 
avoid  the  evils  which  might  arise  from  an 
ill-considered  system.     He  believed,  how- 
ever, the  time  was  come  when  an  attempt 
must  be  made  to  relieve,  by  legal  enact- 
ment, the  destitution  which  prevailed.    He 
might   have,   indeed   he   had,  strong  and 
decided  opinions  upon  many  subjects,  but 
it  had  been  his  most  anxious  wish  to  avoid, 
especially  with  regard  to  the  state  of  that 
part  of  the  country  with  which  he  was 
connected,  any  reference  to  any  subjects 
which  had  not    been  touched  on    in  the 
speech  from  the  Throne,  and  which  might 
be  likely  to  create  unnecessary  debate  or 
disturb  that  tmanimity  which  he   thought 
the  House  ought  to  preserve  in  agreeing 
to  an  address  in  answer  to  a  speech  from 
the  Throne.  Before  he  sat  down  he  trusted 
he  might  be  allowed  to  express  his  earnest 
wish,  his  anxious  hope,  that  this  Session  of 
Parliament  would  not  terminate  without 
the  passing  of  some,  at    least,    of    those 
measures  which  had  been  recommended  in 
the  speech  from  the  Throne.     Ireland  had 
been  united  to  England,  and  he  had   no 
wish  to  see  that  union  weakened,  much 
less  dissolved.     Bv  the  act  of  Union  thev 
had  decided  that  as  Ireland  had  shared  in 
the  dangers  and  the  glories  of  England,  so 
also  she  should  be  partaker  in  her  privi- 
leges and    her    liberties.     England    had 
commenced    towards   Ireland   a  course  of 
liberal,  enlightened,  and  generous  policy, 
which  he  believed  it  was  the  wish  and  in- 
tention of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
his  Majesty's  Government  should  be  con- 
tinued.  They  had  established  civil  equality 
in   that  country,    and    abolished  religious 
distinctions.    They  had  improved  the  moral 
condition   of  the    people   and    augmented 
their  power  by  the  important  blessings  of 
^4ucation.     They  had  increased  the  num- 
ber of  Representatives,  and  had  extended  the 
franchise.     He  felt  proud  on  being  able  to 
thank  their  Lordships  from  that  place  for 


these  advantages.  They  should  persevere 
in  that  course.  They  should  place  the 
Union  on  a  true  and  permanent  basis,  and 
they  would  see  England  happy,  glorious, 
and  powerful,  and  Ireland  peaceful,  pros- 
perous, and  contented.  The  noble  Lord 
concluded  by  moving  an  Address  which,  as 
usual,  echoed  the  Speech. 

Lord  Suffield  rose  to  second  the  Address. 
The  details  of  the  Speech   had  been  en- 
tered into  so  much   by  his  noble  Friend, 
who  had  just  sat  down,  that  he  should 
content  himself  with  aiming  at  a  general 
survey.     If  the   condition   of  a  country 
was  to   be   considered   as   the   best   test 
of  the  wisdom  of  its  rulers,  it  was  to  that 
test  they  ought  to  refer.     There  was  but 
litile  danger  in  affirming  that,  looking  at 
England,  it  would  be  found  she  was  never 
more  prosperous  than  at  present,  including 
both  individual  prosperity  and  general  wel- 
fare.    It  was  impossible  not  to  admit,  that 
the  policy  which  produced  the  greatest 
happiness  of  the  greatest  number,  was  the 
truest  and  best  policy  of  a  state.     The 
industry  of  the  people  was  never  so  uni- 
versally, so  beneficially  employed,  as  within 
the  last  few  years  of  our  annals.     The 
causes   of  this  were  many  and  various. 
The  triumphs  of  agriculture  had  produced 
such  an  abundance,  that  the  home-grower 
was  ensured  the  monopoly  of  the  market, 
while  the  low  price  of  subsistence,  and  the 
use  of  machinery,  had  enabled  England 
to   compete  in   the  foreign  market  with 
foreigners,  and  not  only  to  compete,  but 
to  put  competition  almost  out  of  the  ques- 
tion.    Another  powerful  auxiliary  to  this 
happy  state  was  lately  coming  into  play  in 
the  new  Poor-laws.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
their  Lordships  had  glanced  at  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners,  and  had  been  de- 
lighted to  perceive  the  diminution  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  poor-rates,  and  the 
spirit  of  order  and  vigilance  which    had 
saved  the  property,  and  preserved  the  tran- 
quillity of  the  provinces.     Their  Lordships 
must  have  seen  that  the  plans  of  manage- 
ment adopted,  had  restored  the  finances 
of  parishes,  had  substituted  employment 
for   alms,  rndustry  and  independence  for 
pauperism,  and  a  moral  sense  of  propriety 
f<jr  a  state  of  degradation.     If  their  Lord- 
ships would  investigate  the  progressive  ad- 
vance of  commerce  and  manufactures,  they 
would  find  it  might  with  truth  be  affirmed, 
that  it  had  been  alike  active,  steady,  and 
sound.     There   was    no    less    reason  for 
gratulatioQ  if  their  Lordships  would  look 
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to  that  which  was  the  foundation  of  the 
State  itself — its  revenue ;  notwithstandine^ 
the  continued  and  progressive  reduction  of 
taxes,  the  revenue  accounts  still  showed  a 
surplus  of  two  millions  and  a  half  over 
and  above  the  total  of  the  twelve  months 
preceding.      Figures  proved  themselves  ; 
but  they,  in  this  case,  possessed  also  the 
peculiar   property  of  showing  that,  with 
the  increase  of  revenue,  the  comforts,  and 
even  the  luxuries  of  life,were  proportion  ably 
increased.     He  must  now  allude  to  a  cir- 
cumstance to  which  they  must  all   look 
with  grati6cation  ;  namely^  the  removal  of 
that  ever-festering  irritation,  that  cause  of 
unceasing  agitation — tithes.     He  was  of 
opinion,  that  the  commutation  of  tithes 
had   been  to  religion  the  greatest  of  all 
advantages,  and  had  done  more  than  any- 
thing else  to  remove  all  discontent  and 
disquietude   between  the   pastor  and   his 
flock.     The  latter  would  no  longer  leave 
the  former  in  disgust  from  pecuniary  dis- 
putes, and  the  doctrines  and  discipline  of 
the  Church  would  have  a  fair  chance  of 
retaining  its   own   followers ;  and  should 
Dissenters  be  relieved  from  the  payment 
of  dues,  the  justice  of  which  they  con- 
scientiously dispute,  and  from  which   he 
(Lord  Suffield)  must  think  they  ought  to  be 
relieved,  this  kingdom  would  then  inherit 
aJl  that  Government  could  perform  towards 
the  enjoyment  of  that  greatest  of  all  bless- 
ings, religious  peace.  In  this  cursory  view, 
he  feared  it  could   not  be  denied,  that  he 
had  rather  depicted  England  and  Scotland 
than   Ireland  ;    for,  although  he  was  re- 
joiced,  as  their  Lordships   also  were,  to 
hear  from  the  noble  Earl  on  his  left,  that 
disturbances  in  Ireland  were  diminished, 
and  discontent,  to  a  great  extent,  removed, 
yet,  undoubtedly,  they  still  existed,  and  he 
(Lord   SufHeld)  could  not  help  thinking 
that  they  arose  out  of  a  refusal  to  place 
Ireland  on  an  equality  with  themselves. 
That  was   her  demand,  and  he  thought 
the  demand  a  most  reasonable  and  equit- 
able one.     See   what  had   already  hap- 
pened.    Let  noble  Lords  look  to  the  Na- 
tional Association,    that    mighty    power 
which  be  hesitated  not  to  describe  as  im- 
periumin  imperio^  which,  if  acted  upon  as 
a  precedent  like  the  Catholic  Association, 
on  the  one  side,  and  the  Orange*lodges  on 
the  other,  like  the  Conservative  associa- 
tions and  political  unions  of  this  country, 
must,  should  its  power  be  established,  para- 
lyse all  government,  and  tear  the  country  to 
piecei.    That  Natioqal  Association  was 


mainly  attributable  to  the  denial  of  Manicf- 
pal  Reform,  and  of  the  Tithe  BiU.  It  was  a 
matter  of  most   important   consideration 
for  their  Lordships,  whether  it  might  sot 
become  a  question  of  absolute  necessity  for 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  resort  to  sach  a 
concentration  of  their  force,  not  for  one 
single  object,  but  for  their  rescne  from  the 
distress  into  which  a  negligent  or  a  cor- 
rupt administration  of  their   afiahrs  had 
plunged  a  great,  generous,  and   highly- 
gifted  people.     When  the  danger  to  the 
State   was    manifest  and    threatenins:  — 
when   there  was  gross  injustice   in   such 
combinations,  they  were,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  Orange  Lodges,  without  difficulty  put 
down  ;  but  he  would  ask  of  their  Lordships 
where  was  the  force —  where  was  the  ma- 
chinery— where  was  the  national  sympathy 
io  enable  them  to  pat  down  an  Associa- 
tion which,  if  any  such  ever  deserved  the 
appellation,  was  truly  entitled  to  be  called 
national  ?     That  Association  could  only  be 
dissolved  by  the  most  substantial  exercise 
of  justice.     Turn  the  scale  to  whatever 
side  they  would,  justice  alone  would  secure 
the  sustaining  support  of  public  opinion, 
which  in  the  present  height  of  intelligence 
was  the  only  aliment  on  which  a  Govem- 
ment  could  subsist.     The  highest  wisdom 
was  but  the  instruction  of  the  past.     Let 
their  Lordships  look  at  Catholic  Emanci- 
pation.    If  the  stern   convictions   of  the 
minds  which  were  then  at  the  head  of  af- 
fairs—if the  cautious  prudence  of  a  right 
hon.  Baronet,  then  the  Home  Secretary — 
if  the  indomitable  courage  of  the  noble 
Duke  opposite,  then  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  bent  before  the  disorganisa- 
tion of  society  which  Ireland  threatened — 
if  they,  with  all  their  principles  or   their 
prejudices  unconverted,   found  it  impossi- 
ble to  resist  the  national    will,   let   their 
Lordships  profit   by    the  example  before 
matters  were  again  driven  to  a   like   ex- 
tremity.   It  wasjmpossible  for  their  Lord- 
ships to  stem  the  current  of  feeling  and 
opinion.      Let  them  see. what  the  national 
will  had  already  extorted  from  the  reluct- 
ant portion  of  their  Lordships*  House  — 
Catholic  Emancipation,  Reform,  the  ex- 
tinction of  a   large  portion  of  the   Irish 
hierarchy,   the  Tithe   Commutation   Bill, 
the   Municipal   Reform  Bill.      Let  them 
learn  wisdom   from    experience.      If  the 
great  names  which  he  had  quoted  felt  it 
to  be  impossible  to  resist  in  the  case  of 
Emancipation,  what  was  that  force  when 
compared  to  the  phalanx  i^hicb  was  now 


11 


Address  in  Answer 


{LORDS} 


to  the  King's  Speech,  12 


drawn  up,  backed  as  it  was  by  large  ma- 
jorities of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  by 
majorities  out  of  the  House  beyond  calcu- 
lation ?    It  would  be  a  contest  in  which 
all  the  chances  of  justice,  numbers,  and 
activity  would  be  against  them.     There 
might  be  differences  in  the  views  which 
prevailed  among  ReformerSi  but  in  this, 
all  sections  were  agreed,  that  an  ample  debt 
of  justice  was  still  due  to  the  people  of 
Ireland.     Upon  the  subject  of  a  Poor-law 
there  could  be  but  one  opinion,  a  Poor- 
law  that  would  rescue  the  infirm  and  the 
aged,  the  orphan  and  the  widow,  must  be 
a  blessing.      Could  that,    however,    be 
coupled  with  any  expedient  to  bring  into 
production,  by  means  of  capital,  and  call 
into  play  the   capabilities  of    that  fine 
country, — that  would  be  the  best  sort  of 
"justice  to  Ireland."  He  was  sorry  to  have 
trespassed    so  long  on    their  Lordships' 
time,  but  he  wished  to  be  permitted  to  add 
a  few  words  before  he  sat  down.     There 
were  theorists  who  suggested  changes  in 
the  elective  franchise  and  its  exercise,  and 
even  in  the  constitution  of  their  Lordships' 
House.     However  active  and  vigilant  the 
minds  of  the  leaders,  however  numerous 
the  masses  on  which  their  theories  were 
brought  to  bear,  he  thought  it  might  still  be 
safely  affirmed  that  the  sound  and  stable 
body  of  the  Reformers  of  the  country  were 
not  prepared  to  risk  experiments  of  so  much 
doubt  and  hazard.      The  sense  of    the 
country  was  undoubtedly  in  favour  of  re- 
forms, extensive  reforms,  but  reforms  how- 
ever, which  should  be  maturely  considered 
and  found   practicably  applicable  to  the 
Constitution.     It  should  not,  however,  be 
concealed  that  the  direction  and  regulation 
of  that  feeling  mainly  rested  with   their 
Lordships'  House.    To  reconcile  the  dis- 
affectedi  to  remove  discontents,  and   to 
open  a  prospect  of  increasing  happiness 
and  freedom  to  the  people  of  this  country, 
was  still  in  their  power ;  but  should  a  con- 
trary course  be  taken — if  seduced  by  the 
pride  of  station  and  power,  or  misled  by 
the  prejudices  of  party  or  mistaken  princi- 
ples, they  should  oppose  their  vis  tnertia 
to  the  active   force  which   was  arrayed 
against  them,  when   that  force  was  ad- 
dressed to  measures  which  carry  with  them 
the  judgment  and  the  affections  of  the 
great  body  of  the  Reformers,  their  useful- 
ness, their  respect,  perhaps  their  very  ex- 
istence, would  be  endangered.     It  was 
because  he  considered  the  policy  recom* 
mended  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  at 


being  the  most  likely  to  promote  the  happi- 
ness of  the  subject  that  he  had  great  plea- 
sure in  seconding  the  Address. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  it  was 
not  his  intention,  in  rising,  to  offer  any 
opposition  to  the  Address  which  had  been 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl.     He  had  sel- 
dom heard  a  Speech  from  the  Throne,  or 
listened  to  an  Address,  which  he  consi- 
dered  to  be  less  liable  to  objection  ;  and 
it  was  most  probable  that  he  should  have 
said  but  a  few  words  on  this  occasion,  if 
something  bad  not  been  alluded  to  by  the 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  Address  in  an 
able  speech  (which  he  hoped  would  induce 
him  frequently  to  address  their  Lordships), 
but  more  particularly  in  consequence  of 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  who 
seconded  it,  likewise  in  a  speech  which 
manifested  considerable  power.  Both  those 
noble  Lords  had  thought  it  necessary  to 
dwell  at  considerable  length  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  tranquillity  of  Ireland ;   and 
more  particularly  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
addressed  their  Lordships  last  had  been 
pleased  to  attribute  the  establishment  of  a 
certain  body,  denominated  the   National 
Association  of  Ireland  (to  which  the  noble 
Lord   stated  that  much  of  the  boasted 
tranquillity  of  that  country  was  due),  to 
injustice  perpetrated  against   Ireland  by 
one  of  the  branches  of  the  Legislature. 
Now,  as  he  had  been  one  of  those  persons 
who  approved  of  the  line  of  conduct  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  complained,  be  felt 
it  necessary  to  defend  himself  and  those 
who  acted  with  him  against  the  charge 
advanced  by  the  noble  Lord.     It  was  a 
most  surprising  circumstance — a  circum- 
stance,   he   believed,    unknown    in    this 
country  until  the  present  time— that  it 
should  be  thought  justifiable  to  establish 
in  any  part  of  his  Majesty's  dominions  an 
association,  the  legality  of  which  was  ex- 
ceedingly doubtful,  and  to  found  the  jus- 
tification of  such  a  proceeding  upon  tha 
proceedings  of  one  of  the  Houses  of  Par>« 
liameut.    It  was  a  roost  improper  assump- 
tion,  and  one  against  the   propriety  of 
which  he  was  compelled  to  protest.     In 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  his  Ma- 
jesty's Speech    particularly    noticed  the 
tranquillity  of  Ireland;  and  at  the  very 
time  that  that  Speech  was  delivered  from 
the  Throne,  the  Association  alluded  to 
existed  in  that  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom ;   and  the  author   of   its  existence 
boasted  that  it  was  established  with  a  view 
tQ  the  agitation  of  particular  qnestionBi 
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and  more  especially  of  the  repeal  of  the 
Union.  Now,  they  had  the  opinion  of  a 
former  Lord-Lieutenant  on  this  suhject; 
and  he  had  told  them  that  the  agitation 
of  those  questions  was,  in  fact,  the  great 
cause  of  disturbance  in  Ireland.  And  yet, 
in  the  face  of  this  statement,  the  noble 
Lord  bad  come  down  to  the  House  that 
night,  and  told  thero  that  Ireland  was  in 
a  state  of  comparative  tranquillity.  He 
did  not  call  on  the  Government  to  inter- 
fere with  that  Association ;  but  what  he 
did  ask  was  this,  that  they  should  call 
things  by  their  true  names.  While  there 
existed  an  association  in  the  country 
which  formed  committees,  which  named 
its  different  agents,  which  raised  money, 
and  which  appointed  individuals  to  carry 
into  execution  its  various  decrees,  he 
would  ask,  that  such  an  institution  should 
not  be  looked  upon  as  the  cause  of  tran. 
quillity  in  the  country,  but  that  its  real 
name  should  be  given  to  it — that  of  a 
creator  of  disturbance  and  conspiracy.  At 
the  very  moment  when  they  were  told  that 
the  country  was  in  a  state  of  tranquillity, 
it  was  notorious  that  there  was  one  de- 
scription of  property  which  could  not  be 
collected --which,  in  fact,  was  all  but  an- 
nihilated— and  the  clergy  could  not  ap* 
pear  to  claim  it  without  the  almost  cer- 
tainty of  being  murdered.  And  yet,  the 
noble  Lord  had,  this  night,  thought  fit  to 
describe  this  state  of  things  as  a  state  of 
tranquillity.  He  had  felt  it  necessary  to 
say  thus  much  for  the  purpose  of  defend- 
ing himself  and  others  from  the  imputa- 
tion which  had  been  cast  on  them.  With 
respect  to  other  parts  of  the  Speech,  he 
could  most  truly  state,  that  when  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  brought  their  measures 
before  Parliament,  he  should  come  to  the 
consideration  of  the  different  subjects  they 
embraced  with  the  sincerest  desire  to 
adopt  whatever  might  be  proposed,  if  it 
appeared  to  him  that  they  were  calculated 
to  prove  beneficial  to  the  empire.  He  now 
wiahed  to  say  a  few  words  on  that  part  of 
the  Speech  which  related  to  the  affairs  of 
Spain.  It  was  well  known  to  their  Lord- 
ships, that  be  was  one  of  those  who  ob- 
jected to  the  treaty  denominated  **  the 
Quadruple  Treaty."  It  was.  perfectly  true 
that  he  had  afterwards  been  instrumental 
in  carrying  it  into  effect ;  because  it  was 
his  duty,  in  the  situation  in  which  he  was 
placed,  to  carry  into  effect  those  treaties 
which  his  Majesty  had  entered  into,  whe- 
ther be  bad  originsdly  approved  of  them 


or  not.  He  could  not,  therefore,  now  dis- 
approve of  the  due  execution  of  the  qua- 
druple treaty  by  others;  nor  would  he 
refuse  his  assent  to  the  proposition  con- 
tained in  the  Speech,  or  in  the  Address, 
that  the  measures  which  his  Majesty  had 
adopted  with  reference  to  the  treaty  had 
given  satisfaction.  If  other  propositions 
were  made  connected  with  the  treaty,  it 
would  be  their  right,  as  it  was  their  un- 
doubted duty,  to  consider  them  calmly 
and  dispassionately.  Much  discussion  had 
taken  place  with  respect  to  other  mem- 
bers of  this  alliance,  on  the  subject  of 
their  conduct  in  the  execution  of  this 
treaty.  Now,  he  must  say  this,  that  so 
far  as  he  was  enabled  to  form  a  judgment 
of  the  treaty  (and  he  knew  nothing  more 
than  what  appeared  in  the  treaty  itself), 
it  seemed  to  him  that  it  had  been  executed 
by  all  the  parties  who  had  subscribed  it. 
He  perfectly  recollected^  that  when  he  had 
the  honour  of  serving  his  Majesty  in  the 
year  1 834,  he  was  called  on  to  state  whe- 
ther that  treaty  should  be  carried  into 
execution.  He  at  that  time  declared  what 
he  understood  was  the  meaning  and  scope 
of  the  treaty — namely,  that  there  should 
be  no  intervention  in  the  internal  affairs 
of  Spain.  That  was  his  sense  of  the  treaty 
at  that  time.  It  continued  to  be  his  sense 
of  the  treaty  at  the  present  moment ;  and 
that,  he  believed,  was  perfectly  understood 
by  the  other  parties  to  the  treaty  at  that 
period.  The  explanation  was  likewise 
completely  satisfactory  to  the  Spanish  Go- 
vernment ;  and  all  parties  were  satisfied 
that  no  military  intervention  should  be 
attempted  with  respect  to  the  internal 
affairs  of  the  Peninsula.  He  had  touched 
on  this  point  because  he  confessed  that  he 
was  one  of  those  who  were  of  opinion  that 
it  would  be  extremely  wrong  to  attempt  to 
force  on  the  Spaniards  any  species  of  go- 
vernment. Indeed,  he  would  say,  that  to 
enforce  any  system  of  government  in 
Spain  was  absolutely  out  of  the  power, 
not  only  of  this  country,  but  of  any  other 
country  in  the  world.  If  such  a  thing 
were  attempted,  those  who  attempted  it 
must  take  into  pay,  not  only  their  own 
army,  but  the  army  of  the  country  itself  3 
and  he  should  like  to  see  how  the  Com- 
mons' House  of  Parliament,  or  the  Cham* 
ber  of  Deputies,  would  treat  a  proposition 
calling  on  them  for  a  vote  of  money  for 
the  purpose  of  imposing  a  government  on 
Spain,  or  on  any  other  country.  He  con- 
tended that  the  thing  was  absolutely  im^ 
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practicable.  His  Majesty's  Ministers  might 
rely  on  it  that  they  had  undertaken  that 
^hich  they  never  could  perform ;  and  that 
the  sooner  they  placed  themselves  on  the 
footing  on  which  they  ought  strictly  to 
stand  with  reference  to  the  treaty  of  the 
quadruple  alliance,  the  sooner  would  the 
object — the  pacification  of  Spain — which 
they  must  all  anxiously  wish  for,  be  ac- 
complished. He  felt  the  strongest  objec- 
tion to  anything  like  interference  with  the 
internal  anairs  of  the  Peninsula.  He  ob- 
jected to  it  not  only  on  account  of  its  ex- 
pense, but  still  more  so  on  account  of  the 
injury  which  it  inflicted  on  the  parties 
existing  in  that  State.  To  his  own  cer- 
tain knowledge,  he  could  say,  that  three 
parties  had  been  ruined  in  Spain  by  the 
intervention  of  his  Majesty's  Government 
at  different  times.  Individuals  had  been 
ruined,  their  properties  destroyed,  their 
fortunes  sacrificed,  by  the  course  which 
his  Majesty's  Government  had  pursued. 
Acting  under  the  assurances  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  those  individuals 
adopted  a  certain  line  of  conduct.  The 
Spanish  Government  was  obliged  finally 
to  go  forward  with  the  movement.  Those 
persons  were  in  consequence  abandoned, 
their  fortunes  were  sacrificed,  and  their 
prospects  blighted  for  ever.  This  made 
him  mure  adverse  to  such  a  species  of  in- 
terference than  he  should  be  merely  on 
account  of  expense,  though  that  also  had 
considerable  weight  with  him.  He  re- 
peated, that  he  did  not  mean  to  oppose  the 
Address;  but,  in  taking  that  course,  he 
must  be  understood  as  not  bound  to  ap- 
prove of  the  employment  of  any  force  be- 
yond that  which  was  stipulated  for  by  the 
quadruple  treaty,  which  treaty  Parliament 
had  acknowledged,  and  to  which  they  all, 
80  far,  became  parties. 

Viscount  Melbourne  was  glad  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  noble  Lords  op- 
posite to  move  any  amendnient  to  the 
Address.  It  was,  in  his  opinion,  of  the 
highest  importance  that  the  Address,  on 
the  first  night  of  the  Session,  should  be 
received  with  general  concord  and  una- 
nimity; and  that  they  should  approach 
his  Majesty  with  this  feeling — that,  what- 
ever might  be  their  opinions  on  other 
subjects,  at  least  on  those  contained  in  the 
Speech,  there  was  no  difference  of  senti- 
ment. This  had  long  been  the  practice  of 
Parliament.  It  prevailed  in  1703  and 
1704,  when  this  country  was  engaged  in 
a  grefit  and  powerful  contest  with  France. 


The  British  Parliament  then  declared^ 
unanimously,  that  at  least  on  the  subject 
of  that  great  war,  and  the  necessity  of 
maintaining  it,  they  were  all  agreed.  It 
was  a  wise  and  a  sound  practice ;  and  it 
might,  with  great  propriety,  be  transferred 
from  a  time  of  war  to  a  time  of  peace, 
when  questions  of  great  importance  and 
deep  interest  were  to  be  discussed,  which 
required  firmness,  decision,  and  unani- 
mity, on  the  part  of  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament. He  was  very  well  aware,  that 
though  the  Speech  was  conceived  in  mo- 
derate terms,  and  though  the  Address  was 
couched  in  terms  equally  moderate,  yet 
that  they  contained  some  topics  which 
would  hereafter  create  considerable  dif- 
ference, and  with  reference  to  which  it 
would  be  his  duty  to  bring  forward  dif- 
ferent measures  in  the  course  of  the  Ses- 
sion. He  should  be  prepared  to  introduce 
those  measures  to  their  Lordships'  notice, 
in  the  same  spirit  in  which  the  noble  Duke 
said  he  should  be  prepared  to  receive  them, 
and  he  should  consider  them  with  an 
anxious  desire  to  do  what  was  best  for  the 
interests  of  the  country,  and  the  promotion 
of  its  real  welfare.  The  noble  Duke,  al- 
though he  had  declared  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  concur  in  the  Address,  had  made 
some  observations  on  the  remarks  made  by 
his  noble  Friends  behind  him  in  moving 
and  seconding  the  Address,  and  also  on  the 
Speech  with  which  his  Majesty  had  been 
advised  to  close  the  last  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment. That  speech  stated,  that  there 
prevailed  in  Ireland  an  unusual,  and  (as 
the  noble  Duke  had  well  expressed  it)  a 
comparative  degree  of  tranquillity.  His 
noble  Friend  behind  him  had  declared  it 
to  be  his  opinion — and  he  supposed  his 
noble  Friend  might  be  allowed  to  know 
something  of  the  country  to  which  he 
belonged,  in  which  he  resided,  and  from 
which  he  had  lately  come  —  that  that 
country  was  at  present  in  a  state  of  great 
tranquillity.  The  noble  Duke  had  said, 
there  were  exceptions  to  that  tranquillity, 
and  he  perfectly  admitted  that  the  point 
to  which  the  noble  Duke  referred,  the 
continued  resistance  to  tithes,  formed  a 
very  important  exception.  He  perfectly 
admitted  that;  and  with  respect  to  the 
subject  which  had  called  forth  the  observ- 
ations of  the  noble  Duke,  he  meant  the 
establishment  and  present  existence  of 
that  body,  termed  the  National  Association 
in  Ireland,  he  had  himself  no  hesitation 
in  saying,  that  it  wm  with  great  regret. 
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and  great  concern,  that  he  saw  its  exist- 
ence. He  readily  admitted,  that  he  did 
not  think  the  grounds  on  which  it  was 
founded  sufficient  to  justify  its  establish- 
ment ;  and  he  could  not  but  say  that  there 
had  been  proceedings  in  that  Association, 
as  there  would  be  in  all  such  assemblies, 
of  which  he,  for  one,  undoubtedly  could 
not  approve.  At  the  same  time  he  must 
observe,  when  the  noble  Duke  accused 
that  Association  of  threatening  conspi- 
racy and  disturbance,  that  it  was  the  na- 
ture of  conspiracies  to  be  secret,  while 
the  proceedings  of  this  body  were  open  as 
day,  and  avowed  to  all  the  world.  He 
maintained,  in  opposition  to  the  noble 
Duke,  that  there  was  nothing  in  the 
aspect  of  that  Association  which  would 
have  prevented  Ministers,  in  the  Speech 
which  closed  the  preceding  Session,  or 
which  should  prevent  his  noble  Friend 
behind  him,  on  the  present  occasion,  from 
asserting,  that  a  degree  of  tranquillity, 
hitherto,  unfortunately,  very  unusual,  pre- 
vailed in  Ireland.  He  supposed  the  noble 
Duke  would  admit  that  England  had  been 
tranquil  during  the  vacation  ;  but  he  was 
sure  if  meetings,  speeches,  and  resolutions, 
were  to  be  regarded  as  disturbing  tran- 
quillity, there  was  not  now  a  country  in 
Europe  so  much  disturbed  as  England  had 
been  during  that  period.  One  noble  Lord 
opposite  bad  lifted  up  his  voice  most  loudly 
in  these  disturbances ;  and  it  •  must  be 
allowed,  that  the  appearance  of  other  noble 
Lords  on  the  same  side,  had  raised  as  loud 
a  clamour,  and  stirred  up  as  much  agita- 
tion, as  it  was  possible  for  any  party  to 
excite*  On  this  subject  he  had  only  to 
say,  that  if  it  really  were  the  case,  as  was 
so  confidently  alleged,  that  what  was  called 
re-action,  and  a  general  change  in  the 
sentiments  of  the  nation  had  taken  place, 
It  would  not  be  long  before  that  change 
would  be  visible,  and  power  would  be 
transferred  into  the  hands  of  those  in 
whose  favour  that  opinion  was  maintained. 
He  should  only  recommend  noble  Lords 
opposite,  not  to  be  deceived  by  the  sound 
of  their  own  voices,  or  to  take  the  loudness 
of  their  shouts  as  a  proof  of  the  increase 
of  their  numbers.  The  department  of 
calculation y  so  important  to  the  existence 
of  a  great  party,  had  not  been  so  well 
attended  to  by  them  as  some  others ;  and 
they  had  been  always  deceived  in  their 
estimate  of  numbers.  He  should  advise 
them  to  be  careful  how  they  trusted  to 
those  8)ioi)ta  and  clamours^  and  to  be 


certain  that  this  change  of  public  opinion 
had  really  taken  place  before  they  hazarded 
any  proceedings  on  it.     He  could  assure 
noble   Lords  opposite,  that   he  was   told 
quite  the  contrary ;  that  their  calculations, 
according  to  his  information,  were  quite 
erroneous ;  and  that  the  numbers  of  their 
party  were  not   at  all  augmented.     He 
hoped  this  statement  would  enable  them 
to  come  to  a  sounder  and  safer  conclusion, 
on  a  subject  which  all  must  feel  to  be  very 
important.     He  had  no  wish  to  say  any- 
thing with  regard  to  Ireland  which  could 
revive  the  disputes  of  last  Session,  bat 
these  matters  were  generally  exaggerated 
at  the  moment,  and  the  interval  of  the 
vacation  had  afforded  time  for  a  calmer 
consideration  of  these  subjects,  than  might 
be  given  to  them  in  the  heat  of  adverse 
debates.     He  thought,  however,  he  might 
safely  say,  that  according  to  the  estimates 
made  in  every  quarter,  with  the  exception 
stated  by  the  noble  Duke,  the  condition 
of  Ireland,  with  respect  to  Agrarian  dis- 
turbances, and  security  to  life  and  pro- 
perty, was  much   improved.     He  looked 
forward  with  confidence  to  the  continuance 
of  the  present  tranquillity,  and  he  thought 
they  were  justified   in   holding  out  that 
prospect  to  the  country.     The  noble  Duke 
had  concluded  his  speech  with  some  ob- 
servations on  the  policy  the  Government 
had  pursued  with  respect  to  Spain.     The 
noble  Duke  stated,  that  he  was  originally 
opposed  to  the  quadruple  treaty,  which 
the  noble  Duke,  he  was  ready  to  admit, 
on  coming  into  office,  had  executed  with 
scrupulous  fidelity,  and  in  strict  adherence 
to   its  spirit.     He  confessed  he  scarcely 
understood  some  parts  of  the  noble  Duke  s 
observations,  which  were  not  very  distinctly 
expressed.     He  believed  no  new  measures 
had  been  taken  in  fulfilment  of  that  treaty, 
which  were  not  clearly  before  the  world  ; 
but,  undoubtedly,  if  any  such  should   be 
taken,  there  would  be  no  desire  to  with- 
hold information  with  respect  to  them  from 
that  House — no  disinclination  to  submit 
them  to  the  consideration  of  Parliament, 
and  to  the  observations  which  the  noble 
Duke  might  think  proper  to  make  on  them. 
With  regard  to  the  principles  entertained 
b^  the  noble  Duke,  on  the  impossibility  of 
forcing  a  constitution  on  Spain,  or  the 
impropriety  of  interfering  in  its  internal 
affairs,  he  perfectly  coincided   in  them. 
The  present  Government,  he  contended, 
had  acted  upon  those  principles— they  had 
notinterfered,  A  revolution  had,  no  doubt| 
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taken  place  in  Spain,  attended  with  great 
loss  of  property,  but  it  had  arisen  from 
the  circumstances  of  the  country,  and  was 
not  to  be  ascribed,  as  the  noble  Duke 
seemed  to  suppose,  to  the  interference  of 
the  British  Government.  The  circum- 
stances in  which  that  country  had  been 
placed  were  more  likely,  as  the  noble  Duke 
well  knew,  to  produce  a  revolution,  than 
any  others-* the  circumstance  of  a  war 
unsuccessfully  carried  on,  and  leading  to 
no  happy  or  desired  result.  A  country 
was  impatient  under  a  foreign  war ;  but  it 
was  still  more  impatient  under  the  cala- 
mities attendant  on  civil  war.  The  tran- 
quillity of  Spain  depended  on  the  army  of 
the  Queen,  and  the  revolutions  of  that 
country  were  owing  to  the  losses  and 
disasters  which  had  marked  the  progress  of 
the  war.  He  repeated,  that  there  was 
every  disposition  on  the  part  of  Govern- 
ment to  afford  all  the  information  they 
possessed  regarding  the  State  of  Spain, 
and  the  policy  which  they  had  pursued 
towards  that  country ;  and  when  the  noble 
Duke  should  be  in  possession  of  that 
information,  he  felt  persuaded,  that  the 
noble  Duke  would  think  better  of  the 
policy  pursued  by  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment than  at  present.  No  other  objects, 
he  believed,  were  embraced  in  the  noble 
Duke's  statement,  and  it  only  remained 
for  him  again  to  express  his  satisfaction 
that  there  was  no  difference  of  opinion 
with  respect  to  the  Address  to  be  presented 
to  bis  Majesty. 

The  question  carried  nemine  dissert- 
tiente. 

Address  to  be  presented  to  his  Majesty. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  January  31,  1837. 

Mr.  Lechmere  Ciiaulton.]]  On  the 
House  meeting,  the  Speaker  said,  I  have 
received  two  letters,  one  from  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  the  other  from  Mr.  Lech- 
mere Charlton,  a  Member  of  this  House, 
which  I  think  it  my  duty  to  read.  The  first 
letter  is  from  the  Lord  Chancellor  :•— 

"  31st  January,  1837. 
**  Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  I  have  the  honour  of 
making  known  to  you,  for  the  information  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  that  I  issued  my 
warrant  on  the  28th  of  November  last  for  the 
commitment  of  £.  L.  Charlton,  £sa.,  one  of 
the  Members  of  the  borough  of  Lualow,  for  a 
contempt  of  the  high  Court  of  Chancery,  in 
writing  and  sending  a  certain  letter,  dated  the 
24tb  of  October  last,  to  William  Broughami 


Esq.,  one  of  the  roasters  of  the  court,  which  was 
followed  by  a  certain  other  letter,  dated  the  9th 
of  November  last,  addressed  to  myself.  I  have 
thought  it  right  to  make  this  communication 
for  the  purpose  ofaccounting for  the  absence  of 
the  hon. Member  and  of  testifying  myprofound 
respect  for  your  honorable  House." — I  have  the 
honour  to  be.  Sir,  your  most  obedient  servant^ 

"COTTENHAM." 

<'To  the  Right  hon.  the  Speaker." 

"  Fendairs  Hotel,  Palace  Yard, 
31st  January  1837. 

"  Sir  —  I  have  just  reason  to  believe,  that 
Mr.  William  Pell  (who  is  a  messenger  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery),  and  others  employed  by 
him,  are  determined,  under  the  directions  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  to  interrupt  me  in  my 
progress  to  the  House  of  Commons  this  day  ; 
and  I  humbly  request,  therefore, as  I  am  thereby 
deterred  from  attending,  that  you  will  vouch- 
safe to  extend  to  me  your  protection. 

"  I  seek  not  to  veithdraw  myself  from  the 
criminal  jurisdiction  of  the  Realm  well  knowing 
the  privilege  of  Parliament,  which  is  allowed 
in  cases  of  public  service  for  the  Common- 
wealth, must  not  be  used  to  the  danger  of 
the  Common-wealth. 

*'  To  be  protected,  however,  from  any 
violence  of  the  Crown  or  its  Ministers,  is,  I 
apprehend,  the  established  and  nndoubted 
privilege  of  a  Member  of  Parliament.  To  this 
hour  I  know  not  of  what  I  am  accused,  except 
from  public  report ;  but,  nevertheless,  I  ask 
for  no  more  than  to  be  allowed,  without 
molestation,  to  take  my  seat,  that  J  mav  state 
what  I  do  know  of  the  matter  to  the  House, 
and  then  bow  with  all  respect  to  their  decision, 
be  it  what  it  may. — I  have  the  honour  to  be, 
Sir,    your  obedient  humble  servant, 

«  E.  L.  Charlton.** 

<<  To  the  right  hon,  the  Speaker." 

Mr.  Hume  did  not  know  if  any  Gentle- 
man intended  to  make  any  motion  on  this 
subject.  He  wished  to  have  properly 
ascertained  what  were  the  grounds  of  the 
impediment  of  which  Mr.  Charlton  com- 
plained, and  when  this  was  regularly 
before  the  House,  the  House  would  be  in 
a  condition  to  state  Its  opinion.  What 
he  wished  to  know  was,  whether  any  Mem- 
ber was  prepared  to  bring  forward  a  motion 
on  the  subject  in  such  a  manner  as  would 
bring  it  fairly  under  consideration. 

Mr.  Roebuck  remarked,  that  the  boa. 
Member  stated  in  bis  letter  that  he  bad 
been  stopped  on  his  way  to  the  House;  be 
wished  to  know  in  what  manner  the  bon. 
Member  bad  been  stopped  ;  for  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  been  taken  into  custody 
on  his  way  to  the  House,  he  could  not 
properly  be  said  to  have  been  stopped. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  thought,  that  the  beat 
course  the  House  could  pursue  was  to 
have  the  letters  printed,  for  the  purpose  of 
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giving  the  House  time  to  consider  to- 
morrow what  course  they  ought  to  adopt 
It  might  be  a  question  whether  the  Lord 
Chancellor's  letter  should  not  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  which  was  the 
coarse  adopted  with  respect  to  the  last 
case  of  the  kind  which  had  occurred^ 
namely,  that  of  Mr.  Long  Wellesley  Pole, 
who  had  been  committed  by  Lord  Chan- 
cellor Brougham.  That  case,  however, 
was  undoubtedly  different  from  the  present. 
He  observed  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
stated  in  his  letter  the  fact  that  he  had 
issued  a  warrant  for  Mr.  Charlton's  ap- 
prehensioo,  and  the  probability  that  the 
issue  of  that  warrant  would  prevent  the 
bon.  Member  from  appearing,  because  he 
stated,  that  the  letter  had  been  written  to 
account  for  the  possible  absence  of  thehon. 
Member.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  conclu- 
ded by  moving  that  the  letters  be  printed. 

Lord  J(^n  Russell  supposed  the  letter 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  letter  of 
Mr.  Charlton  would  appear  on  the  votes 
of  the  House  to*morrow,  in  order  that  the 
subject  might  be  properly  taken  into  con- 
sideration. He  quite  agreed  as  to  the 
propriety  of  the  course  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  and  he  would  beg 
leave  to  add  to  the  motion  that  the  letters 
be  pnnted,  that  they  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration to*roorrow.  In  making  that 
motion  he  begged  it  to  be  understood  that 
he  did  not  raise  he  question  put  forward  by 
thehon.  Member  for  Bath. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Kino's 
Speech.]  Tlie  Speaker  having  read  the 
Speech  of  the  Royal  Commissioners, 

Mr.  Ayshjbrd  Sanford  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  moving  the  adoption  of  an 
Address  to  his  Majesty  in  answer  to  the 
gracious  Speech  which  they  had  just  heard 
read.  He  felt  the  greatest  difficulty  in 
undertaking  this  duty,  as  he  had  for 
some  time  been  suffering  under  severe 
indisposition,  and  even  at  that  moment 
continued  to  feel  its  effects  to  an  extent 
which  would  in  a  great  degree  inca- 
pacitate him  from  doing  justice  to  the 
subject.  He  trusted,  however,  that 
the  House  would  extend  to  him  that 
forbearance  and  indulgence  which  he  had 
seen  so  many  times  accorded  to  other 
Members  under  similar  circumstances ; 
and  in  order  to  merit  that  indulgence  he 
would  endeavour  to  be  as.brief  aspossible  in 
fulftUiog  that  duty  which  fell  upon  him  of 


endeavouring  to  induce  the  House  to  agree 
to  that  Address  which  he  should  have  the 
honour  to  move,  and  which,  as  sueh 
addresses  usually  were,  was  pretty  much  in 
accordance  with  the  Speech  of  his  Majesty. 
It  might  be  a  matter  of  great  congratulation 
for  which  the  country  would  be  grateful 
to  an  over-ruling  Providence,  that  the 
country  had  for  a  period  of  twenty-two 
years  enjoyed  the  great  blessing  of  peace. 
Having  seen  the  misfortunes  which  had 
over  whelmed  Europe  for  many  years  by  the 
war  which  desolated  many  countries,  the 
people  of  this  country  now  knew  the 
great  blessing  which  they  enjoyed  by 
having  profound  peace.  It  was  also  a 
sentiment  in  which  ev^ry  one  who  had 
heard  the  Speech  read  must  agree,  that 
every  succeeding  year  would  add  to  and 
cement  those  bonds  which  happily  now 
existed  between  this  and  foreign  countries. 
The  people  were  now  aware,  from  the  in- 
creased intelligence  which  they  possessed, 
that  the  real  happiness  of  nations,  of  the 
great  multitude  of  the  people,  was  to  be 
obtained  by  the  blessings  of  peace  alone. 
The  people  now,  with  their  increased  in- 
telligence, were  aware  that  the  real  hap- 
piness of  the  great  multitude  was  to  be 
obtained  only  by  the  blessings  of  peace. 
Whenever  despotic  monarchs  or  crafty 
ministers  should  wish  to  plunge  countries 
into  war,  they  would  find  that  the  people 
would  say,  that  they  would  better  consult 
their  interests  and  the  interests  of  all 
countries,  by  studying  and  applying  their 
minds  to  the  system  of  commerce  which 
now  pervaded  the  world ;  and  sovereigns 
would  find  it  impossible  now  to  plunge 
any  country  into  such  wars  as  we  had 
seen.  But  if  this  was  a  subject  of  general 
congratulation,  there  was  in  the  next 
paragraph  of  the  Speech  a  topic  which 
must  be  one  of  regret  to  all  those  who 
wished  well  to  the  country  to  which  it 
referred,  a  country  with  which  England 
has  been  so  long  allied  and  so  intimately 
connected.     The  dreadful  state  of  Spain, 

f blunged  as  it  was  into  anarchy  and  con- 
usion,  must  be  greatly  deplored.  It  was 
more  particularly  the  subject  of  regret, 
that  Spain  should  be  plunged  into  such  a 
state  of  anarchy  and  confusion  considering 
the  fine  climate  which  it  enjoyed,  the  pro- 
ductive soil  which  it  possessed,  and  the  na- 
tural facilities  for  commerce  which  belonged 
to  it.  Upon  looking  to  these  things,  they 
would  at  once  seothat  they  proceeded  from 
a  ay  item  of  despotic  Oovemment;  a  sys* 
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tern  which  invariably  led  to  the  anarchy  and 
confusion  now  compiained  of.  To  it  might 
be  added  the  mischiefs  which  resulted  from 
religious  bigotry,  and  from  a  people  kept 
in  a  state  of  ignorance  and  subserviency 
to  superstition.  He  trusted  that  a  new  era 
had  arisen,  and  that  by  the  effective  co- 
operation afforded  by  his  Majesty's  forces 
peace  would  soon  be  established.  The 
next  subject  to  which  the  Speech  directed 
their  attention  was  the  state  of  Portugal. 
In  the  case  of  Spain  it  was  necessary  to 
send  to  the  assistance  of  the  Queen  ;  but 
in  Portugal  there  was  no  departure  from 
the  principle  of  non-intervention,  and  no 
necessity  to  interfere- between  the  con- 
tending parties,  although,  acting  in  con- 
formity with  the  professions  of  this  coun- 
try in  favour  of  the  Government  of  Por- 
tugal, the  British  force  was  made  available 
in  case  of  need,  to  the  protection  of  the 
Queen.  The  condition  of  Canada  was 
the  next  topic  adverted  to  in  the  Royal 
Speech.  Until  the  report  of  the  Com- 
missioners was  placed  before  them,  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  to  say  what  measure 
of  legislation  should  be  introduced ;  but 
he  hoped  that  they  would  be  such  as  to 
preserve  to  England  those  colonies  which 
were  so  important  to  the  mother  country, 
particularly  in  the  view  of  encouraging 
emigration.  Many  of  these  questions  had 
been  already  brought  forward,  and  they 
must  be  again  introduced ;  and  he  trusted 
they  would  meet  a  different  fate  in  the 
present  Session,  from  what  they  had  met 
with  in  the  last  A  recommendation 
had  been  made  by  his  Majesty  that  an 
alteration  should  be  made  in  the  law  of 
imprisonment  for  debt,  and  one  for  the 
establishment  of  local  courts  throughout 
the  country.  He  was  aware  that  nothing 
could  be  more  important  than  such  mea- 
sures, because  he  had  had  opportunity  to 
see  the  distress  arising  from  the  difficulty 
of  collecting  small  debts  throughout  the 
country.  Creditors  were  unable  to  obtain 
their  just  demands  under  the  present 
system,  and  some  alteration  should  be 
made,  either  by  giving  a  greater  power  to 
the  magistrates  at  quarter  sessions  or  by 
the  introduction  of  local  courts.  He 
trusted  that  the  report  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  would  be  carried  into 
effect  before  the  termination  of  the  present 
Session,  which  would  have  the  effect,  in 
his  opinion,  of  confirming  one  expression 
in  his  Majesty's  Speech,  wherein  his  Ma- 
jesty iatimates  a  hope  '*  That  such  further 


measures  may  be  introduced  as  may  give 
increased  stability  to  the  Established 
Church,  and  promote  concord  and  good 
will,"  which  he  was  satisfied  it  would  pro- 
mote among  all  classes  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects.  Nothing  would  tend  more  to 
promote  this  object  than  the  settlement  of 
the  question  of  Church-rates,  and  he 
trusted  that  a  measure  upon  that  subject 
would  be  speedily  prepared.  It  must  be 
granted  that  the  revenues  of  the  country 
had  greatly  increased,  notwithstanding 
the  great  diminution  that  had  taken  place 
in  taxation  of  late  years.  This  was  the 
strongest  proof  of  the  general  prosperity 
of  the  country.  But  a  further  proof  of  the 
pleasing  fact  was  given  by  the  present 
state  of  prosperity  of  our  commercial  and 
manufacturing  interests.  He  should  be 
happy  if  he  could  draw  a  similarly  pleasing 
picture  of  the  other  classes  of  the  com- 
munity, but  he  regretted  to  be  obliged  to 
say  that,  comparatively  speaking,  the  agri- 
cultural interest  was  in  a  state  of  embar- 
rassment. He  had  the  honour  to  belong 
to  that  class,  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  they  had  borne  their  distresses  with 
patience ;  and  he  was  happy  to  add  that 
he  believed  that  that  honest  and  indus- 
trious class  was  at  this  moment  in  a  fair 
way  of  improvement.  It  was  most  satis- 
factory to  him  to  know  that  such  was  the 
case,  and  more  particularly  so  when  he 
considered  the  state  of  pressure  from 
which  they  were,  as  he  hoped,  recovering. 
He  begged  at  the  same  time  to  state,  and 
he  thought  it  only  fair  to  those  who  enter- 
tained certain  opinions  with  regard  to  the 
agricultural  interest  to  do  so,  that  he  did 
not  think  that  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
Legislature  to  grant  them  relief,  and  that 
their  prosperity,  which  he  hoped  would 
soon  increase,  could  not  be  derived  from 
legislative  interference.  This,  in  his 
opinion,  was  satisfactorily  proved  by  the 
examinations  that  had  taken  place  in  the 
Committee  of  last  Session,  of  which  his 
hon.  Friend  (the  Member  for  North 
Hampshire)  was  Chairman.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  stated  that  it  was  impossible 
for  the  Legislature  to  give  relief^  and  he 
cordially  concurred  in  the  opinion,  that 
the  agricultural  interest  had  more  to  ex- 
pect  from  the  absence  of  legislation  than 
from  legislative  interference.  With  regard 
to  the  subjects  mentioned  in  his  Majesty's 
Speech  connected  with  the  sister  country, 
knowing  by  whom  he  should  have  the 
honour  of  being  followed,  he  should  leave 


S5  Addresi  m  Answer  {3 as.  31 }  f9  tke  Co^'j  £jpeecl.  ^6 


that  to  the  hon.  Member,  who  was  more  '  conSdent  that  lb  at  Hone  woald  wespaui 
familiar  with  the  matter.  But  there  was  to  the  feelings  t)  at  hi$  lilajesty  had  cx« 
one  subject,  which,  of  all  others,  he  be-  pressed  upon  that  subject,  and  wosld  kail 
lieved  would  be  the  greatest  improvemeDt ,  wiiii  sincere  jot  ibe  coDclosion  of  tkat 
to  that  country — he  meant  the  establish-  civil  warfare  which  was  rava^^ing  the  finest 
ment  of  Poor-laws  in  Ireland.  He  believed  proTinces  of  the  Peninsala.  For  his  oini 
no  measure  would  more  conduce  to  the  part,  he  hoped  fbat  out  of  the  Uid^k^uj 
prosperity  of  that  country.  He  hoped  the  evils  under  «hic!i  S;)ain  was  at  present 
Government  anticipated  a  different  con-  suffering  much  peraiaoeDt  gc>r<d  would 
elusion  to  the  labours  of  this  Session  than  arise,  and  that  in  ihe  end  the  lit>erties  of 
the  last.  A  house  divided  against  itself  her  people  wou  I J  be  ce  me:,  te  J  on  as  secure 
could  not  stand — still  less  could  a  coosti-  ^  and  firm  a  basis  as  our  oun.  Lpoa  that 
tution  exist  torn  by  dissensions  and  divi-  part  of  his  Majesty's  Speech  which  related 
sions.  The  hon.  Member  having  again  to  commercial  atiatrs  it  was  not  his  inten- 
stated  that  he  found,  from  the  state  of  his  tion  to  dwell,  because  he  felt  that  there 
health,  that  he  was  unable  to  do  justice  were  many  hon.  Gentlemen  present  who 
to  the  important  topics  embraced  in  the  could  appreciate  the  sentiments  expressed 
Speech,  craved  the  indulgence  of  the  '  upon  that  subject  much  better  than  he 
House,  and  concluded  by  moving  an  '  could.  Though  there  were  undoubtedly 
Address  to  his  Majesty,  which  was  an  many  other  topics  contained  in  the  Speech 
echo  of  the  Speech.  to  which  he  might  call  the  attention  of  the 

Mr.  Villiers  Stuart  rose  to  second  the    House,  he  should  confine  himself  exclo- 
motion  ;  however  difficult  he  might  find    sively  to  those  which  related  particularly 


the  performance  of  the  task,  it  never  could 
be  otherwise  than  a  grateful  one  to  urge 
upon  that  House  the  propriety  of  acknow- 
ledging its  thanks  to  the  King  for  the  per- 
sonal interest  which  he  took  in  the  affairs 
of  the  country,  and  which  had  that  day 
been  so  conspicuously  manifested  in  the 
gracious  Speech  which  they  had  heard 
from  the  Throne.  Looking  at  the  many 
important  questions  that  called  for  imme- 
diate  settlement,   he  recognised   in   this 


to  the  affairs  of  that  country  with  which 
he  was  connected.  If  he  had  been  gifted 
with  eloquence,  it  was  a  topic  on  which  he 
could  have  spoken  for  hours;  but  not  be- 
ing so,  he  would  only  express  his  hope  that 
now  the  great  Council  of  the  nation  was 
assembled  it  would  adopt  a  conciliatory 
policy  towards  that  country,  and  keep  in 
view  that  great  and  first  principle  upon 
which  thev  should  act,  that  the  prosperity 
of  the  United  Kingdom  mutt  depend  upon 


early  assembling  of  the  great  Council  of  |  the  prosperity  of  all  its  parts.  To  make 
the  nation  an  earnest  desire  on  the  part  of  an  exception  to  the  general  policy  of  the 
his  Majesty  to  bring  these  questions  under  i  kingdom  against  one  of  its  part9  wa^,  in 
the  consideration  of  his  Parliament,  with  a  \  his  opinion,  one  of  the  worH  thin<(s  that 
view  to  their  speedy  and  satisfactory  ad-  !  could  possibly  be  done.  If  the  tin  ion  were 
justment.  To  that  branch  of  the  Legisia-  to  be  a  source  of  streng^th,  it  miMt  be  one 
ture  it  must  be  matter  of  much  satisfaction  '  in  reality.  In  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
to  receive  from  his  Majesty  the  assurance  he  both  countries  there  miHt  be  a  conviction 
had  that  day  given  of  tbeanxiety  that  existed  of  a  common  inf^r^«?f.  Until  a  conviction 
on  the  part  of  his  Allies  to  maintain  those  of  that  kin  I  w(>re  f^lc  there  could  b^  no 
relations  of  amity  which  at  present  existed  real  union.  It  wa^  ^fiX  them  in  th«>lr  jeg^i^. 
between  them  and  ourselves,  and  also  that  lativc  capacity  to  brines  home  to  th<»  mtnd* 
the  peace  at  present  happily  existing"  was  of  the  peoj>le,  cy^  the  three  counfrie^  th^t 
likely  to  be  permanent.  These  assurances  they  had  an  interest  in  beinsc  nr\Mff\,  2»nd 
must  necessarily  be  satisfactory  to  the  that  a  com[>lete  and  i>indin'<  union  o<*twp#n 
House  of  Commouii,  because,  whilst  they  th'^m  wa«  ner»'^^firy  to  entitle  ih*»m  to  rne 
proved  that  his  Majesty  looked  to  peace  enjoyment  of  the  ■♦ame  n^lif«.  'IV,  ^w%t 
for  the  continuance  of  the  national  pro^pc-  them  in  the  pxe/^ntion  of  rha»  d»i»y  \\*% 
rity  at  home,  the  anxiety  oi  his  Allien  lo  Mvije^'y  had  ilm  dav  e^.ll'^d  *h«»?r  ;ifi'*nfi^»n 
maintain  their  amicable  rel  tiions  with  thi9  to  certain  m'^a^'irp^  reM-irin^  th'ir  m'^^t 
country  was  a  further  pmof  that  that  peace  «*»r»onH  con^id^r  i»io'».  ^>!»e  ';f  »h'»<^  o'le 
had  not  been  obtained  at  a  aacrjfire  of  to  w'li^h  ii**  rnhtV*-«Afj  he  .fi^M'-'S  •<^"h  p**- 
hooour  or  breach  of  compact.  In  the  culiar  aati^firti'-in  — wi*  »he  irfr''>'Iir '»'.') 
general  peace  of  Europe  there  was  unfor-  of  a  v^^ft^m  of  Pf>o*''!«'v^  m'o  ff^hnd. 
tttoalely  one  exception — Spain.     He  felt    He  had  al-^^y^  ron^ider'^d  a  m'^a^ire  of 
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that  description  neoeasary,  and  he  now 
hailed  the  prospect  of  its  being  carried 
ivith  the  utmost  satisfaction,  because,  al- 
though he  did  not  look  to  it  as  a  panacea 
for  all  the  evils  of  Ireland — amongst  which 
the  general  want  of  employment  was  per- 
haps one  of  the  most  prominent — yet  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  well-organised  system  of  Poor- 
laws  would  remove  or  mitigate  many  of  the 
severest  hardships  under  which  the  great 
mass  of  the  population  were  now  suffering. 
The  discussion  of  the  subject  would  be 
attended  with  this  additional  beneBt,  that 
it  would  direct  the  attention  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  the  necessity  of  giving  employ- 
ment, either  by  the  establishment  of  public 
works  or  otherwise^  to  the  poor  of  Ireland. 
In  that  part  of  his  Majesty's  Speech  which 
called  the  attention  of  Parliament  to  the 
corporate  institutions  of  Ireland  he  recog- 
nised an  earnest  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
King  to  confer  on  his  Irish  subjects— not 
less  loyal,  not  less  faithful,  than  those  of 
England— the  same  rights  and  liberties  as 
were  enjoyed  in  this  country.  Ireland, 
indeed,  amidst  all  her  misfortunes^— amidst 
all  the  obloquy  often  heaped  upon  her 
name— had  this  source  of  satisfaction,  that 
his  Majesty  had  never  shown  any  want  of 
confidence  in  his  Irish  subjects.  Notwith- 
standing all  that  had  been  urged  by  a  par- 
ticular party  in  that  country,  who  claimed 
to  themselves  a  peculiar  loyalty,  he  (Mr. 
Villiers  Stuart)  could  not  detect  in  the 
Speech  they  had  that  day  heard  from  the 
Tnrone  any  want  of  confidence  on  the  part 
of  his  Majesty  in  the  great  mass  of  his 
Irish  subjects.  Who,  then,  would  venture 
to  stand  between  a  confiding  Sovereign 
and  the  affections  of  a  generous  people  ? 
True  loyalty  was  uninfluenced  by  any 
selfish  feeling,  and  whatever  the  treatment 
of  his  Majesty's  Irish  subjects  might  be,  it 
would  be  a  difficult  matter  to  estransre 
their  affections  from  their  Sovereign.  The 
best  means,  however,  of  avoiding  any 
estrangement  would  be  the  adoption  of  a 
policy  which  would  give  them  the  entire 
confidence  of  their  English  fellow-subjects. 
If  that  line  of  policy  were  adopted  Ireland 
would  indeed  become  happy,  and  England 
powerful.  If  not,  he  would  say  indeed 
farewell,  a  long  farewell,  to  all  their  hopes 
of  tranquillity  and  prosperity.  If  such  a 
policy  were  adopted,  he  saw  before  him  a 
gradual  improvement  in  her  affairs,  instead 
of  that  feverish  excitement  which  had 
occupied  the  inhabitants  of  that  country 


upon  political  subjects,  and  which  had 
rendered  Ireland  a  scene  of  agitation  from 
end  to  end,  and  which  had  left  the  mind 
of  every  man  smarting  under  the  sense  of 
insult  and  degradation  which  had  been 
heaped  upon  them.  That  moment  might 
be  delayed,  but  it  could  not  be  averted :  he 
was  quite  satisfied  that  it  would  speedily 
arrive.  So  long  as  it  was  delayed,  so  long 
would  the  tranquillity  be  delayed,  so  long 
would  her  prosperity  be  delayed,  and  so 
long  would  the  power  of  England  be  para- 
lysed. For  centuries  England  had  treated 
Ireland  like  a  conquered  country ;  gradu- 
ally she  had  relaxed  that  system,  and 
raised  Ireland  in  point  of  law  to  an  equa- 
lity with  herself;  and  he  would  now  ask, 
would  they  venture  to  keep  her  in  a  state 
of  degradation  in  point  of  practice  ?  He 
was  satisfied  that  they  could  not:  the 
moment  that  the  Emancipation  Bill  was 
passed  they  had  raised  up  another  nation 
to  an  equality  with  themselves,  and  that 
nation  was  detern^ined  to  maintain  her 
position.  If  there  were  a  party  still  exist, 
ing  in  that  country  who  were  not  satisfied 
with  a  fair  share  of  power,  but  were  deter- 
mined to  reour  to  the  old  state  of  things 
and  the  old  system  of  ascendancy,  he  (Mr. 
Villiers  Stuart)  would  pray  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  not  to  be  led  away  by  their  views^ 
and  not  to  let  their  policy  be  their  guide 
in  legislating  for  that  country.  As  an 
Irishman,  deeply  interested  in  her  prospe. 
rity,  and  having  a  deep  stake  in  the  coun- 
try with  which  he  was  connected,  and  by 
which  he  must  rise  or  fall,  he  would  en- 
treat them  not  to  be  led  away  by  the  policy 
of  that  party,  and  not  to  deprive  his  poor 
unhappy  country  of  her  fair  share  of  the 
privileges  which  other  portions  of  the  em- 
pire enjoyed.  Whatever  line  of  policy 
might  be  adopted,  much  gratitude  was,  in 
his  opinion,  due  to  his  Majesty  for  the 
gracious  manner  in  which  he  had  called 
the  attention  of  Parliament  to  the  state  of 
Ireland  ;  and  he  felt  that  in  seconding  the 
motion  that  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  his  Majesty,  he  was  but  fulfilling 
his  duty  as  one  of  the  Representatives  for 
that  country. 
The  Address  having  been  read, 
Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  as  a  silent  vote 
upon  the  Address  might  be  construed  into 
a  general  approbation  of  the  conduct  and 
principles  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  he 
wished  to  save  himself  from  that  miscon- 
struction by  stating  what  were  the  pressing 
circumstances  that  compelled  him  to  give 
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them  a  very  gaarded  and  jealous  support, 
and  by  explaining  why  it  was  that  he  felt 
compelled,  differing  from  them  as  he  did 
on  many  important  questions,  nevertheless, 
to  give  them,  in  conjunction  with  other 
Gentlemen  who  sat  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  such  a  degree  of  support  as  should 
be  sufficient  to  maintain  them  in  their 
places,  although  he  did  not  approve  either 
of  their  genera!  policy  or  uf  the  principles 
upon  which  their  Government  was  con- 
ducted. In  doing  this,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  him  to  speak  in  no  eulogistic 
manner  of  either  of  the  two  parties  who 
were  endeavouring  to  gain  the  ascendant 
in  the  country  ;  but  it  would  not  become 
him  to  shrink  fiom  the  task  which  his 
situation  imposed  upon  him,  and  in  the 
performance  of  it  he  should  endeavour  not 
to  speak  with  unnecessary  asperity  of  any 
party.  He  would,  therefore,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  endeavour  shortly 
to  state  what  he  believed  to  be  the  exact 
position  of  political  parties  at  that  moment, 
and  to  bring  into  broad  relief  the  situation 
of  one  particular  section,  namely,  the 
democratic  section,  to  which  he  belonged. 
In  doing  this,  he  should  recommend  a 
policy  to  the  democratic  party  in  that 
House,  which  a  few  timid  men  might  dis- 
regard, which  the  dishonest  certainly 
wouJd  not  adopt,  but  which,  to  those  who 
had  judgment  to  decide  what  was  proper, 
and  courage  to  follow  what  their  judgment 
approved — who  demanded  a  frank,  fair, 
open,  and  uncompromising  policy,  to  those 
he  imagined  it  would  be  welcome.  It 
appeared  that  at  the  present  time  there 
was  going  on  in  this  country,  and  not  only 
in  this  country,  but  in  the  world  at  large, 
a  fearful  struggle  between  two  great  prin- 
ciples of  government,  that  which  endea- 
voured to  make  the  many  dominant,  and 
the  other  which  endeavoured  to  maintain 
the  domination  of  the  few.  In  that  House 
those  two  principles  were  very  unequally 
represented.  The  Tory,  or  aristocratic, 
party  who  were  ranged  in  hostile  but  honest 
array  against  the  opinions  of  the  demo- 
cratic party,  formed,  unfortunately,  as  he 
believed,  for  the  general  interests  and  wel- 
fare of  the  country,  a  very  large  majority 
in  that  House.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
party  who  represented  the  democracy 
were,  unfortunately,  in  a  small  and,  to  use  a 
phrase  that  was  not  disagreeable  to  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  a  miserable  minority. 
But  though  they  were  thus  in  numbers 
weak,  yet|  being  supported  by  the  people 


at  large  out  of  doors,  for  such  was  his 
opinion — hon.  Gentlemen  might  refute 
him  afterwards  if  they  could — supported, 
as  he  believed  they  were,  by  the  mass  of 
the  people  out  of  doors,  it  was  not  easy 
for  their  adversaries  to  cope  with  them, 
nor  could  they  easily  be  put  down  as  long 
as  they  had  judgment  to  understand  their 
position  and  courage  to  take  advantage  of  it. 
Not  being  enabled  distinctly  and  openly 
to  oppose  the  democracy,  the  Tory,  or 
aristocratic  party,  wise  in  its  generation, 
deputed  its  power  to  a  certain  go-between 
party,  offsets  of  the  aristocracy,  namely, 
the  Whigs.  In  1830,  the  two  great  prin- 
ciples, of  which  he  had  been  speaking, 
came  into  distinct  and  hostile  array  against 
one  another.  At  that  time,  it  was  clearly 
demonstrated  to  the  people  of  England, 
that  England  was  not  a  monarchy,  as  was 
supposed  in  ancient  times,  but  that  ever 
since  the  revolution  of  1688,  she  had  been 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  an  aristocratic 
republic.  Once  convinced  of  this  fact, 
the  people  of  England  determined  no 
longer  to  suffer  the  domination  of  the 
aristocracy,  and  at  that  time,  had  the 
aristocracy  dared  to  continue  their  oppo* 
sition  to  the  just  demands  of  the  nation, 
they  would  have  found  themselves  swept 
away  before  the  current  of  popular  opinion. 
In  this  state  of  things  the  Whig  party, 
headed  by  Earl  Grey,  offered  themselves 
as  mediators  between  the  people  and  the 
aristocracy,  and  by  their  meaiation,  the  aris- 
tocratic party  was  saved  from  the  destruc- 
tion with  which  it  was  threatened.  They 
proposed  and  carried  the  Reform  Bill ; 
and  although  the  democrats  were  glad  to 
receive  that  Bill  at  their  hands,  they  were 
by  no  means  convinced  that  it  was  all  the 
people  ought  to  desire.  They  took  it  as 
an  instalment  of  Justice — as  a  means  of 
obtaining  more,  determined  on  the  very 
first  possible  opportunity  to  make  it  a 
stepping  stone  to  further  great  improve- 
ments. As  soon  as  the  Reform  Bill  was 
passed,  a  large  portion  of  the  Whigs,  with 
Lord  Grey  at  the  head,  and  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Stanley),  no  very  humble 
partisan,  deserted  these  principles,  and 
stuck  to  aristocratic  government.  They 
wished  to  stand  still,  and  talked  of  the 
finality  of  the  Reform  Bill,  but  it  was 
found  that  the  people  of  England  would 
not  permit  that,  and  then  they  threw 
themselves  headlong  into  the  aristocratic 
faction.  At  this  time,  it  happened  that 
Lord  Melbourne  began  his  career  as  a 
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fresh  mediator  between  the  people  and  the 
aristocracy.  He  had  a  small  section  of 
the  Whigs  with  him,  and  then  it  was  that 
the  democratic  section  in  that  House  had 
to  determine  whether  they  would  make 
that  alliance  with  the  Whig  Government 
which  was  offered  to  them.  It  so  hap- 
pened that  the  dispute  then  existing  be- 
tween the  people  and  the  aristocracy  was 
a  very  different  one  from  that  which  took 
place  upon  the  Reform  Bill.  The  people 
believea,  although  that  belief  was  now 
fast  dwindling  away,  that  the  Reform  Bill 
had  introduced  so  many  Liberal  Members 
that  the  will  of  the  community  would  be 
made  predominant  in  that  House.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  Representatives  of 
the  democratic  party  were  obliged  to  take 
into  consideration  the  feelings  of  the  peo- 
ple, and,  accordingly,  they  determined  to 
range  themselves  beneath  the  banner  of 
Lord  Melbourne,  under  the  general  name 
of  Reformers.  Of  those  who  thus  ranged 
themselves  under  Lord  Melbourne's  ban- 
ner, there  was  a  party — and  he  fancied, 
a  pretty  strong  one,  who  believed  that 
the  Ministry  were  not  sincere;  who  be- 
lieved that  the  Whigs  merely  came  forward 
for  the  purpose  of  saving  as  much  as  they 
could  of  the  aristocracy,  and  of  retaining 
for  themselves,  through  the  medium  of  a 
temporary  popularity,  as  much  of  the 
proceeds  of  Government  as  they  were 
able.  That,  at  all  events,  was  the  opinion 
of  one  small  party.  There  was  another 
and  still  smaller  party,  who  said,  that  the 
Whigs,  they  believed,  were  sincere  and 
ardent  patriots.  But  the  larger  section 
were  those  who  said,  "  We  believe  with 
you,**  addressing  themselves  to  the  6rst 
section,  "  that  there  is  not  much  sincerity 
amongst  the  Whig^  ;  but,  taking  them  as 
a  whole,  they  are  better  than  the  Tories, 
and  we  can  get  more  out  of  them/'  In 
this  manner,  acting  upon  a  special  under- 
standing of  their  own  peculiar  interests ; 
acting  upon  the  belief,  that  having  some 
influence — some  power  over  the  peculiar 
notions  of  the  Whig  party,  they  should  be 
able  to  get  from  them,  and  for  the  people,  a 
larger  measure  of  reform ;  and  acting  in 
accordance  with  the  general  wish  of  the 
people,  as  at  that  time  expressed,  they 
(the  democratic  party)  did  range  them- 
selves under  the  banner  of  Lord  Mel- 
bourne. But  let  the  House  remember 
what  was  their  justification  in  so  doing. 
It  was  this:  that  the  Whigs  then  as  now 
made  use  of  large  and  vague  generalities  I 


respecting  reform  ;  they  made  oo  specific 
declarations,  but  they  promised  largely ; 
and,  as  an  indication  of  their  determination 
to  push  reform  to  the  utmost,  they  em« 
ployed  the  word  to  distinguish  themselves. 
They  did  not  call  themselves  Democrats; 
they  did  not  call    themselves  Radicals ; 
they  did  not  call  themselves  Whigs ;  they 
were  Reformers;  they  adopted  the  name 
of  Reformers,  and  promised  to  deserve  it. 
The  term  "  Reformer  *'  might  mean  any- 
thing.    He  conceived,   indeed,  after  the 
displays  of  this  very  year,  little  of  it  as 
had   yet  elapsed,   that  it   would   almost 
include  the  whole  of  the  Tory  party.     Re- 
formers!   why  they  were  all   Reformers 
now-a-days;  thehon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  Reformers  ;  they  were  Reformers,  at 
least,  just  so  far  as  their  own  private  and 
personal  interest  compelled  them  to  be ; 
and  that  was  just  the  understanding  of  the 
term   as  applied   to  the    large  body  of 
reforming  Whigs.     It  was  for  their  interest 
specially,  as  persons  participating  in,  or 
rather,  he  should  say,  possessing  wholly, 
the  power  of  Government,  which  was  put 
into  their  hands,  in  consequence  of  their 
alliance  with  the  Radicals,  to  palm  them- 
selves upon  the  public  as  Reformers ;  and 
it  was  entirely  in  consequence  of  the  feel- 
ing that  they  could  retain  a  great  deal  of 
benefit  for  themselves,  that  they  called 
themselves  Reformers.     When  they  called 
themselves    Reformers,     what    did    they 
mean  in  the  ears  of  the  people  ?     It  was 
found,  that  they  agreed  with  the  Radicals 
in  two  things — they  loved  Reformers  and 
hated  the  Tories.     Now  it  was  believed, 
that  the  men  who  hated  the  Tories,  hated 
also  aristocratic  domination,  irresponsible 
dominion,  bad  laws,  and  everything  that 
could   give  to  that  House  an   improper 
power,  for  the  benefit  of  the  few  against 
the  interest  of  the  many  ;  and  it  was  fur- 
ther believed,  that  the  Whigs  coming  in 
under  the  broad  banner  of  Reform,  de- 
claring themselves  to  be  Reformers,  were 
determined  to  put  down  all  irresponsible 
power,  whether  in  the  hands  of  themselves 
or  of  their  enemies.     Now  I  may  here 
openly,  calmly,  well  knowing  the  conse- 
quence of  what  I  am  saying,  not  being 
hurried,  not  being  confused, but  thoroughly 
aware  of  what  I  am   doing — I  say  the 
Whigs  have  deceived  the  people.     I  say, 
that  whilst  their  words  have  been  many, 
their  works  have  been  few,  and  that  whilst 
they  promised  to  be  Reformers,  they  have 
turned  out  to  be  no  better  than  the  Tories, 
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Why  did  he  say  this?  For  this  reason, 
that  the  Whigs  wrished  to  maintain  a 
majority  in  that  House.  And  how  did 
they  maintain  that  majority  ?  Was  it  hy 
giving  laws  which  enabled  the  people 
easily  to  act  according  to  the  dictates  of 
their  consciences  ?  No,  they  did  no  such 
thing ;  they  kept  the  country  in  a  state 
bordering  upon  revolution,  for  the  purpose 
of  maintaining  themselves  in  power,  com- 
pelling a  certain  number  of  persons  to  act 
in  direct  opposition  to  their  own  private 
interests  at  the  voting  places^  at  the  same 
time  teaching  them  to  believe,  that  they 
were  going  to  remove  all  the  grievances 
of  which  they  had  so  much  reason  to  com- 
plain ;  and,  above  all,  assuring  them  that 
they  would  prevent  for  the  future  the 
infliction  of  all  those  penalties  which  their 
landlords  or  others  about  them  might 
impose  if  they  ventured  to  oppose  their 
interests  when  they  came  to  the  poll.  He 
maintained,  that  this  was  an  exceedingly 
ungenerous  proceeding.  The  Whigs  at 
this  moment  were  in  power  solely  by  the 
excitement  which  they  managed  to  keep 
up  in  the  public  mind.  Under  the 
Government  of  the  Whigs,  ihe  country 
was  obliged  to  be  kept  continually  on 
the  border  of  a  revolution,  in  order  to 


maintaining  them  in  power,  whilst,  at  the 
same  time,  they  refused  to  give  them  the 
means  of  putting  down  that  troop  of  dire- 
ful enemies  whom  they  call  upon  hourly  to 
combat.  If  they  believed  that  there  would 
be  evil  to  England  in  the  return  of  the 
Tories  to  power — if  they  believed  that 
Ireland  would  suffer  from  such  an  event-* 
let  them  come  boldly  forward  and  give  the 
people  fairly  and  honestly  the  means  of 
expressing  their  opinions.  Let  them  be- 
come real  Reformers,  and  there  would  be 
no  danger  from  the  Tories.  This  was  his 
charge  against  the  members  of  the  present 
Government :  that  by  their  machinations 
— by  their  imperfect  and  unsatisfactory 
mode  of  their  proceeding,  preventing  the 
due  advance  and  amelioration  of  the  insti- 
tutions of  the  country — they  had  kept  the 
nation  in  statu  quo;  and  that,  conse- 
quently, the  sooner  they  were  put  out  of 
the  position  they  at  present  occupied,  the 
better  it  would  be  for  all  classes.  But  it 
might  be  said,  that  this  was  a  charge 
wholly  without  foundation  ;  and  it  might 
be  said  by  the  Gentlemen  from  Ireland, 
particularly  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny,  "  You  know  nothing  of 
Ireland — nothing  of  what  the  administra- 
tion has  done  for  Ireland."     Now  that  was 


prevent  an   irruption   of  the  Tories.     It 'just  the  question  that  he  wished  to  put 
was  well  known  that  this  was  a  part  of  \  He  wanted  to  know  what  the  Government 


the  system,  and  that  it  was  practised  daily. 
To  amuse  the  popular  mind,  they  were 
making  reform  clubs  and  associations  to 
look  after  the  registration  of  votes.  They 
were  doing  every  thing  but  the  right  thing 
— every  thing  but  doing  away  with  the 
rate-paying  clause  of  the  Reform  Bill,  and 
giving  the  people  the  ballot.  The  Whigs 
would  never  consent  to  the  vote  by  ballot. 
And  why  would  they  not  ?  Did  they  ex- 
pect that,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  a 
Government,  the  people  were  to  be  kept  in 
a  state  of  constant  and  perpetual  excite- 
ment ?     Did  they  believe,  as  statesmen,  as 


had  done  for  Ireland.  He  was  not  about 
to  say  anything  against  the  administration 
of  Lord  Mulgrave.  He  believed,  that  if 
anybody  were  called  upon  to  point  out  a 
redeeming  part  of  the  conduct  of  the  pre- 
sent Administration,  it  would  be  found  in 
the  conduct  of  Lord  Mulgrave,  for  in  Ire- 
land it  so  happened  that  an  honest  gover- 
nor was  a  species  of  miracle.  Such  a 
miracle  had  occurred  in  the  1 9th  century, 
when  Lord  Mulgrave  became  Viceroy 
of  Ireland.  Lord  Mulgrave,  however, 
was  but  a  lucky  accident — he  might  be 
removed  to-morrow  by  death,  by  a  freak 


persons  wishing  well  to  their  country,  that  |  of  fortune,  by  the  whim  of  a  disordered 


that  was  a  healthful  or  proper  state  for 
society  to  be  plunged  into.  Or  did  they 
imagine  that  the  excitement  which  they 
were  enabled  to  create  for  a  time  could  be 
continued  for  ever?  They  knew  that  it 
would  not.  They  knew  that  at  that  very 
moment  the  people  and  the  friends  of  the 
people  were  fighting  foot  to  foot,  and  hand 
to  hand  with  the  aristocratic  domination, 
and  the  Whigs  were  calling  upon  the 
people  daily  to  make  great,  nay,  he  would 


imagination,  by  a  thousand  chances;  and 
then  what  was  there  for  Ireland?  Had 
there  been  any  change  in  the  laws  or  the 
institutions  of  that  country  which  could 
secure  to  her  peace  and  tranquillity  ?  No; 
there  had  been  no  such  thing.  And  why 
not  ?  Because  the  sole  means  of  accom- 
plishing these  ends  was  to  be  found  in  a 
change  of  the  law ;  and  a  change  of  the 
law  could  only  be  effected  cither  by  con- 
trolling the  opinion  of  the  Lords,  by  an 


say,  fearful,  sacrifices  for  the  purpose  of,  actual  alteration  in  the  formation  of  that 
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House,  or  by  so  imposing  upon  them  by  a 
majority  of  the  House  of  Commons,  that 
they  should  not  dare  to  resist  its  demands. 
How  was  it  that  they  resisted  the  demands 
of  the   House  of  Commons    last    year? 
Because   the  majority   of  the   House   of 
Commons  was  so  small  as  to  carry  with  it 
little  or  no  weight  in  the  other  branch  of 
the  Legislature.     But  if  there  were  a  large 
majority  in  the  House  of  Commons,  did 
anybody  believe  that  the  Lords  would  long 
continue  their  resistance  to  a  measure  of 
corporate  reform  for  Ireland  ?     If  there 
were  a  majority  of  200  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  was  it  likely  that  the  Irish  Cor- 
poration Bill  of  last  year  would  have  been 
defeated  in  the  Lords  ?  What  had  Minis- 
ters done   to  secure  a  majority  in   that 
House,  or  to  alter  the  composition  of  the 
other?     Nothing;  and  whilst  the  House 
of  Lords  remained  unreformed,  and  no 
protection  was  given  to  electors,  so  as  to 
enable  them  to  give  honest  and  conscien- 
tious votes  in  the  election  of  Members  to 
serve   in    the    House  of    Commons,   no 
Government  could  pretend  to  the  name  of 
friends  to   Ireland.      Whilst    upon    the 
subject  of  Ireland  he  might  be  allowed  to 
remark,  that  Gentlemen  from  that  country 
sometimes  talked  of  the  English  Radicals 
as  enemies  to  Ireland.     It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  evils  of  Ireland  were  of  two  dif- 
ferent and  distinct  kinds:  first,  the  evils 
falling  on  the  Catholic  gentry,  moral  evils, 
evils  placing  them  in  an  inferior  position 
in  society ;  and,  second,  the  evils  falling 
on  the  peasantry — physical  evils,  placing 
them   in   a  state    of    wretchedness    and 
misery.     Now  he  maintained  that  the  Ca- 
tholic gentry  were  using  the  second  class 
of  evils,  as  a  lever  to  get  rid  of  the  first ; 
that  they  were  using  the  physical  misery  of 
the  peasantry,  as  a  means  to  get  rid  of 
their  own   social   degradation.      He,   for 
one,  was  an  enemy  to  the  idea  of  placing 
one  body  of  citizens  in  an  inferior  position 
on  account  of  any  difference  of  creed  ;  and 
he   therefore  sympathised   with  the  Irish 
Catholic  gentry.     He  believed,  that  their 
condition  was  an    unfair  and  an  unholy 
one,  and  he  would  do  every  thing  in  his 
power  to  get  rid  of  the  evils  under  which 
they  suffered  ;  but  be  was  not  one  of  those 
who  would  use  the  miseries  of  the  people 
as  a  means  to  get  rid  of  any  such  evils  as 
those.     If  he  were  to  point  out  a  case  in 
which  the  Catholic  gentry  of  Ireland  had 
employed  the  misery  of  the  people  as  a 
means  to  get  rid  of  their  own   peculiar 


evils,    he    should   point  to  the    feeling 
which  they  had  created  upon  the  subject 
of  tithes.     The  tithe  of  Ireland  was  sure 
to  fall  upon  the  poor  peasantry,  and  they 
had  pathetic  narrations  and  declamations 
without  end,  of  how  the  potatoes  of  the 
peasant  were  taken  from  him  by  the  Pro- 
testant parson.     But  the  persons  who  gave 
the  House  these    horrible  descriptions — 
who  painted  these  harrowing  pictures  from 
their  own  vivid  imagination — never  men- 
tioned the  fact,  that  there  was  a  class  of 
persons  in  Ireland  called  landlords,  who 
exacted  from  the  tenant  for  rent  all  that 
remained  of  the  produce  of  the  land  be- 
yond what  was  necessary  for  the  immedi- 
ate means  of  sustenance,  and  that,  conse- 
quently, if  tithes  were  done  away  with  to- 
morrow, the  condition  of  the  Irish  peasant 
would  remain  the  same.     And  into  whose 
pocket  would  the  tithes  be  put?  Into  the 
pocket  of  the  Irish  landlord.     And  he  was 
one  who,  believing  that  tithes  were  public 
property,  would  never  consent  to  confis- 
cate them  to  any  private  purse.     He  be- 
lieved that  tithes  in  Ireland  were  public 
property,  to  be  employed  for  public  pur- 
poses, a  sacred  property  belonging  to  the 
people,  and  not  to  be  given  up  to  any 
landlord,  whether  Protestant  or  Catholic. 
If  the  tithes  were  to  be  paid  to  the  landlord 
instead  of  to  the  parson,  it  was  worse  than 
criminal  (he  might  use  a  much  stronger 
phrase)  for  the  landlords  to  hound  on  the 
poor  peasant  to  resist  the  tithe-proctor, 
and  to  bring  himself  within  the  lash  of  the 
law.     It  was  said  that  the  tithes  were  paid 
by  the  Irish  landlord ;    but  the  peasant 
was   the  medium   of  payment :    but  the 
landlord  took  away  the  means  of  paying, 
in  order  to  bend  him  to  his  own  immediate 
purpose,    that    purpose    being    to  raise 
the    whole    Catholic    peasantry,    to   put 
down  what  they  believe  to  be  an  unholy 
impost,  and  which  they  were  taught  to 
consider  as  pressing  peculiarly  upon  them- 
selves, not  knowing  that  in  their  violent 
resistance,  of  which  ail  the  consequences 
fell  upon  themselves,  they  were  fighting 
the  cause  of  their  landlords,  and  of  no  one 
else.     Seeing  these  things  done,  would 
anybody  tell  him  that    he  ought   to  be 
silent  upon   Irish   matters,    or    that    he 
should  not  express   to  the    House  what 
were  the  opinions  of  the  real  friends  of 
Ireland  in  England  ?     Me  would  tell  those 
parties,  whomsoever  they  might  be,  that 
the  real  friends  of  Ireland  demanded  to 
see  something  like  an  adequate  provision 
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BUMie  for  the  sopport  of  the  Irish  poor; 
and  that  if  the  tithes  of  Ireland  were  given 
vp,  it  should  be  apon  the  distinct  under- 
standing, that  the  poor-rates  should  come 
out  of  &e  Tery  same  pockets  into  which 
the  tithes  were  put.  He  (Mr.  Roebuck) 
said,  combine  two  good  things ;  if  you 
abolish  tithes,  establish  poor-laws;  but, 
under  all  and  any  circumstances,  provide 
for  the  poor,  and  obtain  justice  for  all 
classes.  This  was  what  the  English  Ra- 
dicals demanded  for  Ireland.  He  knew 
not  whether  for  making  these  demands 
they  might  be  nicknamed  or  not — that,  of 
course,  would  depend  upon  the  taste  or 
pleasure  of  those  who  thought  difierently 
from  them ;  but  of  this  he  was  convinced, 
that  the  thinking,  well-conducted,  and 
honest  people  of  England  well  knew  how 
to  distinguish  between  him  who  made  the 
misery  of  the  people  a  fulcrum  for  his  own 
private  purposes,  and  him  who,  thoroughly 
carrying  out  the  principles  he  had  laid 
down  from  one  country  to  the  other,  de- 
manded equal  justice  for  England  and  Ire- 
land, a  responsible  Government  for  both, 
and  equal  laws  for  all.  These  were  the 
▼tews  and  wishes  of  the  English  Radicals 
with  respect  to  Ireland.  As  to  the  mea- 
sures of  the  present  Ministry,  he  believed 
that  the  Irish  would  have  got  as  much  of 
good  from  the  most  6erce  and  Tory  ad- 
ministration that  ever  existed ;  and, 
indeed,  the  same  observation  might 
apply  to  all  the  relations  of  the  king, 
doro.  If  he  looked  abroad — if  he  cast  his 
eye  for  a  moment  on  the  foreign  relations 
of  the  country — did  he  find  anything 
there  for  congratulation  to  England  ?  Did 
he  not  find  interference  at  once  undignified 
and  useless  in  Spain  ?  Did  he  not  find 
an  interference  that  was  worse  than  useless 
—that  was  positively  mischievous — in  Por. 
tugal—an  interference  to  put  down  that 
which  these  Whig  Ministers  pretended  to 
advance,  namely,  liberal  opinions.  If  he 
quitted  Europe,  and  looked  to  the  colonies, 
was  there  anything  there  to  raise  the  re- 
putation of  the  Ministry  ?  The  usual  wav 
in  which  the  Whigs  were  described  in  all 
the  colonies  was,  they  were  just  the  same 
as  the  Tories.  At  home,  it  was  true,  they 
had  been  compelled  to  do  something  in 
obedience  to  the  public  will ;  but  it  unfor- 
tunately happened  that  public  control  did 
not  extend  to  the  colonies,  and  they, 
therefore,  had  been  as  grossly  neglected 
under  the  govcrn:aent  of  the  Whigs  as 
they  bad  ever  been  under  the  worst  ad- 
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ministration  ^f  the  Tories.  When  the 
present  Ministry  came  into  power  they 
were  popular.  They  rode  in  on  the  bacb 
of  the  people,  in  spite  of  an  adverse 
court,  and  in  spite  of  a  strong  minority  in 
that  House.  But  now,  their  popularity  was 
gone,  and  they  were  daily  losing  ground. 
They  were  not  losing  ground  for  any  other 
reason  than  that  they  were  too  much  like 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  cheered. 
They  lost  ground  because  they  were  like  the 
Tories ;  because  they  did  nothing  for  good 
government.  The  only  means  by  which 
the  Ministers  could  maintain  themselves 
against  the  large  party  arrayed  in  front  of 
them,  was,  by  establishing  for  Ireland  a 
good  Poor-law  system,  by  altering  the 
whole  system  of  the  administration  of  the 
law ;  by  instituting  equal  laws  for  all  parts 
of  the  empire ;  by  giving  no  fostering  care 
to  the  Irish  Church ;  by  causing  the  votes 
at  elections  to  be  taken  by  ballot ;  and  by 
repealing  the  rate-paying  clauses  of  the 
Reform  Bill.  Having  done  all  this  at 
home,  let  them  turn  their  attention  to  the 
colonies,  and  govern  them  in  the  same 
spirit  of  justice.  Nothing  having  been 
done  by  the  Whigs  to  give  the  people  re- 
sponsible government,  it  now  benoved  the 
Radicals  to  consider  what  course  they 
ought  to  pursue.  The  first  and  foremost 
thing  which  in  his  opinion,  they  ought  to 
do,  as  soon  as  it  became  manifest  that  the 
Whigs  would  not  redeem  the  pledge  they 
made  on  coming  into  power,  was  to 
separate  from  that  party,  to  force  the 
Whigs  into  the  ranks  of  the  Tories,  and  to 
compel  them  to  form  a  distinct  alliance 
with  the  Gentlemen  opposite.  The  people 
would  then  know  by  whom  they  were  really 
represented  in  that  House ;  and  would  per- 
ceive that  their  advocates  were  in  a  mi- 
nority there,  and  must  remain  so  until  the 
electors  received  due  protection  in  the 
exercise  of  their  franchise.  The  Radicals 
were  asked,  if,  by  the  course  of  policy  of 
which  he  was  the  advocate,  it  was  tneir 
intention  to  drive  the  Whigs  into  the  arms 
of  the  Tories  ?  Now,  mark  the  morality 
of  these  interrogations.  The  Radicals 
were  told,  "  if  you  attempt  to  carry  out 
your  own  principles,  if  you  think  of  acting 
conscientiously,  the  moment  you  do  any- 
thing by  which  you  make  it  manifest  that 
you  have  the  good  of  the  country  at 
heart,  the  Whigs  will  no  longer  hold  up 
the  standard  of  reform,  but  will  range 
themselves  on  the  opposite  side.**  Now, 
onlv  conceive  the  morality  of  this  course* 
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Perhaps  the  Radicals  might  appear  to  the 
Whigs  to  be  strongly  prejudiced,  to  be 
wrong-headed,  impracticable  persons,  but 
would  it  not  be  better  to  yield  a  little  to 
them  rather  than  throw  themselves  into 
the  arras  of  the  Tories  ?  To  place  them 
in  office  was  what  the  Radicals  did  for  the 
Whigs,  and  why  should  not  the  Whigs  do 
something  for  the  Radicals  ?  If  the 
Whigs  really  believed  that  their  retirement 
from  office  would  lead  to  such  mischief  as 
they  described,  namely,  the  irruption — for 
that  was  the  word  always  employed — of 
the  Tories  into  power,  why  did  they  not 
do  something  to  please  the  Radicals  ? 
They  had  never  made  any  pretensions  to 
office  ;  they  had  never  asked  anything  for 
themselves ;  their  objects  were  well  under- 
stood ;  the  Radicals  looked  to  the  interests 
of  the  people,  and  the  Whigs  considered 
their  own.  The  Radical  party  in  that  House 
were  determined  to  promote  the  interests 
of  the  people,  and  to  follow  their  own 
course.  He  spoke  for  himself  only,  and 
did  not  pretend  to  speak  the  sentiments 
of  any  Gentleman  behind  him,  but,  so  far 
as  he  was  concerned,  he  was  determined 
to  pursue  a  just  an^  independent  course. 
He  was  not  to  be  cajoled  by  fair  promises, 
but  he  should  look  to  the  acts  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  and  unless  these  were 
intrinsically  good,  he  would  not  give  them 
his  support.  In  all  their  good  measures 
he  was  willing  to  support  them,  but  he 
could  not  give  his  support  to  the  principle 
of  the  Irish  Church  Bill,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  tithes  were  not  dealt  with  in 
that  measure  in  the  only  manner  which 
would  lead  to  a  final  settlement  of  the 
question.  The  Church  of  Ireland  must  be 
put  down  entirely,  and  the  tithes  must  be 
considered  public  property.  The  Irish 
Church  was  a  nuisance  which  must  be 
pulled  down  and  abated  at  once,  and  the 
golden  temple  must  be  pulled  down  by  the 
democratic  party  in  the  State,  for  it  never 
would  be  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers  ;  and 
till  it  was  laid  low  there  would  be  no 
peace  for  Ireland.  He  should  pursue  the 
course  which  he  had  prescribed  for  him- 
self, careless  whether  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
were  put  out  of  office  to-morrow,  and  an 
irruption  of  Tories  into  power  was  the 
consequence,  because  he  knew  very  well 
that  if  this  course  were  generally  adopted, 
it  would  be  the  means  of  obtaining  justice 
for  England,  justice  for  Ireland,  and  jus- 
tice for  the  colonies  and  the  empire. 
Mr.  Beaumont  said,  that  though   un- 


prepared to  speak,  he  had  no  reluctaDoe 
to  rise  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  before  he  should  propose  an  amend* 
ment  to  the  Address.  He  essentially  dif- 
fered with  that  hon.  Member  when  he 
assumed  that  the  Radicals  in  that  House 
were  the  sole  repres^entatives  of  the  people. 
He  did  not  differ  much  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  regard  to  the  fact  when  he  said  that 
the  Whigs  had  lost  much  of  their  popu- 
larity ;  but  he  did  differ  from  him  entirely 
when  he  attributed  the  cause  of  it  to 
their  disinclintition  to  a  closer  coali- 
tion with  the  Radicals.  He  believed 
that  the  contrary  was  the  case ;  and  he 
therefore  thought  that  the  diminution  in 
their  popularity  arose  from  their  greater 
approximation  to  the  Radicals  in  latter 
times.  The  Radicals  required  organic 
changes  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Beaumont)  was  dis- 
posed to  resist  any  further  measures  of 
that  nature  for  England.  There  had  been 
quite  enough  of  them  for  the  benefit  of  that 
country  ;  and  it  was  his  belief  that  Parlia- 
nient  should  now  apply  itself  solely  to  real 
Reforms,  and  the  work  of  practical  legis- 
lation.  It  was  on  this  ground  and  for 
these  reasons,  that  he  intended  to  propose 
an  amendment  on  that  part  of  the  Address 
which  related  to  the  improvement  of  Ire- 
land. He  did  so,  after  having  duly  con- 
sidered all  the  modes  in  which  that  coun- 
try could  be  most  essentially  benefitted. 
The  object  of  his  amendment  was  for  the 
equalisation  of  the  two  religions  which 
prevailed  in  that  country,  and  to  place  the 
inhabitants  of  both  countries  in  a  state 
of  entire  equality  with  regard  to  religious 
opinions.  Before  Poor-laws  could  be  in- 
troduced with  any  prospect  of  benefit  to 
Ireland  the  religious  dissentions  which 
now  distracted  that  country  should  be 
healed  by  equality  of  legislation.  He 
would  never  consent  to  the  establishment 
of  the  voluntary  principle,  because  it  was 
his  opinion  that  Protestants  should  have 
the  arrangement  of  the  affairs  of  their  own 
Church,  as  well  as  the  Catholics.  He 
should  propose  his  amendment  pro  forma 
only,  as  he  perceived  that  the  House 
seemed  disposed  rather  to  treat  the  ques- 
tion of  Irish  tithes  generally  at  some  fu- 
ture period  than  to  entertain  it  partially 
then.  Whenever  the  Government  pro- 
posed a  measure  on  the  subject  of  tithes 
in  Ireland  he  should  be  prepared  to  state 
his  reasons  for  opposing  all  attempts  at  an 
adjustment  of  them,  and  to  prove  to  the 
House  that  the  only  safe  way  of  pacifying 
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that  country  was  to  abolish  them  alto- 
gether. Not,  he  would  add,  to  fill  the 
pockets  of  the  landlord,  but  to  apply  them 
to  the  purposes  of  the  poor.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  reading  his  amend- 
ment. It  was  to  the  effect— ''That  no 
measures  which  should  be  introduced  for 
the  tranquillity  of  Ireland  could  be  effec- 
tual to  that  end  unless  they  were  accom- 
panied by  measures  which  had  for  their 
tendency  the  abolition  of  all  religious  dis- 
tinctions in  that  country.** 

This  amendment  was  withdrawn,  at  the 
desire  of  the  House. 

Mr.  James  was  not  of  opinion  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  that  the  Whigs  were 
worse  than  the  Tories.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  that  the  Whigs  would  not  give  us 
the  ballot,  and  therefore  that  they  were 
worse  than  the  Tories.  But  he  should  like 
to  know  whether  the  Tories  would  give  the 
voter  the  protection  of  the  ballot  ?  The 
fact  was,  that  the  Whigs  were  placed  in 
very  great  difficulties  during  the  last  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  and  not  the  least  of 
those  difficulties  arose  from  the  obstinacy 
of  men  who  ought  to  have  been  among 
their  warmest  supporters.  He  did  not, 
with  reference  to  the  notice  of  motion 
given  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  East  Cornwall,  believe  that  there  was 
any  wish  for  an  organic  change  by  the 
people  of  England,  which  would  lead  to  the 
destruction  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  for  his  part  he  entertained  no  such 
wish  ;  but  it  was  his  desire  to  reform  that 
body  by  modifying  their  hereditary  privi- 
leges. The  Lords  ought  to  be  elected  by, 
and  be  responsible  to,  at  least  some  por- 
tion of  the  people,  for  good  legislation  was 
most  likely  to  be  ensured  when  they  who 
had  the  making  of  laws  were  aware 
that  they  would  have  to  render  an  account 
to  others  of  what  they  had  done.  He  be- 
lieved that  there  existed  a  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  this  country  to  se- 
cure a  system  by  which  laws  might  be 
well,  fairly,  and  impartially  considered  be- 
fore they  were  made,  and  that  measures 
might  not  be  disposed  of,  not  with  a  re- 
ference to  their  own  merits,  but  under  the 
influence  of  a  paltry  and  petty  spite  against 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny. 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  people  of  this 
country  wished  to  deprive  the  House  of  Lords 
of  their.honours  or  their  titles,  their  stars  or 
their  garters.  But  if  they  would  not  legislate 
wisely,  they  would  endeavour  to  break  their 
power*  The  Lords  might  as  well  give  way 


to  the  moral  influence  of  the  people,  or 
they  might  rely  upon  it  the  people  would 
compel  them  at  no  distant  period  to  reform 
their  House.     It  was  impossible  that  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  should  remain  op. 
posed  to  each  other  much  longer ;  one  of 
them  must  give  way.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons had  been  reformed,  and  why  not  the 
House  of  Lords  ?  They  might  say  it  would 
be  destroying  the  Constitution  ;  but  the 
same  argument  would  have  applied  against 
the  transfer  of  the  elective  franchise  from 
East  Retford  to  Birmingham  or  Manches- 
ter.    What  was  the  object  of  the  constitu- 
tion but   to  promote  and  secure  for  the 
country  good  government  ?     He  knew  it 
had  been  said  that  the  House  of  Lords  was 
incurable  and  incorrigible ;  but  for  his  own 
part,    he  gave  them  credit  for  sufficient 
good  sense  to  suppose    that  they  would 
be    ready  to  act    in    harmony   with  the 
House   of    Commons  this  Session.     He 
hoped  they  would  learn  before  it  was  too 
late ;  but  if  they   were  incapable  of  re- 
ceivmg  instruction — if  they  would  shut  their 
eyes  to  what  was  passing  around  them — if 
they  stood  upon  their  own  rights  rather 
than  the   wishes  and  wants  of  the  people, 
the  downfall  of  their  order  would  be  the 
natural  consequence.  If  so  humble  an  in- 
dividual as  himself  might  presume  to  give 
their  high  mightinesses  a  word  of  advice, 
he  would  call  on  them,  before  it  was  too 
late,  and  urge  upon  them  the  necessity  of 
keeping  pace   with  the  growing  spirit  of 
improveirient,  and  of  conceding  such  mea- 
sures of  reform  as,  in  his  humble  judgment, 
it  was  no  longer  prudent  or  safe  to  oppose. 
Mr.  Curteis,   as  an   independent  sup- 
porter   of    his     Majesty*s    Government, 
begged  particularly  to   remark,  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  did 
not  receive  a  single  cheer  from  any  person 
in  the  House  when  he  made  his  attack 
upon  the  Government.     He  wished  that 
fact  to  be  proclaimed   abroad,  that   the 
nation  might  know  that  the  sentiments  of 
that  House  were  not  in  accordance  with 
the     opinions    expressed     by    the    hon. 
Member  for  Bath,  any  more   than  those 
opinions  were   in   unison  with  the  senti- 
ments entertained  by  the  nation  at  large. 
He  was  bound  to  say,  and  he  said  it  boldly, 
because  he  did  not  seek  a  favour  from  that 
or  from   any  Government,  that  he  consi- 
dered  himself    aud   the   nation   at   large 
under   very  great  obligations  to  his  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government.     He  should 
not  have  intruded  himself  upon  the  atten*» 
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tion  of  the  House  if  he  had  not  thought 
that  the  Ministers  had  been  most  unjustly 
treated.     The  hon.   Member    for    Bath 
seemed  to  imagine  that  the  happiness  of 
the  country  depended  upon  the  concession 
or  the  refusal  of  the  ballot.     Now,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  majority  of  the  nation  was 
not  at  this  moment  prepared  to  support  the 
vote  by  ballot,  and  in  the  county  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent  the  great  ma- 
jority  was  certainly  opposed  to  the  ballot. 
He  had  himself  said  on  the  hustings,  that 
if  he  conceived  that  the  majority  of  his 
constituents  approved  of  the  vote  by  bal- 
lot, he  would  give  the  measure  his  support, 
but  he  was  quite  sure  that  they  preferred 
an  open  system  of  voting.     He  must  bear 
testimony  on  this  occasion  to  the  very  great 
benefits  which  the  country  had  received 
from  a  Whig  Administration,  and  he  would 
tell  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,   that  if 
many  persons   followed  his  example,  the 
only  result  would  be  to  drive  the  Whigs, 
not  perhaps  into  a  junction  with  the  Tories, 
but  from   the  position  which  they  held  in 
his    Majesty's  councils.     In   his  opinion 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  had  made  a 
most  mischievous  speech,  and  he  believed 
that    the   great    body    of  Reformers   in 
this  country  responded  to  what  he  was 
then  saying,  rather  than  to  the  sentiments 
expressed  to  night  by  the  hon.  Member. 
He  would  tell  that  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
if  he  had   his  choice  between  him  as  his 
political  leader  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite,  he  should  have  no  hesitation  in 
following  the  right  hon.  Baronet.    At  the 
same  time  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  declare, 
that  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  who  sat  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  had  his  entire  con- 
fidence, and  he  was  prepared  to  sacrifice 
his  own  theoretical  opinions  in  favour  of 
those  propounded  by  the  noble  Lord  who 
was  the  leader  of  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House.   He  considered  that  the  admission 
of  the  Tories  to  power  at  this  time  would 
be  a  national  calamity.     Let  the  Radicals 
take  a  lesson  from  that  venerable  reformer 
whom  he  had  in  his  eye.  (Mr.tHume.)  That 
hon.  Member  strenuously  exhorted  all  Re- 
formers to  stand  united  together,  and  he 
begged  to  impress  that  advice  upon  the 
Members  of  that  House.  He  did,  in  his  con- 
science, believe  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment enjoyed  very  considerable  popularity ; 
and  if  they  had  lost  any,  the  Gentlemen 
opposite  could  not  gain  it  in  an  equal  de- 
gree, because  they  would  not  go  so  far  as 
even  the  present  Government  had  done.      I 


Mr.  Gisbome  merely  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  stating  that  there  was  a  single  passage  in 
his  Majesty's  Speech  which  had  occasioned 
him  considerable  distrust — it  was  that  re* 
latingto  Joint-stock  Banks.  He  must  say, 
I  that  he  thought  this  a  small  matter  on  which 
I  a  recommendation  should  be  delivered  from 
I  the  Throne,  and  if  it  were  not  impertinent 
in  him  to  form  conjectures  as  to  the  authors 
of  the  different  paragraphs,  he  should  be 
inclined  to  attribute  the  passage  in  ques* 
tion  to  the  pen  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  For  a 
free  trade  philosopher  his  right  hoo. 
Friend  was  the  greatest  regulator  he  ever 
knew.  He  first  tried  to  regulate  railways, 
but  they  proved  too  strong  for  him.  Now 
he  tried  to  regulate  Joint-stock  Banks.  He 
could  not  allow  this  paragraph  in  the 
Speech  to  pass  without  stating  his  opinion 
that  it  wore  a  suspicious  aspect.  He  did 
j  not  think  that  any  persons  could  be  told 
with  advantage  how  they  were  to  conduct 
their  banking  business.  He  never  knew 
any  case  in  which  regulations  of  this  de* 
scription  did  not  injure  the  parties  whom 
they  professed  to  protect.  He  had  no  in* 
tention  of  moving  an  amendment,  but  he 
distrusted  the  expressions  employed,  and 
he  should  watch  with  the  utmost  wariness 
any  measures  which  might  be  introduced  in 
reference  to  the  subject. 

Mr.  Hume  said  he  would  endeavour  to 
bring  back  the  House  to  the  question 
really  before  it,  the  Address  in  reply  to 
the  speech  from  the  throne.  In  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  there  was 
much  which  was  true.  The  hon.  Member 
was  very  sanguine  in  his  views,  in  all  of 
which  he  (Mr.  H.)  could  not  go  along  with 
him,  though  he  agreed  with  him  on  several 
points.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  House, 
however,  to  look  at  the  speech,  and  to 
agree  to  the  address,  either  entirely,  in 
part,  or  not  at  all.  Some  persons  said 
they  could  draw  no  distinction  between 
the  Whiga  and  the  Tories ;  he,  however, 
could  draw  a  very  great  one,  and  for  the 
very  best  reason — that  many  reforms 
which,  afler  many  years  of  struggling,  had 
been  refused  by  the  Tories  they  bad  got 
from  the  Whigs.  He  agreed  that  they 
had  not  got  all  they  could  desire,  but  they 
had  obtained  much,  and  he  would  there- 
fore press  the  present  Ministers  forward, 
to  use  a  common  but  strong  expression, 
he  would  pat  them  on  the  back  and  urge 
them  on.  He  believed,  that  he  spoke  the 
sentiments  of  a  very  large  body  of  the 
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people.  The  onlj  qaestkm  was^  what 
those  who  wbbed  to  witness  the  progress 
of  the  Reform  Bill  ought  to  do  to  obtain 
their  object.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  op. 
posite  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  too  much  honesty 
not  to  acknowledge  that  the  Reform  Bill 
was  calculated  to  be  beneficial  to  the 
country,  and  eren  he  could  not  refuse  to 
the  people  those  measures  which  were  cat* 
culated  to  carry  it  into  effect.  He  was  as 
anxious  as  any  man  that  the  reform  party 
should  keep  united.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  been  disappointed  on  former 
occasions,  for  the  reformers  had  kept  united 
as  one  man,  and  it  was  not  to  be  supposed 
that  they  would  now  separate,  for  by  sepa- 
ration they  would  lose  all,  and  by  keeping 
together  they  would  gain,  at  least,  some- 
thing. This  was  his  firm  opinion.  He 
looked,  as  a  venerable  Reformer,  to  the 
practical  means  of  obtaining  the  most  he 
could  for  the  interest  of  the  public.  He 
was  persuaded,  that  although  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Bath,  had  the 
same  objects  in  view,  the  way  he 
pointed  out  was  not  the  best  to  attain 
them.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  undoubtedly  went  far  beyond 
the  country  in  his  opinions.  ''  With  re- 
gard to  the  ballot,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  believed 
that  a  very  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  country  were  in  favour  of  it ;  and  every 
day's  experience  added  to  the  proofs  al- 
ready in  existence,  that  under  the  present 
system  of  voting  there  was  no  protec- 
tion in  the  exercise  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise." He  anticipated,  therefore,  a  minor- 
ity in  favour  of  this  measure  when  next  it 
should  be  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  London.  In  his  opinion 
Ministers  had  been  too  backward ;  while 
Government,  on  the  other  hand,  said,  that 
he  and  many  of  his  friends  were  too  much 
inclined  to  press  forwards.  The  general 
opinion,  however,  he  thought  was,  that 
Government  ought  to  have  done  more. 
With  respect  to  his  Majesty's  speech,  he 
wished  that  many  expressions  in  it  had 
been  omitted.  As  mention  was  made  of  a 
surplus  revenue,  he  thought  the  means 
ought  to  have  been  pointed  out  by  which 
that  surplus  might  have  been  applied  to 
lessen  taxation.  There  were  many  taxes 
so  enormous  and  so  troublesome,  in  the 
collection,  that  it  was  become  absolutely 
necessary  they  should  be  reduced.  Ano- 
ther part  of  the  speech  in  which  he 
could  not  agree,  was  that  which  related  to 
Poctugal ;  it  8«om^  to  convey  a  recogni- 


tion  of  the  principle  that  this  country  had 
a  right  to  send  out  a  fleet,  and  make  the 
people  adopt  what  measures  we  chose. 
Let  the  noble  Lord  take  warning  as  to  his 
course  on  this  point  from  the  History  of 
India  of  his  (Mr.  Hume*s)  late  friend, 
James  Mill,  where  the  noble  Lord  would 
find,  and  he  could  confirm  the  statement 
by  bis  own  knowledge,  that  the  very  worst 
native  governments  of  India  were  those 
which  were  upheld  by  British  power,  and 
in  which  the  chief  was  removed  from  the 
fear  of  popular  resistance  to  bad  laws  by 
the  presence  of  an  overwhelming  force. 
An  illustration  of  this  had  been  witnessed 
in  Lisbon,  and  he  only  put  the  question, 
why  should  not  £ngland  treat  Portugal  as 
an  entirely  independent  state.  He  would 
express  his  dissent  from  the  principle  upon 
which  England  interfered  in  the  affairs  of 
Portugal.  At  the  same  time  he  was  anx* 
ious  to  see  a  representative  government 
well  established  in  Portugal  and  Spain, 
and  he  was  friendly  to  the  giving  of  every 
assistance  to  the  establishing  of  this  ob- 
ject :  but  if  the  people  of  those  countries 
were  determined  to  take  another  course,  it 
was  not  wise  or  just  that  England  should 
interfere,  and  it  was  contrary  to  all  true 
policy  to  pursue  such  a  course.  Against 
all  parts  of  the  speech  that  alluded  to 
this  subject  he  entered  his  protest.  There 
was  another  important  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House. 
he  alluded  to  the  Dissenteis,  and  he  need 
scarcely  say,  that  there  was  not  one  word 
of  the  speech  which  held  out  to  the  Dis- 
senters any  hope  of  their  being  relieved 
from  the  inequalities  of  the  law  under 
which  they  now  laboured.  He  hoped, 
ahhough  the  subject  was  not  mentioned^ 
that  nothing  could  be  further  from  the  in- 
tention of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  than 
not  to  give  the  Dissenters  the  most  com- 
plete liberty.  He  had  heard  a  notice  of 
motion  given  to  the  noble  Lord  upon  the 
subject  of  the  Church-Rates,  and  he  could 
only  say,  that  he  wished  that  so  important 
a  subject  had  not  been  omitted  from  the 
speech.  In  his  opinion,  the  very  best 
way  of  supporting  the  Established  Church 
was  to  remove  all  the  sources  of  discord 
and  discontent  from  Dissenters,  and  he 
did  sincerely  regret  that  this  subject  had 
not  been  introduced  into  the  speech,  and 
he  hoped,  that  before  the  House  separated, 
the  noble  Lord,  or  some  other  indivi- 
dual, would  give  to  the  country  that  ex- 
plauation  which  the  speech  uafortttuately 
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did  not  contain.  He  was  also  sorry  to 
find  from  the  speech,  that  there  was  no 
ground  on  which  the  people  of  England 
could  hope  for  the  speedy  reduction  of  the 
present  enormous  naval  and  military  esta- 
blishments of  the  country.  The  proceed- 
ings of  the  last  month  made  it  seem  likely 
that  those  establishments  would  be  kept 
up  at  their  present  amount.  Within  that 
period  we  had  had  shoals  of  generals 
added  to  the  Army  List,  in  number  suffi- 
cient to  command  and  officer  all  the  armies 
in  Europe.  Why  had  that  been  done  ? 
To  maintain  the  aristocracy  in  its  present 
influence.  That  was  an  improper  mea- 
sure. It  was  against  the  voice  of  the  peo- 
ple at  large;  and,  what  was  no  less 
extraordinary,  it  was  against  a  specific 
recommendation  of  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  was  anxious  to 
hear  an  explanation  from  Ministers  of  this 
part  of  their  conduct.  To  no  other  part 
of  the  address,  as  far  as  it  went,  had  he 
any  objection.  As  to  Canada,  the  real 
situation  of  that  country  was  now  well 
kuown,  and  we  ought  to  hold  out  the 
right  hand  of  fellowship  and  union  to  her, 
)nd  no  longer  withhold,  or  attempt  to 
withhold,  those  rights  which  were  her  due, 
otherwise  evil  must  necessarily  follow;  and 
his  Majesty^s  Ministers  would,  therefore, 
he  hoped,  be  willing  to  concede  the  privi- 
leges and  rights  to  which  that  colony  was 
entitled.  If,  however,  they  disappointed 
the  wishes  of  the  people  on  this  point,  he 
must,  greatly  as  he  should  regret  it,  give 
them  his  warm  opposition. 

Dr.  Bcwring  fully  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex,  that  instead  of 
opposition  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were 
deserving  of  the  honest  support  of  every 
Member  who  wished  well  to  the  principles 
of  good  government  and  the  cause  oi  hu- 
manity. He  was  one  who  approved  of  a 
close  union  of  interests  between  France 
and  this  country,  as  the  means  best  calcu- 
lated to  preserve  the  peace  of  Europe; 
but  he  regretted  to  say,  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  France  had  not  behaved  as  it 
ought  towards  foreign  nations  in  their 
struggle  for  liberty.  He  need  only  refer 
to  the  conduct  of  France  towards  the  Swiss 
cantons.  He  regretted  that  there  was  no 
allusion  to  this  subject  in  the  speech  that 
had  that  day  been  delivered  from  the 
Throne,  because  he  was  anxious  to  know 
whether  or  no  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  had  been 
d  party  to  the  note  that  bad  been  sent  by 


the  French   Government  to  the  Diet  of 
Switzerland.     Would  the  French  Govern*- 
ment  have  acted  at  Berlin  as  they  acted  at 
Berne?    Would   they  have  used  to  the 
despots  of  Europe  the  language  they  held 
to  Switzerland  ?     Would  they  have  ven- 
tured to  employ  in  Russia  or  in  Prussia  those 
incendiaries  they  sent  into  that  country? 
It  was  most  important  that  it  should  go 
forth  to  the  world,  that  our  hands  were 
quite  pure  from  such  interference.     The 
observations  which  he  had  thus  thought 
proper  to  make  with  respect  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  French  Government*  towards 
Switzerland,  were  equally  applicable  to  the 
course  it  had  pursued  toward  Spain.  It  was 
a  fact,  that  the  Spanish  insurgents  had  re- 
ceived great   assistance  from  within   the 
French  boundaries ;  and  he  felt  that  the 
French  Government  had  not  been  acting 
eitherhonestlyorhonourablytowardsSpain. 
Notwithstanding  the  well-known  difficulties 
attending  the  introduction  of  any  articles 
from  France  into  Spain  without  detection 
by  the  French  Custom-house  officers,  yet 
it  was  an  established  fact  that  the  army 
of  Don  Carlos  had  received  from  France 
great  quantities  of  provisions  and  a  large 
supply  of  arms,  contrary  to  the  terms  of 
the  quadruple  treaty,  by  which  the  Go- 
vernment of  France  engaged  cordially  to 
assist  the  Queen  and  the  popular  cause. 
But  that  cause  would  eventually  triumph. 
It  was  now  triumphant ;  and  supported 
by  the  universal  opinion  of  Spain,  and  as- 
sociated with  human   improvements  and 
the  advancement  of  the  happiness  of  man, 
he  felt  persuaded  it  would  succeed  there 
as   it   ultimately   would    in    every  other 
country.     He  was  rejoiced  to  believe  that 
the  policy  of  this  country  towards  other 
countries  had  for  its  object  to  unite  more 
and  more  closely,  the  people  of  all  nations. 
The  cause  of  English  Reform  was  associ- 
ated with  European  civilisation  and  hap- 
piness,  and   anything    opposed    to    that 
cause  was  naturally  repugnant  to  British 
feelings  ;    he,   therefore,  feared    that  the 
retrograde  policy  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment would  alienate,  if  indeed  it  had  not 
already  alienated,  the  people  of  England 
from   France.     It  was  greatly   desirable 
that  our  policy  should  proceed  in  the  same 
course  as  hitherto,  and  for  the  same  ob« 
jects.     By  supporting  popular  rights  and 
liberties,  the  Government  of  this  country 
would  strengthen  itself  and  attach  to  it 
the  feelings  and  affections  of  the  whole 
world.    It  was  with  sorrow  that  hQ  spoke 
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of  Ihe  condact  of  the  Monarch  of  France^ 
towards  whom  he  was  hoond  to  entertain 
feduigs  of  the  greatest  respect  and  af- 
fection— hot  if  he  spoke  of  the  politics  of 
the  French  Government,  it  was  because 
they  were  so  closely  connected  with  the 
interests  of  this  country,  and  he  was  com- 
pelled to  declare  that  the  policy  of  which 
the  King  of  the  French  was  pursuing  he 
feared  would  ultimately  prove  dangerous 
to  his  person,  dangerous  to  his  dynasty, 
and  dangerous  to  the  peace  of  Europe. 
It  would  be  delightful  if  in  our  union 
with  France  we  could  see  that  country 
moving,  as  we  were  moving,  in  the  march 
of  good  Government,  in  confirming  and 
establishing  public  rights,  in  recognizing 
more  and  more  the  power  of  the  people, 
in  making  the  press  more  free,  instead  of 
enslaving  it  more,  in  giving  new  guarantees 
to  public  liberty,  and,  in  short,  doing  what 
all  Governments  were  bound  to  do  that 
wished  to  live  in  the  affection  of  the  people, 
and  to  be  supported  by  them.  It  had  been 
said  by  an  eminent  historian  and  a  great 
man  that  it  was  the  destiny  of  a  good  Go- 
vernment to  be  hated.  As  far  as  he  had 
read  history,  it  appeared  lo  him  that, 
whatever  might  be  the  fate  of  a  good  Go- 
vernment, it  was  unquestionably  the  fate 
of  a  bad  Government  to  be  hated.  It  was 
a  truth  warranted  by  experience,  that  in 
order  that  evil  humours  might  escape  they 
must  be  allowed  to  find  vent.  It  ap- 
peared, however,  that  the  French  Govern- 
ment was  making  the  experiment  to  carry 
on  its  affairs,  in  the  midst  of  evil  humours, 
without  giving  them  any  vent  by  which 
they  might  escape.  He  hoped  that  the 
observations  which  he  had  made  on  the 
policy  of  the  French  Government  would 
not  be  considered  intrusive  or  improper. 
He  sincerely  trusted  that  the  policy  of 
that  Government  would  become  more 
paternal  and  more  patriotic,  because  by 
that  course  it  would  obtain  the  good 
opinion  and  the  affections  of  the  people  of 
this  country  ;  and  he  considered  the  affec- 
tions and  good  opinion  of  the  British 
people  to  be  as  essential  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  France  as  it  was  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  England  itself.  He  had  dwelt 
upon  this  subject  the  more  earnestly 
because  in  France  there  were  no  news- 
papers through  the  medium  of  which  the 
sentiments  of  the  French  people,  as  to  the 
policy  of  their  Government,  could  be 
communicated.  If  any  public  writer  there 
yentuied  openly  to  express  his  opinions, 


he  was  immediately  made  amenable  to 
some  arbitrary  tribunal,  a  tribunal  coo'- 
sisting  of  a  packed  jury,  which  echoed 
only  the  sentiments  of  the  Government, 
whose  wish  was  to  suppress  the  publica- 
tion of  all  opinions  that  were  adverse  to 
their  own  line  of  policy.  Whenever 
therefore  the  public  opinion  of  France 
could  not  find  expression  through  its  own 
press,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  friends  of 
liberty  in  this  country  to  give  it  expression 
here,  and  not  in  England  only,  but 
throughout  the  world.  He  had  read* 
with  great  sorrow,  an  opinion  expressed 
that  the  blood  of  Frenchmen  belonged  to 
France.  The  blood  of  free  nations  be- 
longed to  humanity,  and  he  hoped  the 
people  of  England  would  never  shrink 
from  shedding  their  blood  when  the  cause 
of  freedom  called  upon  them  to  do  so, 
and  when  the  happiness  of  mankind  was 
thereby  likely  to  be  advanced.  He  was 
happy  in  believing  that  the  foreign  policy 
of  England  was  becoming  daily  more  and 
inore  the  object  of  love  and  of  hope  to  the 
world.  It  became  this  country  to  take  up 
a  high  and  noble  position,  to  be  looked 
upon,  as  it  had  aforetime  been,  as  the  re- 
presentative of  great  and  generous  prin- 
ciples, and  to  prove  to  other  nations  that 
the  real  well-being  of  any  Government  or 
of  any  country  was  to  be  found  only  in  the 
general  well-being  of  mankind.  Our  com- 
merce was  spreading  in  all  directions,  and 
our  foreign  communications  were  increasing 
to  a  wonderful  degree.  No  less  than 
100,000  letters  more  had  passed  between 
England  and  France  during  the  last  year 
than  in  any  preceding  year  in  the  history 
of  those  nations.  Every  such  fact  as  that 
was  a  mark  by  which  to  trace  the  progress 
of  a  generous  and  enlightened  policy. 
He  hoped  that  policy  would  continue; 
so  long  as  it  did  he  would  give  his  earnest, 
though  humble  support,  to  his  Majesty's 
Government.  Let  that  Government  give  the 
country  an  assurance  that  they  would  pursue 
the  course,  and  promote  the  great  cause 
to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  had  alluded  ;  let  them  walk  in  that 
career,  and  step  forward  in  the  path  of 
public  improvement,  and  they  would  con- 
tinue to  receive  the  cordial  support  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  while  that  House 
would  be  equally  supported  by  the  opinion 
of  the  country. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  I  think  I  am  justified 
in  inferring  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
bis  Majesty's  Speech|  or  rather  of  the  ad- 
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dreat)  to  avoid  provoking  oo  the  first  day 
of  the  session  any  lengthened,  at  least  any 
acrimonioust  discussion  on  the  matters  to 
which  it  refers.  Various  topics  are  al- 
luded to, — topics  which  must  demand  our 
attention  ;  but  I  observe  in  the  address  an 
avoidance,  I  think  a  studious  avoidance, 
of  any  pledge  with  respect  to  that  course 
which  we  shall  take  in  regard  to  those 
topics.  I  rejoice,  therefore,  in  being  able 
to  give  my  assent  to  the  address — at  least 
to  give  so  far  my  assent  to  the  address  as 
not  to  feel  myself  under  the  least  obliga- 
tion to  move  any  amendment  to  it  I 
think  that  is  the  proper  course  to  be  pur- 
sued on  the  first  day  of  the  session.  I 
think,  considering  the  short  opportunity 
that  there  is  for  those  who  are  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  King's  Government,  or  who 
have  not  access  to  the  speech  before  it  is 
delivered,  to  know  what  are  the  topics  in- 
troduced into  it,  that  it  is  infinitely  fairer 
to  indicate  the  topics  to  which  our  atten- 
tion will  be  called  during  the  session, 
without  calling  upon  us  for  any  premature 
pledge  as  to  the  course  we  shall  pursue, 
and  which  we  are  not  prepared  to  give. 
If  the  practice  which  has  been  adhered  to 
for  the  last  twenty  or  thirty  years  should 
be  departed  from,  and  if  on  the  first  day 
of  the  session  we  should  be  invited  to 
enter  into  any  acrimonious  discussion,  or 
be  called  upon  to  assent  to  any  premature 
propositions,  then  that  custom  which  for- 
merly simultaneously  prevailed  of  making 
known  the  King's  Speech  and  the  nature 
of  its  propositions  two  or  three  days  before 
it  was  delivered,  ought  certainly  to  be  ad- 
hered to  also.  As  it  is  not  necessary  for 
me  to  move  an  amendment,  and  as  it  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  the  prevailing  wish  of 
hon.  Members — judging  from  the  conver- 
sation which  has  been  going  on  amongst 
them  during  the  many  speeches  that  have 
been  delivered,  and  which  conversation  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  notwithstanding  the  re- 
form that  has  been  made  in  our  edifice, 
has  been  to  me  as  audible  as  in  former 
days — believing,  I  say,  that  it  is  the  wish 
of  the  House  to  avoid  a  lengthened  discus, 
sion,  1  shall,  in  conformity  to  that  wish, 
tmd  seeing  no  advantage  in  any  prelimi- 
nary or  partial  discussions  upon  important 
matters  which  are  shortly  to  occupy  our 
attention,  imitate  the  reserve  of  the  Speech 
itself,  and  follow  the  example  of  those 
who  have  preceded  me — claiming  for  my- 
self the  right  of  hereafter  discussing  un- 
fetteredi  and  without  any  pledge,  all  the 


topics  alluded  to  in  the  speech— -and  shall 
avoid  saying  anything  which  can  piovoke 
discussion  on  the  present  occasion.  The 
only  amendment  which  has  been  oflfered 
to  our  notice,  relating  to  a  matter  which 
must  have  provoked  much  discussion,  has 
been  withdrawn ;  and  the^nly  comments 
which  have  been  made  on  the  speech  are 
those  which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derbyshire  (Mr.  Gisborne),  who  was  sur- 
prised that  so  much  of  the  speech  was 
occupied  with  what  referred  to  joint-stock 
banks.  That  observation  convinced  me 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  never  been  in 
a  Cabinet  Council,  because  when  a  Cabinet 
Council  was  held  to  draw  up  a  Ktng^a 
Speech;  which  must  occupy  a  certain  time 
in  the  delivery,  but  which  at  the  same 
time  must  be  so  framed  as  to  avoid  discus- 
sion, the  question  of  joint-stock  banks  was 
one  of  the  most  prominent  that  could  be 
selected.  But  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
look  at  the  terms  in  which  that  subject  is 
treated  of,  all  anxiety  on  his  part,  I  think, 
would  be  removed,  for  he  may  safely  rest 
on  this  announcement,  that  "  the  best  se- 
curity against  mismanagement  of  banking 
affairs  must  ever  be  found  in  the  capacity 
and  integrity  of  those  who  are  intrusted 
with  the  administration  of  them.''  I  sup- 
pose this  does  not  refer  to  the  mental  ca- 
pacity, but  to  the  solvency  of  the  parties  ; 
or  the  term  **  capacity  ''  may  be  taken  in 
a  double  sense,  and  include  the  substantial 
as  well  as  the  intellectual  vigour  of  the 
parties.  The  pledge,  however,  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  shrinks  from  is  this—* 
'*  But  no  legislative  regulation  should  be 
omitted  which  can  increase  and  ensure  the 
stability  of  establishments  upon  which 
commercial  credit  so  much  depends."  If 
he  therefore  thinks,  that  no  legislative  re- 
gulation can  increase  and  ensure  the  sta* 
bility  of  establishments  upon  which  com* 
roercial  credit  depends,  he  may  feel  him- 
self safe  as  far  as  concerns  the  pledges 
contained  in  that  part  of  the  address.  The 
only  topic  to  which  I  shall  refer  is  that 
which  relates  to  our  foreign  policy,  and 
this  not  with  a  view  of  provoking  any 
discussion — not  with  a  view  (as  I  wish  to 
avoid  discussion)  of  condemning  it,  but 
only  to  reserve  to  myself  the  same  power 
with  respect  to  our  foreign  policy  as  I 
have  already  done  with  reference  to  our 
domestic  policy,  namely,  that  of  being  un- 
fettered by  any  pledge  to  what  may  in  a 
future  discussion  seem  to  me  to  be  open  to 
objection.    The  expression  1  allude  to  ia 
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B  dui .— **  His  Ma^iestj  luMQls 
tku  tbe  drfl  c«Miitest  which  has  agitated 
the  Spaaiih  Momrchy  has  hoc  yel  heeo 
brought  to  a  dose ;  hot  his  Majesty  has 
coDtinued    to    afford    to    the  Qaeea  of 
Spain  thmt  aid  whick,  by  the  Treaty  of 
Qaadraple  Alliance  of  1834»  his  Majesty 
engaged  to  give  if  it  shoahi  becooae  neces* 
sary :  and  his  Majesty  rejoices  that  his  co- 
operating force  has  rendered  useful  assist- 
ance to  the  troops  of  her  Catholic  Majesty." 
I  recognise  the  fiaur  claim  of  the  Qoeea  of 
Spain  to  the  sympathies  of  this  coootry. 
The  Qoeen  of  Spain  is  the  ally  of  this 
coontry.    She  was  recognised  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  coontry  with  which  I  was 
connected,  asthe  legitimate  Queen  of  Spain, 
before  the  Qaadraple  Alliance.     I  reserve 
the  expression  of  my  opinion  with  respect 
to  the  policy  of  that  quadruple  alliance. 
But   there  are    two  questions    perfectly 
distinct;   first,  whether  the  eogagement 
which  we  have  entered  into  ought  or  ought 
not  to  have  been  entered  into ;  and  next, 
whether    that  engagement  being  entered 
into,  and  the  national  faith  pledged  to  it, 
Ottglit  that  treaty  to  be  faithfully  and 
honourably  fulfill^  ?    I  say  it  ought.     I 
say  that  the  question  as  to  the  original 
policy    of    this    country    entering    into 
that    Treaty    is    entirely   distinct    from 
the  question  as   to   the  practical  execu- 
tion of  it*      It   is   true,  as    the    noble 
Lord  opposite  on  a  former  occasion  stated, 
that  the  Duke  of  Wellington  and  myself, 
duriog  the  short  period  the  administration 
of  the  country  was  in  our  hands,  while 
expressing  serious  doubts  as  to  the  policy 
of  the  original  engagement  entered  into  by 
that  treaty,  yet  felt  ourselves  bound,  not 
merely  technically  to  adhere  to  the  letter 
of  the  treaty,  but  earnestly  to  see  it  exe- 
cuted in  the  spirit  in  which  it  was  con- 
ceived.   His  Majesty  informs  us  that  he 
"  has  continued  to  afford  to  the  Queen  of 
Spain  that  aid  which,  by  the  Treaty  of 
Quadruple  Alliance  of  1834,  his  Majesty 
engaged  to  give  if  it  should  become  neces** 
sary.''    I  can  say,  with  perfect  truth,  that 
I  heard  with  satisfaction  that  the  King 
had  given  that  aid  to  the  Queen  of  Spain, 
which  he  had  stipulated  to  give  her  if  it 
should  become  necessary.  I  must  also  say, 
if  this  country,  in  the  execution  of  a  treaty, 
the  original  policy  of  which  I  may  con- 
demn^  does  afford  aid,  that  when  that  aid, 
whether  of  British  seamen  or  British  sol- 
diers, is  given,  1  never  can  refuse  my  sym- 
pathy to  those  gallant  men,  nor  fall  to 


lejoke  in  their  success^    But  the  aKpves- 
sion  of  the  address  is, "  we  refoice  thai  his 
Majesty's  G<M)peratiBg  force  has  rendered 
useful  assistance  to  the  troops  of  her  Ca- 
tholic  Majesty/*      Now,    I   take   it  for 
granted   that  the  object  of  the  King*W 
Speech  was  to  state  to  us  thi»— ^^^  I  sti- 
pulated to  give  a  certain  force ;  I  have 
given  that  force,  and  that  force  has  been 
successful.**    The  force  we  stipulated  to 
give  was  a  naval  force.    The  gnnting  the 
assistance  of  a  naval  force,  evidently  does 
not  admit  us  to  interfere  with  respect  to 
any  civil  dissentions,  or  any  internal  con« 
stitutional  questions,  which  n  stipalalion 
to  grant  a  military  force  would  seem  to 
im^y.  And,  therefore,  1  take  it  for  granted 
that  this  part  of  the  Speech  is  literally  cor* 
rect,  and  that  the  aid  given  has  b^  in 
conformity  with  the  treaty,  and  nothing 
more;  that  it  has  been  that  naval  force 
which  we  stipulated  to  give.     Because, 
although  I  agree  that  that  treaty  ought  to 
be  executed  in  a  generous  spirit*  yet  1  still 
shall  on  the  strongest  grounds   protest 
against  any  construction  being  given  to 
that  treaty  which  the  terms  of  it  do  not 
warrant,  and  against  our  being  involved, 
beyond  the  obligations  of  that  treaty,  in 
the  internal  dissentions  of  the  Spanish  na- 
tion.    I  think  that  is  the  prevailing  opi- 
nion of  the  majority  of  this  House;  and 
that  we  ought  to  watch  with  the  utmost 
care  and  circumspection — whatever  our 
opinions  may  be  about  monarchical  or  de*> 
mocratic  Governments— that  a  dangerous 
principle  and  precedent  be  not  established ; 
but  which  must  be  the  result,  if  we  once 
begin  to  adopt  a  system  of  interference 
with  the  internal  quarrels  and  dissentions 
of  othtr  countries.    Who  can  undertake 
to  limit  the  application  of  that  principle  to 
a  question  of  constitutional  government,  if 
we  establish  a  precedent  of  which  despotic 
countries  may  avail  themselves?  They  may 
say  they  have  as  much  right  to  interfere 
with   the  civil  dissentions  of  Spain  for 
the  purpose  of  maintaining  arbitrary  go« 
vernment,  as  we  have  for  maintaming 
constitutionalgovernment;  and  then  there 
would  be  an  end  to  the  peace  and  repose 
of  Europe.    Such  may  be  the  consequence  * 
of  our  setting  a  bad  example,  by  extend- 
ing the  limits  of  the  treaty  for  the  purpose 
of  involving  ourselves  in  these  internal 
dissentions.    Therefore  I  give  my  auent 
to  that  portion  of  the  address,  assuming 
that  the  statements  of  it  are  in  strict  con* 
formity  with  the  treaty,  and  that  the  co« 
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operating  force  referred  to  may  merely  be 
considered  that  oaval  force  which  we  un- 
dertook to  give.  It  is  impossible  to  look 
to  the  very  next  paragraph  of  the  Speech 
without  deriving  a  useful  lesson  as  to  the 
danger  of  our  interfering  with  the  civil 
matters  of  other  countries.  The  paragraph 
I  allude  to  refers  to  Portugal.  In  1837 
we  express  our  regret  that  '*  events  have 
happened  in  Portugal  which  for  a  time 
threatened  to  disturb  the  internal  peace  of 
that  country."  In  1834  (three  years 
previous),  after  our  influence,  or,  as  it  was 
called,  moral  influence,  had  been  com- 
pletely successful  in  effecting  a  revolution 
and  establishing  the  present  dynasty  in 
Portugal,  what  were  the  terms  in  which 
his  present  Majesty  addressed  this  House  ? 
«-**  I  have  derived  the  most  sincere  and 
lively  satisfaction  from  the  termination  of 
the  civil  war  which  had  so  long  distracted 
the  kingdom  of  Portugal ;  and  I  rejoice 
to  think  that  the  treaty  which  the  state  of 
affairs  in  Spain  and  in  Portugal  induced 
me  to  conclude  with  the  King  of  the 
French,  the  Queen  Regent  of  Spain,  and 
the  Regent  of  Portugal,  and  which  has 
already  been  laid  before  you,  contributed 
materially  to  produce  this  happy  result." 
That  happy  result!  But  in  1837  we  are 
aware  of  the  fact  that  we  have,  I  believe, 
six  sail  of  the  line  in  the  Tagus,  after  that 
happy  result  has  been  produced,  for  the 
purpose  of  wlial  ? — for  the  purpose  of  de- 
fending the  Queen  of  that  country  from 
possible  personal  attack  on  the  part  of  her 
own  subjects;  and  also  for  the  very  laud- 
able object  of  doing  what  ? — of  rescuing 
the  Englisli  residing  there  from  the 
dangers  with  which  they  are  threatened. 
Now  is  that  the  happy  result  of  our  inter- 
ference? Six  sail  of  the  line  is  a  con- 
siderable force  ;  either,  therefore,  that 
country  is  unsettled,  or  English  life  and 
property  arc  in  danger.  Either  one  or  the 
other  or  both  is  the  case.  I  take  the 
simple  facts,  and  then  I  ask,  is  not  that  a 
conclusive  proof  that,  after  all  our  inter- 
ference, we  have  not  obtained  a  single 
object — neither  that  of  establishing  the  go- 
vernment of  the  Queen,  nor  of  increasing 
English  influence  in  Portugal.  But  I 
will  put  aside  the  question  of  principle  al- 
together, and  ask  you  to  look  only  as  a 
matter  of  experience  to  what  this  ought  to 
teach  us  as  to  our  future  policy.  What  is 
the  advantage  we  have  gained  in  Por- 
tugal >  How  ought  wc  to  reason  from  the 
result  of  our  policy  with  respect  tQ  that 


country,  as  to  the  probable  issue  of  our 
conduct  with  regard  to  Spain,  when  we 
consider  that  some  three  or  four  years 
after  his  Majesty's  Government  had  pro- 
nounced eulogiums  on  the  happy  result 
of  our  policy  in  establishing  the  govern- 
ment of  the  Queen  of  Portugal  through 
the  influence  of  our  arms,  she  is  unable  to 
command  the  affections  of  her  subjects, 
while  England  has  no  alternative  but  that 
of  again  resorting  to  force,  and  of,  in 
fact,  becoming  responsible  for  the  civil 
government  of  that  country  ?  One  main 
object  we  had  hoped  to  realise  from  the 
quadruple  treaty  was,  to  be  on  terms  of 
good  understanding  with  France,  But  if 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Dr.  Bowring) 
has  stated  be  true,  it  is  evident  that  the 
object  of  that  treaty — namely,  the  forma- 
tion of  an  intimate  union  with  France — 
has  not  been  realised.  I  will  not  longer 
detain  the  House,  but  reserving  to  myself 
the  right  of  considering  hereafter  the  whole 
policy,  domestic  and  foreign,  alluded  to  in 
the  Speech,  I  again  say  that  I  give  my 
assent  to  those  paragraphs  in  the  address 
which  1  have  particularly  mentioned.  I 
do  so  because  I  think  the  Queen  of  Spain 
— J  avow  it — is  fairly  and  fully  entitled 
to  our  sympathy,  and  to  an  honourable 
performance  of  the  engagement  which  we 
have  entered  into  with  her ;  and  as  this 
honourable  engao^ement  has  called  for  the 
active  interference  of  a  British  force,  I 
cannot  withhold  my  expression  of  admira- 
tion at  the  gallantry  of  my  countrymen, 
and  that  as  they  have  interfered,  I  rejoice 
that  their  interference  has  been  successful. 
Viscount  Palmerston:  I  shall  certainly 
so  far  follow  the  example  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  as  not  to  trespass  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  for  above  a  very  few 
minutes.  I  am  bound,  in  the  flrst  place, 
to  say,  that  the  interpretation  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  given  of  that  part 
of  the  address  which  relates  to  our  foreign 
relations  is  perfectly  warranted,  and 
consistent  with  the  intentions  of  those 
who  proposed  it.  But  as,  in  agree- 
ing to  the  address  on  the  grounds  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  stated,  and 
which  1  am  ready  to  say  are  most  honour- 
able to  himself,  he  is  not  pledged  on  those 
questions  to  which  he  has  alluded, 
it  will  be  perfectly  open  to  him  at  any 
future  period  to  impugn  the  foreign  policy 
of  his  Majesty's  Government,  llf  1  had 
any  remark  to  make  upon  what  has  fallen 
from  the  right  hgn.  6arQDet|  it  would  be| 
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tkat  while  lie  professed  not  to  object 
to  the  address,  yet  be  did  cootriTe  inci- 
dentally  to  convey  to  the  House  opinions 
somewhat  stronger,  and  to  a  greater  ex- 
tent than  that  which  he  announced  it 
to  be  his  intention  to  express  when  he 
began.  I  shall  be  prepared,  however, 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  or  any  other 
hon.  Member  shall  enter  into  this  ques- 
tion, to  show  that  the  co-operation  which 
has  been  afibrded  to  the  Queen  of  Spain 
is,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  stated — 
though,  judging  from  his  manner,  not  as 
he  implied— consistent  and  in  strict  con- 
formity with  the  engagements  of  the  quad- 
ruple treaty.  Tlie  right  hon.  Baronet, 
with  reference  to  the  afiairs  of  Portugal, 
said,  that  those  events  to  which  the  speech 
alluded,  as  having  recently  taken  place 
in  that  country,  ought  to  be  a  warning  to 
us  not  to  interfere  hastily  with  the 
interna  J  affairs  of  other  nations ;  for  that 
whereas  in  1834  we  congratulated  our- 
selves on  the  efifectual  stop  we  had  put  to 
the  disputes  then  prevailing  in  Portugal, 
yet  now,  in  1837,  other  disputes  have 
arisen,  and  three  years  after  those  con- 
gratulations we  have  been  obliged  to  send 
ships  to  Lisbon  in  order  to  protect  British 
subjects  from  any  injury  they  may  sustain 
from  popular  resistance  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Queen.  Now,  I  cannot  see 
any  inconsistency  between  the  result 
which  was  then  alluded  to,  as  having 
taken  place  in  Portugal,  and  what  is  now 
stated  in  the  address,  because,  when  we 
stated  that  the  effect  of  the  treaty  in  1834 
had  been  at  once  to  put  an  end  to  the  civil 
war  which  was  then  raging  in  Portugal, 
we  did  not  take  upon  ourselves  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Government  of  Portugal 
in  all  future  times,  or  undertake  to  guaran- 
tee that  Portugal  should  for  ever  after  be 
free  from  all  liability  to  those  disturbances 
which  every  country,  whatever  its  govern- 
ment may  be,  must  always  be  subject  to. 
But  if  we  thought  it  was  likely  a  disturb- 
ance would  take  place  in  Portugal,  which 
might  be  attended  with  popular  commo- 
tion, I  think  it  was  right  and  proper,  and 
our  bounden  duty,  having  ships  at  our 
disposal,  to  send  them  to  the  Tagus,  in 
order,  to  protect  our  own  fellow- 
subjects  from  suffering  in  conse- 
quence of  that  disturbance.  But  1  shall 
be  prepared  to  show  that  that  is  true 
whkh  is  stated  in  the  Speech,  and  that 
those  ships  were  sent  out  for  the  purposes 
there  stated,  and  that,  being  there,  they 
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did  not  interfere  with  the  constitHtioBal 
questions  which  divided  the  conflict- 
ing parties  in  that  country.  I  shall  only 
say,  therefore,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
is  perfectly  warranted  in  concurring  ia 
this  address,  notwithstanding  ihe  opinion 
which  he  entertains  of  the  impolicy  of  the 
quadruple  treaty ;  and  that  it  is  perfectly 
open  to  him,  after  having  so  concurred  in 
it,  without  an  amendment,  to  impugn  and 
dispute  hereafter  the  policy  of  that  treaty. 
The  motion  for  the  Address  was  then 
agreed  to,  and  a  Committee  appointed  to 
prepare  and  draw  up  the  same. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday^  February  1,  1837. 

Mnrorcs.]  Petitions  pnKntad.  By  Mr.PBASc,  If  r.M<TA«- 
•AST.  Mr.  Fox  llADuc,  Mr.  Wiueb,  and  He  Homb,  ftom 
StodEton-vpon-Tees;  Edinbuigh;  Aleoteri  Modbary; 
Tamnarth;  CuBgngaUuu  of  Lady  ItaiitiqgdaiA  Ck^id, 
BiadlbvA  (WUts):  Indcpoidents  of  Bnriitani  (W3fei)t 
Holt;  and  Baptians  of  Biadtad  fbr  the  AboHtiaa 
of  Church  Rata. — ^By  Mr.  WAX.iacB,  from  PottGbagoiw, 
fijr  the  Repeal  oftfae  Duty oo  Soap;  ■DdMr.FoatMAin.B, 
from  DambHtanhive^  ftr  the  Repeal  or  Attonie^  Taok 

Admission    of    Strangers.]      The 
Sessional  Order  having  been  proposed, 

Mr.  Ewart  rose  to  bring  forward  the  mo- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  notice,  relative 
to  the  Admission  of  Strangers.  The  only 
reason  that  he  knew  of,  why  a  Member's 
Order  was  requisite,  for  the  admission  of 
persons  into  the  strangers'  gallery,  was, 
that  it  was  supposed  to  be  some  guarantee 
for  the  respectability  of  the  individuals  ad- 
mitted. Now  he  (Mr.  Ewart)  believed  that 
a  Member  granted  an  order  at  the  request 
of  any  individual,  especially  if  that  indi- 
vidual was  one  of  his  constituents.  It 
was,  therefore,  in  fact  no  guarantee  at 
all ;  because  the  character  or  avocation  of 
the  individual  seeking  the  order  for  ad- 
mission was  never  inquired  into.  Another 
reason  in  justification  of  this  impediment 
was  said  to  be,  that  on  all  important  oc- 
casions the  gallery  would  be  inconveniently 
crowded.  Now,  he  did  not  think  that 
a  good  argument,  seeing  that  the  same 
objection  would  apply  to  the  present  sys* 
tern  ;  for  there  were  six  hundred  and  fifty- 
eight  Members  of  that  House,  and  it  was 
very  well  known  that  the  gallery  would 
not  contain  more  than  two  hundred  indi- 
viduals. Besides,  if  it  became  crowded, 
the  officers  would  have  directions  to  pre- 
vent the  inconvenience,  and  Members  at 
present  were  as  much  besieged  on  their 
way  to  the  House  as  the  doors  of  the  gal- 
lery would  then  be.     At    present    the 
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modest  and  retiring  man  was  sure  to  be 
excluded,  while  the  forward  and  presum- 
ing was  certain  to  succeed.  The  best 
proof  of  a  person's  anxiety  to  hear  the 
debates  was  found  in  the  fact  of  his  com- 
ing early,  aud,  on  the  system  he  proposed 
such  a  person  would  gain  admission.  It 
was  well  known  that  Members  never  re- 
fused a  request  made  to  them  for  an 
order,  particularly  if  the  applicant  hap- 
pened to  be  one  of  their  constituents.  He 
thought  the  present  system  a  great  injury 
to  the  unrepresented  classes.  He  would 
suppose  the  case  of  a  man  who  had  no 
Member  to  represent  him;  why,  such  a 
man  had  no  means  of  obtaining  admission 
to  the  gallery  of  that  House.  For  all  the 
reasons  he  had  mentioned— on  account 
of  the  impediments  to  the  public,  and  the 
inconvenience  to  Members — he  should 
propose  that  the  public  should  be  admitted 
to  the  straneers  gallery  of  that  House 
without  a  Member's  Order;  but  that  it 
should  continue  to  be  cleared,  as  at  pre- 
sent, on  the  motion  of  a  Member,  and 
during  divisions. 

Lora  John  Russell  said,  that  notwith- 
standing the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman,  he  still  doubted  the  prudence  of 
dispensing  with  a  Member's  Order,  which, 
in  nis  opinion,  afforded  some  guarantee 
for  the  respectability  of  the  person  admit- 
ted. There  were,  in  his  opinion,  great 
objections  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool,  as  on  all  great  oc- 
casions the  gallery  would  be  crowded  to 
excess,  and  among  the  respectable  indi- 
viduals there  might  be  many  pickpockets. 
He  had  all  along  considered  that  admission 
by  means  of  fees  was  objectionable,  and 
for  that  reason  he  had  enrolled  himself 
among  those  who  were  in  favour  of  its 
abolition.  But,  until  some  better  ground 
than  that  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  was  brought  forward,  he  thought 
things  ought  to  remain  as  they  now  were. 

Mr.  Ewart  wished  to  know  how  the 
noble  Lord,  by  the  present  system,  would 
prevent  pickpockets  from  entering  the 
gallery  of  the  House.  It  was  notorious 
that  Members  gave  their  orders  to  any  per- 
son that  asked  them,  even  to  some  of  the 
porters  in  the  streets. 

Mr.  Potter  suggested,  that  the  gallery 
should  be  open  until  seven  o'clock  for 
the  admission  of  persons  having  Members' 
orders,  and  that  after  that  hour  it  should 
be  open  to  the  public  in  the  way  the  hon. 
Member  wished. 
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The  House  divided  on  Mr.  Ewart's  mo- 
tion.   Ayes  II ;  Noes  172  :  Majority  161. 

List  of  the  Ayes, 


Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Hindley,  C. 
LushingtOD,  Charles 
Pechell,  Capt.  R. 
Potter,  R. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

Alsager,  Captain  Giaborne,  T. 

Angerstein,  John 
Arbuthnot,  hon.  U. 
Archdall,  M. 


Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Wason,  R. 
Wilks,  John 
Williams,  W. 

TBLLEES. 

Ewart,  W. 
Wakley,!. 


Ashley,  Lord 
Baillie,  H.  D. 
Baring,  F. 
Baring,  W.  B. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Belfast,  Lord 
Bell,  Matthew 
Beresford,  Sir  J. 
Bish,T,  P. 

Blackstone,W.S. 
Bodkin,  J. 
Bonham,  R.  Francis 
Borthwick,  Peter 
Brabazon,  Sir  W. 
Brady,  Denis  C. 
Browne,  R.  D. 


Goodricke,  Sir  F, 
Gordon,  hon.  W. 
Goring,  Harry  Dent 
Goulburn,  Sergeant 
Graham,  Sir  J. 
Green,  Thomas 
Grey,  Sir  G.  Bart. 
Halford,  U. 
Halse,  James 
Hanmer,  Sir  J.,  Bart. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  SirA.  L. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Henniker,  Lor  d 
Herbert,  hon.  Sidney 
Hodgson,  J. 
Holland,  Edward 
Hoy,  J.  B. 
Ingham,  R. 
Ingtis,  Sir  R.  H.,  Bart. 


Braen,  F. 

Buller,  Sir  J.  B.  Yarde    Irton,  Samuel 

Butler,  hon.  Pierce         James,  W. 

Campbell,  Sir  H. 

Campbell,  Sir.  J. 

Canning,  hon.  C. 

Chaplin,  Colonel 

Chichester,  J,  P.  B. 

Clerk,  Sir  G. 

Clivc,  Edward  Bolton 

Clive,  hon.  R.  IL 

Colborne,  N.  W.  R. 

Compton,  H.  C. 

Conolly,  E.  M. 

Conyngham,  Lord  A. 

Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 


Dick,  Quintin 
Donkin,  Sir  R. 
Dugdale,W.  S. 
Dancombe,  T. 
Eastnor,  Viscount 
Eaton,  Richard  J. 


Jackson,  Sergeant 
Jephaon,  C.  D.  O. 
Jervis,  John 
Jones,  Wilson 
King,  Edward  B. 
Lefevre,  Charles  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Loch,  James 
Long,  Walter 
Lushington,  Dr. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Maclean,  D. 
Macleod,  R. 
Macnamara,  Major 
Mactaggart,  J. 
Maher,Joha 
Mahon,  Lord 
Mangles,  J. 


Egerton,  Wm.  Tatton    Marshall,  William 


Ellice,  E. 
Fancourt,  Major 
Fector,  John  Minet 
Fergusson,  R.  C. 
Finn,  Wro.  Francis 
Fitztimon,  Chris. 
FoUett,  SirW.  Webb 
Forbes,  Wm. 
Forester,  hon.  G.  C.W. 
Fremantle,  SirT.  W. 
French;  F. 


Marsland,  Thomas 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Milton,  Viscount 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J.,  Bart. 
Morpeth,  Lord 
Murray,  J.  A. 
NichoU,  Dr. 
Norreys,  Lord 
North,  Frederick 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
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StnittyE, 
StaartyV. 
Talfourdy  Segeant 
TancredjH.W. 
Tliompson,  Paul  B. 
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O'Coniien^  D. 
0*CoDDell,  J. 
O'Connel],  M.  J, 
0*ConoT  Don 
OTerndly  M. 

Oliphant,  Lawr^ice  Tooke^  W. 

Palmer,  Robert  Tracey,  C.  H. 

Parker,  John  Troubridge^  Sir  T. 

Parrot,  Jasper  Tulk,  C.  A. 

Pease^  J.  Twiss,  H. 

Peel,  Sir  R,,  Bart  Tynte,  C.  J.  Kemeys 

Peel,  Col.  J.  Terrell,  Sir  J, 

Peel,  rt.  hon.  W.  Y.  Vesey,  bon.T. 

Pigot,  Robert  Villiers,  C.  P. 

Pinney,  W.  V>vyao,  Sir  R.  R. 

Pluroptre,  J.  P.  Walker,  C.  A . 

Pollock,  Sir  Fred .  Walter,  John 

Poulter,  J.  S.  Warburton,  H. 

PowellyColonel  Ward ,  H.  G . 

Po^er,  J.  Weyland,  Major 

Price,  S .  O.  Whitmore,  Thomas  C. 

Pringle,  A.  Wilbraharo,  G. 

Pryme,  George  Wilmot,  Sir  J.  £. 

Rice,  rt«  hon.  T.  S.  Wodehouse,  £. 

Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M.  Wrightson,  W. 

Ross,  Charles  Wrotlesley,SirJ.,Bart. 

Russell,  Lord  John  Wyndharo,  Wadham 

Sanford,  E.  A-  Wynn,rt,  hon.  C.  W. 

Scott,  Sir  E.  D.  Yottog,  G.  F. 
Scott,  J.  W. 

Sibthorp,  Colonel  tcllbes. 

Stanley,  Edwftcd  Philips,  G.  R. 

Stanley,  Lord  Steuart,  R. 

Divisions  IN  CouMiTT£ss.3  Mr. 
Ward  rose  to  move,  that  in  every  instance 
where  five  Members  required  it,  the  mode 
of  taking  divisions  at  present  adopted  in 
the  House  should  be  extended  to  divisions 
in  Committee.  At  present  the  House 
possessed  no  records  of  the  diviaions  that 
took  place  in  Committee,  yet  they  were 
often  as  important  as  those  that  took  place 
in  the  House.  It  would,  therefore,  be 
highly  desirable  that  they  should  be  regis- 
tered in  the  votes. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PaiviLEos.]  Lord  John  Rnssell^  pre- 
vious to  moving  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
taking  into  consideration  the  letters  re- 
ceived yesterday  by  the  Speaker  from  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  Mr.  Lechmere  CharU 
ton,  begged  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  propriety  of  appointing  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Session  a  Com- 
mittee of  privileges  in  the  same  way  as  it 
QSed  to  do  formerly.  For  the  last  two  or 
three  years  no  Committee  of  this  kind  had 
been  appointed,  in  consequence,  as  he 
believed,  of  its  having  a  clerk  attached  to 
it  with  a  regular  salary,  which,  in  the  ab« 
aence  of  any  immediate  question  for  the 
eonsidaration  of  such  a  Committee^  ap« 
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peered  to  be  a  uaeleas  expense.  In  moving 
for  the  revival  of  the  Committee  of  privi- 
leges on  the  present  occasion,  he  sfaoaM 
think  it  unnecessary  to  appoint  a  clerk 
specially  to  attend  upon  its  proceedings,  as 
there  were  many  gentlemen  connected 
with  the  House  who  would  be  fiiUy  com- 
petent to  discharge  all  the  duties  required 
from  such  an  officer.  He  thought  generally 
with  regard  to  the  Committee  of  privileges 
that  the  questions  brought  before  them  had 
been  discussed  and  considered  with  great 
attention  and  fairness,  and  he  did  not 
know  that  any  occasion  had  occurred 
upon  which  the  constitution  of  the  Com* 
roittee  had  been  complained  of.  He 
should,  therefore,  move  that  such  a  Com- 
mittee be  appointed,  to  be  constituted  in 
the  usual  manner,  namely,  of  a  certain 
number  of  gentlemen  named  by  the  House, 
and  of  all  knights  of  the  shire  and  gentle- 
men of  the  long  robe. 

Appointment  of  Committee  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  it  do  consist 
of  all  knights  of  the  shire  and  gentlemen 
of  the  long  robe, 

Mr.  Hwne  wished  to  know  why  any  dis- 
tinction should  be  made  between  gentle* 
men  of  the  long  robe  and  any  other  mem- 
bers of  the  House  ?  Upon  the  questions 
coming  before  a  committee  of  the  descrip- 
tion these  were,  he  thought  many  gentle- 
men in  the  House  unconnected  with  the 
legal  profession  quite  as  competent  to  form 
a  correct  opinion  as  any  who  had  arrived 
at  the  dignity  of  the  wig  and  gown.  Why, 
too,  should  an  exception  be  made  in  favor 
of  the  knights  of  the  shire  ?  He  thought 
that  the  Committee,  instead  of  being  com- 
posed of  such  a  host  of  members,  which 
could  tend  only  to  protract  and  confuse 
its  proceedings,  should  consist  of  a  cer- 
tain given  number,  say  twenty-one,  whose 
qualification  should  not  depend  either 
upon  their  being  knights  of  the  shire  or 
gentlemen  of  the  long  robe* 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  saw  no  reason  to 
depart  from  the  usuarpractice.  The  Com- 
mittee had  never  been  found  inconveniently 
large,  and  its  proceedings  had  always  been 
conducted  with  the  utmost  propriety^  at- 
tention, and  despatch. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  not  aware  that 
any  inconvenience  had  ever  resulted  from 
the  manner  in  which  the  Committee  was 
constituted. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  observed,  that  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Long  Wellesley,  although  a 
great  many  of  the  Committee  attendtd  it 
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was  not  found  that  the  number  was  incon- 
veniently large.  Great  attention  was  paid 
by  every  member  to  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  which  were  entered  into  at 
great  length,  and  the  desire  to  do  justice 
seemed  to  be  common  to  all.  If  it  siiould 
hereafter  be  found  that  any  inconvenience 
arose  from  the  number  of  the  Committee, 
it  would  then  be  time  to  adopt  the  limita- 
tion proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex. 

Mr.  Hume  would  not  press  his  objec- 
tion, as  the  general  feeling  of  the  House 
appeared  to  be  against  him ;  but  he  begged 
to  observe  that  he  was  far  from  being  con- 
vinced of  the  impropriety  of  his  suggestion. 

The  motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Lech  mere  Charlton.]  Lord 
John  Russell  moved  the  order  of  the  day 
for  taking  the  letters  of  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor and  Mr.  Leehmere  Charlton  into  con- 
sideration. The  noble  Lord  then  said  :  — 
I  have  very  few  words  to  state  to  the 
House  on  this  subject.  I  think  it  will 
be  necessary  for  the  House  to  refer  this 
question  to  a  Committee  of  Privileges, 
in  consequence  of  the  statement  which 
has  been  made  by  a  Member  of  this  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  (Mr.  Leeh- 
mere Charlton)  after  stating  that  he  seeks 
not  to  withdraw  himself  from  the  criminal 
jurisdiction  of  the  realm,  goes  on  to  say, 
*'to  be  protected,  however,  from  any 
violence  of  the  Crown,  or  its  Ministers,  is, 
I  apprehend,  the  established  and  undoubted 
privilege  of  a  Member  of  Parliament.  To 
this  hour  1  know  not  of  what  I  am  accused, 
except  from  public  report."  This  is  the 
statement  which  the  House  has  received 
through  one  of  its  members,  and  it  is  in 
contradiction  of  the  statement  which  you 
have  received  from  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
The  statement  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  is, 
that  it  is  not  as  exercising  the  authority  of 
the  Crown  or  as  being  one  of  the  Minis- 
ters of  the  Crown  that  he  issued  the  war- 
rant, but  that  he  issued  the  warrant  for 
the  commitment  of  E.  Leehmere  Charl* 
too,  Esq.,  one  of  the  Members  for  the 
borough  of  Ludlow,  *'  for  a  contempt  of 
the  high  Court  of  Chancery,  in  writing 
and  sending  for  a  certain  letter,  dated 
the  24th  of  October  last,  to  William 
Brougham,  Esq.,  one  of  the  masters  of 
the  court,  followed  by  a  certain  other  let- 
ter, dated  the  19th  of  November  last,  ad- 
dressed to  myself.''  Now,  I  think  it 
necessary  that  the  House  should  refer 


these  two  letters  to  a  Committee  of  Pri- 
vileges, to  see  whether  this  breach  of  the 
privileges  of  the  House  of  which  Mr. 
Charlton  complains,  has  been  committed, 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  the  capacity 
of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  or  as  a 
judge  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  I  shall 
be  content  with  referring  its  merits  to 
a  Committee,  as  was  done  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Long  Wellesley,  where  the  matter 
having  been  fairly  and  laboriously  inves- 
tigated, the  result  was  communicated  to 
this  House,  and  this  House  was  not  ad- 
vised to  interfere  further  in  it.  The  order 
in  Mr.  Wellesley's  case  was,  that  the 
letters  from  the  Chancellor,  and  from  Mr. 
Wellesley,  and  the  subject  matter  thereof, 
should  be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  Pri- 
vileges, which  was  required  to  report  their 
proceedings  and  opinions  to  the  House. 
I  wish  in  the  present  instance,  to  follow 
the  same  course.  Before  I  conclude,  I 
wish  to  advert  for  a  moment  to  the  opinion 
given  yesterday  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Roebuck),  namely, 
that  as  the  hon.  Member  from  whom 
the  complaint  was  made  was  not  yet  in 
custody,  he  was  not  in  a  situation  to  claim 
the  protection  of  the  House.  Now,  I  con- 
ceive that  the  letter  received  from  the  hon. 
Member  himself  stating  that  he  believes  a 
warrant  has  been  issued  for  his  apprehen- 
sion, afibrds  quite  sufficient  ground  for 
the  House  to  conclude  that  his  absence 
from  the  sitting  of  this  House  has  been 
occasioned  by  the  apprehension  of  arrest 
under  the  warrant  which  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor himself  tells  us  has  been  issued  for 
that  purpose.  It  certainly  appears  to  me 
that  a  sufficient  case  has  been  made  out 
for  the  interference  of  the  House,  because 
though  the  hon.  Member  be  not  in  cus- 
tody it  is  clear  that  his  absence  from  his 
duties  here  is  occasioned  by  a  step  taken 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor.  Under  these 
circumstances  I  think  that  we  should  pro- 
ceed in  the  same  way  as  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Long  Wellesley,  and  I  therefore  move 
that  the  letters  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  of  Mr.  Leehmere  Charlton  be  refer- 
red to  a  Committee  of  Privileges,  to  con- 
sider the  matters  therein  stated,  and  to 
report  their  proceedings  and  opinion  to 
this  House. 

Mr.  Roebuck  wished  to  ask  one  question 
of  the  noble  Lord  before  the  subject 
dropped.  When  the  Committee  of  Pri- 
vileges was  appointed,  Mr.  Charlton,  of 
course,  would  wish  to  appear  before  i  tio 
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defend  hiinaelf,  and  to  explain  the  circuin- 
stances  under  which  he  was  threatened 
with  arrest  by  the  Lord  Chancellor.  Now, 
what  he  wished  to  know  was,  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord  that 
the  protection  of  the  House  should  be 
given  to  Mr.  Charlton  in  going  to  and 
coming  from  the  Committee?  In  his 
opioion  Mr.  Charlton  ought  to  be  distinct- 
ly in  the  custody  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
whilst  he  was  before  the  Committee ;  for 
he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  believed  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  endeavoured  to  evade  the 
law;  and,  in  his  opinion,  no  man  could 
claim  the  protection  of  that  House  against 
a  warrant,  or  any  other  instrument  by 
which  he  might  be  taken  into  custody, 
unless  be  had  first  yielded  all  obedience  to 
the  law. 

Lord  John  Russell  did  not  understand 
that  the  order  for  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  would  give  any  protection  to 
Mr.  Charlton.  If  the  House  chose  to  in- 
terfere in  favour  of  that  Gentleman  to  pre- 
vent his  being  committed  or  arrested  as 
be  went  to  or  came  from  the  Committee, 
a  subsequent  and  distinct  order  of  the 
House  would  be  necessary  for  that  pur- 
pose. For  his  own  part  he  did  not  see 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  take  such  a 
step  in  the  first  instance.  Mr.  Charlton 
was  not  yet  in  custody.  If,  before  the 
inquiry  terminated,  he  should  be  arrested, 
it  might  then  be  necessary  for  the  House 
to  make  some  such  order  as  was  made  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  Long  Wellesley,  by  which 
he  might  be  brought  before  the  Commit- 
tee, and  enabled  to  make  his  defence. 

Committee  appointed. 

The  Address.]  Mr.  A.  Sanford 
brought  up  the  Report  on  the  Address. 

On  the  question  that  it  be  agreed  to, 

Mr.  Grove  Pricey  in  order  to  guard 
against  a  supposed  acquiescence  in  that 
part  of  his  Majesty's  Speech  which  related 
to  foreign  affairs,  wished  to  state  that  he 
continued  to  hold  the  same  opinions  as 
tho^e  he  had  declared  in  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament  with  respect  to  the  im- 
policy of  the  interference  of  this  country 
in  the  domestic  affairs  of  Spain.  It  was 
not  his  intention,  however,  to  offer  any 
opposition  to  the  Address  which  had  just 
been  read,  bat  he  begged  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  tliat  in  yielding  a  tacit  consent 
to  the  opinions  therein  stated,  he  reserved 
to  himself  a  full  right,  when  the  question 
was  brought  forward  in   a  more  tangible 
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shape,  of  expressing  what  were  his  real 
and  decided  opinions  upon  the  subject. 
Convinced  as  he  was  of  the  ultimate  suc- 
cess of  that  cause  for  which  he  f«lt  iu* 
terested,  and  which  he  begged  to  observe 
had  not  been  materially  injured  by  the 
affair  of  Bilboa,  he  should  feel  it  to  be  his 
duty  as  a  Member  of  the  British  Parlia* 
ment  to  exercise,  when  the  proper  oppor- 
tunity presented  itself,  his  independent 
voice  in  support  of  that  cause. 

Mr.  Maclean  did  not  intend  at  that 
moment  to  express  any  opinion  as  to  the 
policy  or  impolicy  of  the  treaty  entered 
into  with  the  Queen  of  Spain.  Upon 
that  subject  he  reserved  to  himself  the 
right  of  expressing  a  full  and  candid 
opinion  upon  some  subsequent  occasion. 
His  object  in  rising  then  was  to  prevent 
any  misapprehension  of  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
upon  the  subject  last  evening.  He  (Mr. 
Maclean)  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Barouet  that  the  co-operation  of  the 
British  force  could  not  be  objected  to  if 
that  co-operation  were  such  as  had  been 
guaranteed  by  the  treaty  into  which  the 
Government  of  this  country  had  entered 
with  the  Government  of  the  Queen  of 
Spain.  He  (Mr.  Maclean),  however,  was 
of  opinion  that  when  the  question  came 
to  be  fully  investigated,  as  it  ought  to  be, 
it  would  be  found  that  the  co-operation, 
if  such  it  could  be  called— or  the  inter^- 
veniion^  if  such  it  had  been — or  the  trans- 
limitation,  if  that  were  to  be  taken  as  the 
proper  term  for  it — had  not  been  such  as 
was  guaranteed  by  the  treaty,  and  that 
the  aid  afforded  to  the  Queen  of  Spain 
was  such  as  might  place  this  country  in  a 
dangerous  position.  When  the  proper 
documents  were  laid  upon  the  table  he 
thought  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
proving  that  the  co-operation  alluded  to 
in  the  Address,  instead  of  being  within 
the  words  or  spirit  of  the  treaty,  was  di* 
rectly  opposed  to  both. 

Sir  Rotifri  Peel  was  surprised  that  any 
misapprehension  should  have  arisen  as  to 
the  course  which  he  yesterday  stated  his 
intention  of  pursuing.  If  such  a  misap* 
prehension  had  arisen  in  the  minds  of  any 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  was  quite  sure  it  must 
have  been  occasioned  by  the  circumstance 
of  his  having  stated  twice  over  what  it 
was  thnt  he  meant  to  do.  What  he  sUted 
w»s,  that  he  was  prepared  to  give  his  as- 
sent to  that  paragraph  of  his  Majesty's 
spoprh  which  related    to   foreign   policy, 
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provided  the  aid  afforded  to  the  cause  of 
the  Queen  of  Spain  was  id  strict  confor- 
mity to  the  engagements  into  which  the 
Government  of  this  country  had  entered 
with  the  Government  of  the  Queen.  But 
leaving  that  point  open  for  discussion, 
he  added,  at  the  same  time,  that  the  term 
"  co-operative  force/'  used  in  the  speech 
from  the  throne,  was  of  an  equivocal  cha- 
racter; and  inquired  whether  that  force 
was  such  as  would  come  within  the  condi- 
tions of  the  treaty.  That  was  the  under- 
standing upon  which  he  gave  a  qualified 
consent  to  the  portion  of  the  speech  which 
referred  to  the  subject ;  and  he  had  re- 
peated it  twice,  hoping  there  would  have 
been  no  misconstruction  of  his  meaning. 

Mr.  Maclean  had  not  mistaken  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  meaning  himself,  but 
he  believed  others  had  done  so,  and  he 
therefore  took  the  opportunity  of  men- 
tioning it,  in  order  that  the  misapprehen- 
sion might  not  extend  further. 

Viscount  Palmemton  said,  there  cer- 
tainly was  no  misunderstanding  on  his 
aide  of  the  House  as  to  what  fell  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  on  the  previous  even- 
ing. He  perfectly  understood  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  say  that  which  he  had  now 
stated.  Undoubtedly  hon.  Members  on 
the  other  side,  by  assenting  to  the  Address 
as  now  proposed,  did  not  pledge  them- 
selves in  any  way  adverse  to  the  opinions 
they  had  on  former  occasions  expressed 
relative  to  any  of  the  topics  contained  in 
it.  He  would  only  further  say,  although 
it  was  unusual  for  an  individual  to  express 
regret  that  his  opponent  had  not  made  a 
longer  speech  against  him,  yet  he  assured 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sandwich,  that  when 
a  longer  attack  should  be  made  on  our 
foreign  policy,  he  should  be  exceedingly 
happy  to  meet  it. 

Mr.  Plumptre  hoped  he  should  not  be 
deemed  out  of  order  in  adverting  to  what 
he  considered  to  be  an  omission  in  the 
King's  speech,  inasmuch  as  no  allusion 
was  made  to  the  prevailing  epidemic,  nor 
any  recognition  of  the  Divine  Providence. 
Since  the  House  last  met,  the  country  had 
been  visited  with  more  than  one  extremely 
severe  affliction,  upon  which  the  King's 
speech  was  totally  silent.  Surely  some 
reference  ought  to  have  been  made  to  this 
subject,  and  to  the  will  of  the  great  Dis- 
poser of  all  events,  the  great  Dispenser  of 
national  prosperity.  He  believed  that  at 
no  time,  in  no  nation,  though  plunged  iri 
the  deepest  ignorance,  had  an  occasion 


like  the  present  been  allowed  to  pass  by, 
without  some  recognition  of  God's  dispen- 
sation ;  and  he  very  deeply  regretted  that 
no  mention  had  been  made  of  these  visita- 
tions in  the  King's  Speech.  Both  indivi- 
duals and  the  country  had  suffered  much 
during  the  last  six  months.  A  great  deal 
of  property  had  been  destroyed  by  severity 
of  weather,  and  at  this  very  moment  there 
was  scarcely  a  family  in  the  country, 
(though  they  might  not  be  in  a  very  alarm- 
ing state)  who  was  not  more  or  less  in  a 
state  of  affliction.  He  should  have  thought 
it  would  have  been  as  well  at  such  a  time, 
to  have  recognised  the  great  superintend- 
ing Power,  and  wise  Disposer  of  all  events. 
He  believed  that  the  great  truth  of  Holy 
Writ  applied  as  well  to  nations  as  to 
individuals  — "  Them  that  honour  me  1 
will  honour,  but  they  who  despise  me, 
shall  be  lightly  esteemed."  It  was  on 
these  grounds  he  protested  against  this 
important  omission. 

Sir  George  Clerk  could  not  avoid  ex- 
pressing his  disapprobation,  as  a  Scotch 
representative,  that  among  the  various 
topics  mentioned  in  the  King's  speech,  no 
allusion  was  made  or  information  given 
upon  a  subject  which  had  for  some  time 
past  excited  the  deepest  interest  throughout 
Scotland  :  he  referred  to  the  result  of  the 
Commission  appointed  two  years  ago  to 
inquire  into  the  means  of  religious  instruc- 
tion in  that  country.  As  far  as  he  knew 
from  common  rumour,  the  Commissioners 
had  completed  their  labours;  and,  re- 
specting a  subject  of  such  importance  as 
that  of  ascertaining  whether  there  was  any 
deficiency  in  the  means  of  religious  in- 
struction in  so  important  a  part  of  the 
empire  as  Scotland,  he  could  have  wished 
that  some  notice  had  been  taken  in  his 
Majesty's  speech.  He  thought  the  Minis- 
ters ought  to  have  afforded  informatk>n  to 
Parliament  as  to  whether  they  had  re- 
ceived any  Report  from  the  Commissioners, 
and  if  so,  whether  it  was  their  intention  at 
an  early  period  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  it.  This  was  no  party  question, 
but  was  interesting  to  every  Member  of 
that  part  of  the  empire  to  which  the  in- 
quiry related.  He  therefore  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  be  able  to  give  the 
House  some  satisfactory  explanation  on 
the  subject. 

Lord  John  Russell,  with  respect  to  the 
observation  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Kent  (Mr.  Plumptre) 
must  say,  that  he  so  far  differed  from  him, 
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that  he  (Locd  John  Russell^  did  not  thmk 
it  woaM  be  adT»aUe  to  lay  down,  as  a 
constant  rule,  which  oagfat  never  to  be  de- 
parted from,  that,  in  every  speech  from  the 
Throne,  Ministers  ought  to  introduce  the 
name  of  Divine  Providence.  He  thought  if 
that  were  to  be  laid  down  as  a  general  rule, 
and  it  should  be  made  a  matter  of  attack 
upon  the  Ministers  who  did  not  observe  it, 
it  would  become  in  time  a  mere  matter  of 
form,  and  the  words  would  have  very 
little  effect.  So  far  from  promoting  the 
object  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  in 
view,  the  using  constantly,  and  trivially 
almost,  in  the  speech  from  the  Throne  tlie 
name  of  Divine  Providence  would  induce 
persons  to  pay  less  attention,  and  to  be 
less  solemn  upon  such  an  occasion,  than 
they  ought  to  be.  He  did  not  concur  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  were  any 
peculiar  circumstances  which,  at  the 
present  time,  made  it  necessary  that  they 
should  have  introduced  such  words  into 
his  Majesty's  speech.  It  certainly  had 
happened  more  than  once.  It  happened 
no  longer  ago  than  in  his  Majesty's  an- 
swer to  the  Address  of  the  House  last  year, 
when  his  Majesty  stated,  that  he  would 
always  study,  under  Divine  Providence, 
to  maintain  the  high  character  of  this 
country,  and  promote  the  welfare  of  his 
people.  That  acknowledgment  showed 
certainly  that  those  who  advised  his  Ma- 
jesty to  use  those  words,  were  not  neglect- 
ful of  that  sentiment  which  it  was  his  Ma- 
jesty's disposition  always  to  entertain — a 
sentiment  which  became  the  King  of  this 
Christian  country.  With  respect  to  the 
observations  made  by  \he  hoo.  Baronet 
(Sir  G.  Clerk),  he  trusted  he  could  give 
what  the  hon.  Baronet  would  deem  a  satis- 
factory answer.  If  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission on  Religious  I  nstruction  in  Scotland 
had  been  received,  it  would  have  been  a 
proper  subject  for  his  Majesty  to  have 
mentioned  in  his  speech ;  but,  in  fact, 
although  he  had  been  informed  that  the 
reports  would  be  ready,  yet  he  had  received 
no  Report  until  Monday  night,  after  the 
speech  had  been  approved  by  his  Majesty, 
when  it  reached  the  Home-office.  The 
Report  received  was  one  relating  only  to 
Edinburgh.  It  had  since  been  sent  to 
Lord  Mtoto,  one  of  the  Commissioners,  to 
receive  his  consideration,  whether  he 
should  think  proper,  not  having  been  able 
to  attend  the  Commission  throughout,  to 
acquiesce  in  it ;  it  being  considered  desir- 
able that  the  Report  should  be  signed  by 


all  the  Commissioners.  He  expected  that 
the  Report  would  have  been  by  this  time 
on  the  Table  of  the  Jlouse ;  and  he  conld 
assure  the  hon.  Baronet,  if  it  were  not  pre« 
sented  to-day,  it  should  be  to-morrow. 

Mr.  7\Diss  could  not  concur  with  the 
noble  Lord  in  the  opinion  that  such  men- 
tion of  the  Deity  would  be  inexpedient. 
The  solemn  nomination  of  Divine  Provi* 
deuce  in  the  initiative  Act  of  so  high  a 
legislative  body,  while  it  would  derive 
weight  and  dignity  from  the  importance 
of  the  occasion,  on  the  one  hand,  would, 
on  the  other,  exhibit  a  remaikable  fitness 
to  the  peculiar  circumstances  in  which,  by 
the  interposition  of  Providence,  the  inhabi- 
tants of  these  countries  were  placed. 
There  were  some  occasions  upon  which 
acts  which  might  otherwise  be  deemed 
merely  formal,  were  especially  proper,  and 
peculiarly  becoming.  National  calamities, 
in  the  shape  of  epidemic  disease,  were  un- 
deniably of  this  description,  and  the 
solemn  mention  of  the  Divine  name  in  a 
solemn  Parliamentary  document  would, 
he  repeated,  be  suitable  to  the  principles 
pervading  a  Christian  country,  and  l)efit- 
ting  the  national  character.  Another 
reason  in  support  of  his  view,  was  the  fact 
that  a  reform  or  measure  of  some  descrip- 
tion respecting  the  Established  Church  of 
this  country  was  hinted  at  in  the  course 
of  the  Speech  which  had  been  read  to  them 
on  the  preceding  day.  Anxious  to  pre- 
serve that  church  unimpaired,  he  was 
equally  anxious  for  the  maintenance  and 
diffusion  of  religious  sentiments ;  and  it 
certainly  appeared  to  him  not  too  much  to 
expect  that  the  expressions  of  loyalty  and 
affection  addressed  to  the  Head  of  that 
Church  should  be  coupled  with  the  name 
of  Divine  Providence. 

Report  of  the  Address  agreed  to. 

Primtiko  Papjbrs. — Evidence  be- 
fore Committees.]  Mr.  Hume,  in 
moving  that  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose  of  selecting,  ar- 
ranging, and  regulating  the  printing  all 
Parliamentary  documents,  said,  he  was 
quite  aware  that  a  great  many  questions 
respecting  the  distribution  of  these  papers 
to  the  public  had  been  brought  before  the 
Committee  of  last  Session.  An  arrange- 
ment had  been,  iu  consequence,  effected, 
which  had  given  much  satisfaction  to  the 
public,  and  conduced  to  the  general  con- 
venience of  all  the  parties  concerned.  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  further  observing,  that 
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It  would  be  difficult  to  discover  a  better 
mode  than  that  which  the  Committee  had 
adopted  for  giving  facilities  to  the  public 
in  procuring  important  documents.  His 
object  in  bringing  forward  his  present  mo- 
tion, was  to  enable  the  Committee  to  be 
further  prepared  to  yield  the  desired  ac- 
commodation. Although  a  number  of 
the  Parliamentary  papers  of  last  Session 
had  circulated  widely,  there  still  were 
many  individuals  who  knew  not  how  those 
documents  were  to  be  obtained.  Tie 
would  propose  to  follow  up  the  motion 
which  he  would  now  lay  on  the  Table  with 
one  for  a  return  of  the  names  and  descrip- 
tions of  all  Parliamentary  papers  which  it' 
was  proposed  to  supply,  together  with  a  list 
of  the  prices ;  the  return  to  circulate  with 
the  *'  notices  of  motion/'  which  issued 
each  morning.  He  had  stated  what  ap- 
peared to  him  (and  he  trusted  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  give  hi>n  a  hearing)  a  most 
favourable  opportunity  for  making  gen- 
erally known  to  the  public  the  names  and 
prices  of  all  Parliamentary  documents. 
The  mode  which  he  suggested,  was  to  cir- 
culate such  a  return  together  with  the 
printed  list  of  "  notices."  Of  these  no- 
tices, there  was  printed  and  circulated 
daily  a  very  considerable  number ;  and  he 
would  sugo^est,  that  annexed  to  each 
printed  notice  should  be  the  prices  of  the 
various  Parliamentary  documents,  and  the 
several  places  at  which  they  were  to  be 
procured.  A  few  extra  lines  would  be  suf- 
ficient for  his  purpose;  and  the  desired 
information  would  be  thus  rendered  acces- 
sible to  the  public  in  every  Committee- 
room.  He  could  assure  hon.  Members, 
that  by  consenting  to  the  proposed  ar- 
rangement, they  would  save  themselves  a 
vast  deal  of  trouble.  He  had  well  con- 
sidered the  modes  of  aflPording  facilities  in 
this  respect,  and  the  plan  which  he  sug- 
^sted  was  the  result  of  mature  reflection. 
After  formally  moving  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee,  the  hon.  Member  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  an  arrangement  would 
also  be  made,  by  which  the  public  might 
be  enabled  to  gain  possession  of  all  acces- 
sible documents  relating  to  Select  Com- 
mittees, with  the  facility  of  procuring 
them  as  in  the  case  of  papers  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  He  described  this  arrange- 
ment as  tending  materially  to  promote  the 
objects  for  which  such  Committees  are 
appointed. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  could  not  help  thinking 
that  great  advantages  would  result  from 


the  adoption  of  some  general  role  as  to 
the  discretion  allowed  to  witnesses  exa- 
mined orally  before  Committees,  in  the 
subsequent  alteration  of  their  evidence. 
This  was,  he  conceived^  a  point  of  the  ut- 
most importance.  The  witnesses  were 
uniformly  permitted  to  revise  their  evi- 
dence, and  he  knew,  from  what  had  oc- 
curred in  his  own  case,  with  reference  to 
the  examination  of  a  witness  before  a 
Committee,  that  the  most  improper  liber- 
ties were  sometimes  taken  with  the  short- 
hand-writer's copy  of  the  evidence,  under 
the  pretext  of  legitimate  correction.  In 
reading  over  the  printed  evidence  of  the 
individual  to  whom  he  referred,  he  met 
with  an  answer,  of  the  precise  terms  of 
which,  as  spoken  by  the  witness,  he  re- 
tained a  perfect  recollection  ;  but  so  com- 
pletely altered  by  the  witness  was  its 
meaning,  that  had  the  answer  as  he  found 
it  in  the  printed  report  been  given  before 
the  Committee  in  seeking  for  a  further 
explanation,  he  should  have  undoubtedly 
asked  some,  and  probably  several  questions. 
Between  the  addition  of  valuable  details, 
and  the  variation  of  an  answer,  by  which 
its  meaning  and  substance  were  altered, 
there  was  a  clear  distinction.  If  a  witness 
should  fall  into  an  unintentional  error,  it 
was  quite  right  that  he  should  be  afforded 
an  opportunity  of  correcting  it.  To  mere 
verbal  alterations  he  had  no  objection,  so 
long  as  the  meaning  remained  the  same. 
But  it  indisputably  tended  to  shake  the 
confidence  of  the  public  in  the  fidelity 
with  which  proceedings  before  Committees 
were  publicly  recorded,  and,  by  a  neces- 
sary inference,  in  the  mode  of  conducting 
those  proceedings,  when  witnesses  were 
known  to  enjoy  the  privilege  of  altering 
their  testimony  at  pleasure,  and  when  a 
private  party  attending  at  a  Committee 
was  deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  asking 
questions,  which  in  justice  to  himself  or 
others  he  would  have  been  compelled  to 
ask,  if  the  answer,  as  printed,  had  been 
delivered  within  his  hearing  before  the 
Committee.  If  hon.  Members  would  take 
the  trouble  of  looking  over  the  printed 
evidence  in  a  limited  number  of  iustanr^es, 
they  would  find  that  in  many  cases  the 
answer  did  not  correspond  with  the  ques- 
tion, and  that  the  person  examining,  if  he 
were  disposed  to  discharge  his  duty  pro- 
perly, would  indisputably  h»ve  sought 
further  explanation,  and  asked  additional 
questions.  It  appeared  to  him  to  be  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  a  distinct  ud- 
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dentanding  should  be  arrived  at  with  re- 
gard to  the  extent  to  which  alteration  of 
his  evidence  is  permissible  to  a  wiioess. 
The  difference  between  a  personal  exami- 
nation and  prepared  and  written  evidence  i 
was  obvious  to  every  understand  in?.  The 
undoubted  superiority  of  parol  over  writ- 
ten evidence  in  eliciting:  the  truth  was  de- 
stroyed by  the  system  of  deliberate  al- 
teration, and  the  spirit  of  a  witness's 
verbal  testimony,  when  thus  retouched 
and  reconcocted,  oonld  be  traced  no 
longer. 

The  Speaker'.  The  subject  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  now  alluded, 
had  engaged  much  of  my  attention  ;  and, 
if  he  had  not  now  brought  it  forward,  I 
should  have  felt  it  to  be  my  doty,  on  the 
first  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee, 
to  have  stated  \o  the  House  the  evils 
msm^  from  the  indulgence  given  to  wit- 
nesses in  correcring  their  evidence.  I 
have  stated  this,  in  order  that  the  House 
may  not  suppose  that  I  had  been  indiffer- 
ent to  so  important  a  matter.  The  prac- 
tice of  allowing  witnesses  to  revise  their 
evidence  leads  to  a  great  delay  in  printing, 
and,  consequently,  in  the  circulation  of 
reports  and  evidence.  This  delay  has 
led  to  many  and  just  complaints,  and 
during  the  two  Sessions  in  which  I  have 
had  the  honour  to  sit  in  this  chair,  I  have 
done  all  that  was  in  my  power,  by  com- 
munication with  the  Chairmen  of  Com- 
mittees, to  point  out  the  necessity  of  re- 
verting to  a  more  correct  practice.  The 
extent  to  which  witnesses  have  carried  the 
alterations  which  they  have  made  upon 
receiving  their  evidence,  are  such  as  ap. 
pear  to  me  to  be  quite  indefensible.  I 
shall  refer  to  one  case,  in  which  a  witness 
not  only  altered  the  answers  he  had  givi  n 
before  the  Committee,  but  he  actually  in- 
serted questions  to  elicit  answers  illustra- 
tive of  his  own  views.  I  have  been  as- 
sured that  the  statement  which  I  now 
make  is  correct.  In  another  case  a  witness 
lost  the  copy  of  his  evidence,  which  had 
been  sent  to  him  for  revision,  and  the 
report  has  now  been  printed,  omitting  al- 
together the  evidence  which  he  had  given 
before  the  Committee.  It  must  be  obvious, 
that  when  alterations  to  so  great  and 
almost  unlimited  an  extent  are  made  in 
the  evidence  of  witnesses,  and  without 
being  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Committee,  the  opportunity  of  requir- 
ing and  receiving  explanations,  by  means 
of  ezamioatioD  as  to  the  new  matter  in* 


trodoced,  is  wholly  taken  away  from  the 
Committee.  The  remedy  for  the  evil  is 
probably  to  be  (bond  in  a  vigilant  control 
exercised  by  the  Chairmen  of  Coramittcci. 
If  only  very  slight,  or  perhaps  only  verbal, 
alterations  were  permitted  to  be  made, 
then  I  hey  might  be  submitted  to  the  Chair, 
man,  who  might  decide  whether  they 
ought  to  be  sanctioned,  or  whether  they 
are  to  be  rejected  as  varying  the  e^ct  m 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Committee. 
If  this  control  is  not  effectually  exercised 
bv  Chairmen  of  Committees,  it  will  then 
be  necessary  that  recourse  should  be  had 
to  some  stronger  measures  ;  but  it  n  not 
desirable  to  pass  resolutions  in  the  House, 
when  the  end  can  be  otherwise  obtained. 
It  appears  to  be  so  essential  to  sustain  the 
accuracy  and  authenticity  of  the  evidence 
given  before  Committees  of  this  House, 
that  I  hope  I  shall  be  excused  for  having 
said  so  much  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Charles  Bvller  still   retained   the 
opinion  which   he  had  expressed  during 
the  last  Session — that  t^e  most  effectual 
plan  for  the  abatement  of  this  nuisance 
would  be  to  prevent  altogether  the  cor* 
rection  of  evidence.     The  only  ground,  as 
he  understood,  upon  which  the  practice 
of  permitting  witnesses    to  revise  their 
testimony  could  be  for  a  moment  justified, 
was  the  propriety  of  affording  to  persons 
examined  before  Committees  the  oppor- 
tunity of  correcting  sentences  hastily  and 
unguardedly  uttered.     The  plan  which  he 
would  propose  was  to  withhold  altogether 
from  witnesses  the  opportunity  of  making 
these  corrections;  and  whenever  an  un- 
guarded    word   was    let    fail,    allowance 
would  be  made  for  the   imperfection  of 
unstudied  style.     If  a  different  rule  were 
adopted  from  that  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  propose,  the  Chairmen  of  Committees 
would   of  necessity  be  placed  in  circum- 
stances of  great  difficulty.     During  the 
past  Session  it  was  determined  by  a  Com- 
mittee, of  which   he  was  a  member,  that 
no  witness  should  be  permitted  to  revise 
his  evidence  before  it  had  been  printed. 
The  evidence  was  accordingly  printed  and 
sent  to  the  witnesses  for  the  purpose  of 
revision.       One   witness,   in    performing 
this  task,  so  far  from  confining  himself  to 
matters  of  style,  altered  almost  every  sen- 
tence, a  process  by  which  the  meaning 
was  in  many  instances  materially  changed. 
He  (Mr.  Buller)  was  consequently  obliged 
to  read  from  beginning  to  end  of  the  wit- 
ness's teatimony,  for  the  purpose  of  ascer* 


95  Printing  Papers^  {COMMONS}   Evidence  before  Commiiiees.    76 


tainiDfi^  where  the  alterations  might  be  suf- 
fered to  continue.  The  task  was  sufficiently 
troublesome,  for  the  evidence  extended 
oyer  30  or  40  folio  pages.  The  best  mode, 
in  bis  opinion,  of  remedying  this  abuse^ 
would  be  found  in  withholding  from  wit- 
nesses the  privilege  of  correcting  their 
evidence  at  all ;  or,  if  at  all,  they  should 
be  made  to  perform  the  task  in  the  Gom- 
mittee-room,  on  the  day  of  their  exami- 
nation. If  the  witness  should  be  sub- 
sequently desirous  to  give  any  additional 
testimony,  he  would  have  only  to  come 
before  the  Committee  and  give  it.  But 
the  system  at  present  pursued,  with  regard 
to  the  correction  of  evidence,  was  in  every 
respect  preposterous. 

An  Hon, Member sdid,  that  aCommittee, 
on  which  he  had  sat  for  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  last  Session,  did  not  send  in 
their  report,  with  the  corrected  evidence 
annexed,  until  the  month  ofyOctober, 
although  the  Committee  had  ceased  to  sit 
before  the  prorogation  of  Parliament  in 
Aui^ust. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  depre- 
cated the  very  improper  use  which  had 
been  repeatedly  made  by  witnesses,  of  the 
privilege  which  was  generally  extended  to 
them,  of  correcting  their  evidence.  While, 
however,  he  fully  concurred  with  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  preceded  him  in  reprobating 
these  unjustifiable  practices,  he  thought 
that  the  safest  and  most  efficacious  remedy 
would  be  found  in  the  exercise  of  a  vigilant 
control  by  the  Chairmen  of  Committees. 
I^o  bon.  Gentleman  could  have  had  more 
numerous  occasions  of  witnessing  these 
improprieties    than    himself.       Mistakes 
aometimescrept  into  the  short-band  writer's 
notes ;  and  in  that  case  a  correction  was 
necessary  ;  but  this  by  no  means  implied 
the  legitimacy  of  the  extent  to  which  wit- 
nesses frequently  carried  their  alterations. 
The  evil  might  be  satisfactorily  remedied 
by  a  little  vigtlanoe  on  the  part  of  Chair- 
men.    For  his  part,  he  had  suffered  from 
the  Inconvenience  of  evidence  being  thus 
altered  at  will ;  and  had  occasion,  in  one 
instance,  to  report  to  the  House  where  the 
witness  answered  a  question  originally  in 
the  affirmative,  and  subsequently  in  the 
negative.     Correction  was  in  some  in- 
stances undoubtedly  necessarjr;  but  the 
Clerk  of  the  Minutes,  in  submitting  them 
to  the  consideration  of   the   Chairman, 
sbottld  be  bound  to  call  the  Chairman's 
attention  to  every  correction  introduced 
by  the  witness.    The  fact  of  the  minutes 


of  evidence  being  taken  home  by  the  wit- 
ness out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House 
of  Commons  was  the  foundation  of  all  that 
was  erroneous  in  the  system.  If  the  wit- 
ness were  assured  of  the  fact  that  he  would 
be  compelled  to  submit  every  alteration  to 
the  Chairman's  judgment,  the  evil  would 
soon  find  its  remedy;  and  no  change  would 
be  introduced  but  such  as  common  sense 
and  sound  judgment  sanctioned.  He  re* 
membered  a  case  which  had  called  forth 
his  marked  animadversion  at  the  period  of 
its  occurrence.  He  alluded  to  the  report 
of  a  Committee  of  which  his  hon.  Friend 
(^the  Attorney- General)  had  been  Chair«» 
man,  in  which  the  evidence  as  originally 
given,  and  as  afterwards  altered  by  the 
witness,  was  printed  in  parallel  columns. 
He  would  not  say  that  his  recollection  of 
the  circumstance  was  perfectly  accurate; 
but,  at  all  events,  if  the  exposure  was 
made  in  the  mode  which  he  had  stated, 
the  proceeding  was  quite  justifiable. 

Mr.  fVilliams  Wynn  entirely  concurred 
with  hon.  Members  in  reprobating  the 
latitude  in  which  witnesses  sometimes  ia» 
dulged,  under  pretext  of  correcting  their 
evidence.  He  did  not  see  how  it  was  pes* 
aible  to  preserve  the  purity  of  evidence,  so 
long  as  these  sweeping  alterations  were 
permitted.  At  the  same  time,  he  contended 
that  it  would  be  quite  unfair  to  deprive  the 
witness  of  the  opportunity  of  rectifying 
errors  for  which  he  was  by  no  means  him- 
self accountable.  The  evidence  was  taken 
in  short-hand,  and  afterwards  transcribed. 
It  was  impossible  that  during  this  process 
errors  should  not  creep  in.  Mistakes  had 
been  frequently  made,  and  the  witness  of 
course  misrepresented.  For  these  the  wit* 
ness  could  not  be  held  responsible,  and 
an  occasional  sinkin^^  of  the  voice  on  bis 
part  would  of  necessity  create  ellipses  in 
the  shorthand-writer's  notes.  The  privi* 
lege  of  corrrection  should  be  therefore 
afforded  to  the  witness ;  but  in  the  exer- 
cise of  that  privilege  he  should  be  restricted 
by  a  salutary  control.  He  would  instance 
the  case  of  an  election  petition,  where  the 
evidence  is  taken  in  shorthand,  and  no 
opening  is  afforded  for  correction.  He 
had  no  doubt,  however,  that  if  a  witness 
stated  to  the  Committee  that  he  feared  the 
Clerk  might  have  committed  an  error  of 
importance  in  taking  some  portion  of  his 
evidence,  the  Committee  would  direct  the 
minutes  to  be  altered  accordingly.  A 
similar  procedure  might  be  adopted  hf 
every  other  species  of  CommitteOt 
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Mr.  O'Cbiui^fl remarked,  that  hoD.  Gen- 
tlemen seemed  to  have  overlooked  a  very 
important  view  of  the  question.  It  was  in 
evidence  before  several  Committees  of  the 
House  that  property  and  character  might 
be  alike  assailed*  as  in  his  own  case,  by 
witnesses  examined  before  Committees, 
while,  as  it  at  present  stood,  the  law 
afforded  no  remedy  whatever  to  the  in- 
jured party.  The  witness  enjoyed  the  ut- 
most impunity;  and  the  vilest  character 
might  be  imputed  to  a  man,  and  the  falsest 
representations  of  him  made ;  yet  there 
existed  no  legal  punishment  for  what  was 
an  undoubted  crime.  The  course  pursued 
in  Committees  of  the  House  of  Lords  was 
very  different.  There  the  depositions  were 
taken  on  oath;  and  an  obvious  remedy 
was  thus  afforded,  for  which  in  that  House 
there  existed  no  remedy  at  all.  A  power 
should  be  granted  to  proceed  in  such  cases 
for  misdemeanour  against  the  party  who 
wilfully  and  corrupily  mis-stated  facts; 
and  the  remedy  which  the  criminal  law 
permits  should  not  be  excluded  from  pro- 
ceedings before  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  apprehended  that 
any  prevarication  or  false  testimony  might 
be  punished  satisfactorily  by  the  House  in 
the  event  of  its  being  proved  to  have  been 
committed  by  a  witness.  It  would  be  the 
bounden  duty  of  the  House,  in  such  an 
event,  to  visit  the  guilty  party  with  con- 
dign punishment. 

Mr.  O'ConnelL — You  are  provided  with 
the  means  of  [contradicting  what  the  wit- 
ness states.  But  take  the  case  where  wit- 
nesses contradict  each  other,  or  have  come 
from  distant  parts  of  the  country,  and  re- 
turned to  their  respective  homes.  In  such 
a  case,  what  remedy  do  you  possess  ?  I 
iball  make  the  experiment  of  attempting 
to  discover  one,  now  that  I  have  spoken  of 
the  subject. 

Sir  Robert  P^e/.— A  great  deal  might  be 
urged  in  favour  of  the  position  of  hon. 
Members,  who  hold  that  no  alteration 
whatever  should  be  suffered  in  the  minutes. 
In  a  criminal  case  you  would  not  attach 
so  much  weight  to  evidence  altered  subse- 
quently to  its  delivery  as  to  evideoee  re- 
maining in  its  original  state.  The  effect 
of  such  a  system  would  be  to  make  the 
witnesses  much  more  clear  and  careful  in 
the  formation  of  their  answers.      Their 

Kammar,  I  have  no  doubt,  would  be  much 
iter  attended  to,  and  much  of  the  laxity 
which  now  prevails  among  witnesses  in 


giving  their  evidence,  would  possibly  be 
removed  for  the  future. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  observed,  with  refer- 
ence to  a  previous  remark  of  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  that  he  knew  of  only 
one  case  in  which  a  witness  had  been  per- 
mitted to  carry  the  copy  of  his  evidence 
home. 

Mr.  Hume  was  of  opinion,  that  if  the 
evidence  were  printed  exactly  in  the  form 
in  which  it  was  taken  down,  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  would  be  able  to  judge  in  a 
moment  whether  the  alterations  introduced 
by  the  witness  were  merely  verbal.  It  had 
fallen  to  his  lot  to  Gnd  question  and  an- 
swer both  so  altered,  as  to  involve  a  com- 
plete change  of  meaning. 

Mr.  Ewart  remarked,  that  no  alteration 
was  ever  permitted  to  be  introduced  into 
the  notes  of  evidence  taken  in  the  courts 
of  law;  and  that,  as  Committees  of  the 
House  exerted  a  similar  capacity  to  that  of 
the  courts  of  law,  they  should  follow  in  this 
respect  the  example  of  the  latter. 

Dr.  Bowring  instanced  a  case  of  gross 
ignorance  on  the  part  of  a  shorthand- 
writer  employed  to  take  the  evidence  at  a 
Committee  upon  East-India  affairs.  A 
witness  speaking  of  thesilkworm  mentioned 
it  by  the  scientific  name  **  bombyx ;"  and 
when  the  evidence  had  been  printed,  the 
shorthand- writer  was  found  to  have  de- 
scribed it  as  "  all  bombast.*'  He  thought 
that  the  witnesses  should  be  allowed  to 
read  and  correct  their  testimony  under  the 
surveillance  of  the  Chairman. 

Mr.  Hume  would  propose,  that  every 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  should, 
on  the  next  morning  after  the  examination 
of  a  witness,  receive  a  copy  of  the  evidence, 
literally  as  it  had  been  given.  Each  indi^ 
vidual  member  would  thus  be  a  check  on 
the  Chairman,  and  this  proposition  (if 
acceded  to)  would  have  the  effect  of  ob* 
viating  the  great  mistakes  which  the  short- 
hand-writers  were  in  the  habit  of  commit- 
ting. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  remarked,  that  if 
every  member  were  thus  furnished  with  an 
incorrect  copy  of  the  evidence,  the  errors 
which  each  copy  contained  would  become 
immortalized. 

The  motion  carried,  and  Committee 
appointed. 
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National  Education.]  Lord 
Brougham  said,  be  had  the  honour  to  lay 
before  their  Lordships  a  Bill  which  he  had 
introduced  the  Session  before  the  last,  but 
trhich  was  not  pressed  through  the  House 
-—be  meant  a  Bill  for  promoting  education 
and  for  regulating  charities.  It  was  not 
his  intention,  on  the  present  occasion,  to 
trouble  their  Lordships  with  a  detail  of 
the  Bill ;  it  was  similar  to  the  one  to  which 
he  had  referred,  but  it  contained  two 
material  additions.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  establish  a  board  for  the  purpose  of 
superintending  the  application  of  the 
funds  which  from  time  to  time  Parliament 
voted;  also,  to  regulate  the  administra- 
tion of  charity  funds  generally,  and  to 
prevent  abuses  therein.  Of  this  board  the 
President  of  the  Council,  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  would  be  members.  The 
material  changes  in  the  present  Bill  were, 
in  relation  to  certain  powers,  given  for  the 
regulation  of  education,  and  in  the  next 
place  for  the  regulation  of  charities.  Their 
Lordships  were  aware  that  objections  had 
been  made  to  the  previous  Bill  on  account 
of  its  being  supposed  to  have  a  mischievou 
effect  on  voluntary  contributions  for  edu- 
cational purposes;  now  the  present  Bill 
obviated  that ;  and,  indeed,  there  was  no 
intention  in  the  former  measure,  to  super- 
sede voluntary  contributions.  These  al- 
terations effected  a  considerable  improve- 
ment in  the  Bill,  and  he  was  very  sanguine 
in  his  belief  that  it  would  be  of  great 
benefit  to  education.  There  were  other 
alterations  which  he  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  advert  to  ;  and  he  would  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  first  time. 

Read  a  first  time. 

Local  CouBTsBii.L.— Pluralities.] 
Lord  Brougham  said,  he  had  now  two 
Bills  to  introduce,  but  he  should  at  pre- 
sent merely  move  their  first  reading,  and 
should  not  proceed  with  them  a  further 
stage  unless  the  measures  for  the  improve- 
ment and  better  administration  of  the  laws 
which  his  noble  Friends,  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  were  about  to  introduce  to  Par- 
liament, should  be,  in  his  opinion,  inefii- 
cient  The  Bills  which  he  had  now  to  lay 
upon  the  table  were  these — the  one  to 
prevent  pluralities,  and  the  other  to  estab- 
lish local  courts.  No  change  in  the  latter 
Bill  had  been  made  beyond  a  few  verbal 
alterations.    The  Bill,  as  their  Lordships 


were  aware,  had  gone  through  several 
stages,  and  was  lost  on  its  third  reading. 
True  it  was,  there  was  a  great  difference  of 
opinion  in  that  House,  whether  such  a 
measure  ought  to  pass  at  all  or  hot;  bat 
if  one  ought,  then,  as  he  understood  the 
opinions  of  their  Lordships,  the  present 
was  the  form  in  which  it  ought  to  pass. 
Undoubtedly,  as  regarded  the  numbers  on 
the  division  on  the  third  reading,  there  was 
a  large  majority  against  it.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  concluded  by  moving 
that  the  Bills  be  read  a  first  time. 
Read  a  first  time. 

Irish  National  Association.] 
Lord  Cloncurry  wished,  before  their  Lord- 
ships adjourned,  to  say  a  few  words  in  re- 
ference to  a  circumstance  which  took 
place  in  that  House  on  a  former  evening, 
when  allusion  was  made  to  the  National 
Association  of  Ireland,  from  which  country 
he  had  recently  arrived.  No  man  lamented 
more  than  he  did  the  necessity  which  had 
called  that  Association  into  existence ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  did  not  think 
that  any  noble  Lord  was  justified  in  look- 
ing at  it  as  an  illegal  or  an  unlawful 
association.  He  could  speak  of  that  asso- 
ciation the  more  freely  and  impartially, 
inasmuch  as  he  did  not  belong  to  it ;  and, 
in  his  opinion,  it  ought  to  be  called  a 
society  for  the  vindication  of  Ireland, 
because  it  was  in  consequence  of  insuliing, 
intemperate,  and  improper  language  hav- 
ing been  used  towards  that  country  that 
it  was  first  established.  He  cherished  no 
feeling  but  for  the  prosperity  of  that  coun- 
try; and,  if  possible,  he  would  conjoin 
that  prosperity  with  the  welfare  of  this 
country  by  a  course  of  kind  and  beneficent 
policy.  But  it  was  quite  impossible  that 
that  real  affection  or  that'  warm  feeling  of 
mutual  interest  which  it  was  so  desirable 
to  establish  between  the  two  countries 
could  be  maintained,  if  individuals  came 
forward,  he  might  say,  to  insult  and  libel  a 
generous  and  high-minded  people,  because 
they  struggled  for  those  rights  which  had 
been  unjustly  withheld  from  them.  That 
the  National  Association  of  Ireland,  like 
all  other  bodies  similarly  situated,  and 
similarly  called  together,  had  suffered 
language  to  be  made  use  of  which  it 
would  have  been  better  to  have  avoided, 
he  did  not  mean  to' deny ;  but  still,  their 
object  was  uniform,  it  was  openly  avowed^ 
and  he  thought  it  was  just*  That  object 
was,  to  get  rid  of  one  of  the  greatest  mil- 
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fortooes  tbat  afflicted  the  country,  and 
which  brought  destitotioa  on  Ireland — ^he 
meant  unlawful  combinations  amongst  the 
industrious  classes,  which  had  never  failed 
to  produce  ruin  and  destruction  in  all 
parts  of  the  country  where  they  prevailed. 
So  far  as  he  understood,  the  Association 
had  instituted  a  class  of  persons  to  pre- 
serve the  peace,  to  give  good  advice  to  the 
people;  and,  if  the  peace  were  not  ob- 
served— ^if  the  peace  were  infringed,  then 
to  take  measures  for  remedying  the  dis- 
order. He  wished  that  he  could  laugh 
when  he  spoke  on  the  subject  of  Ireland. 
He  saw  nothing  to  laugh  at  in  the  situation 
of  that  country.  It  was  no  laughing 
matter;  and  he  thought  they  would  be 
acting  most  unwisely  if  respect  were  not 
paid  to  the  just  claims  of  that  country. 
The  National  Association  of  Ireland,  he 
was  quite  convinced,  would  dissolve  itself 
if  bis  Msjesty  signified  his  pleasure  that 
it  should  be  dissolved.  But  there  was 
another  institution,  of  which  no  notice 
had  been  taken — a  very  numerous  insti- 
tution, which,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  had 
assembled  for  an  illegal  purpose  in  Dublin 
—for  the  self-evident  purpose,  he  would 
say,  of  exciting  dissention  and  division 
amongst  the  people,  if  not  disobedience 
to  the  law.  Summoned  by  certain  Peers, 
a  meeting  of  Protestants  took  place  in  a 
room  adjoining  the  Mansion-house  in 
Dublin  ;  and  their  Lordships  might  judge 
of  what  sort  of  a  meeting  it  was,  when  he 
stated,  that  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  as 
he  understood,  refused  to  preside  at  that 
meeting,  although  he  allowed  it  to  be  held 
in  a  room  attached  to  the  Mansion-house. 
At  tbat  meeting  the  most  violent  and  ran- 
corous demonstration  of  Orange  feeling 
was  exhibited.  Orange  flags  were  carried 
about  in  triumph  ;  and  some  of  the  party 
would,  it  was  said,  have  waited  on  the 
Lord-Lieutenant,  in  a  boisterous  and 
tumultuous  manner,  if  they  had  not  ap- 

Crehended  that  they  would  have  been  met 
y  another  and  a  larger  party,  who  pro- 
fessed different  principles.  This  proceed- 
ing had,  however,  done  considerable  good, 
because  it  had  induced  many  noble  Lords, 
extensive  landed  proprietors,  and  many 
commoDers,  to  come  forward  with  their 
protest  against  such  indecorous  proceed- 
ings. The  Duke  of  Leinster,  that  man  so 
excellent  in  all  the  relations  of  life,  called 
on  the  peers  and  gentry  of  Ireland  to  ex- 
press their  opinion,  and  to  remonstrate  on 
this  occasion,  and  that  call  was  trium- 


phantly responded  to.  Thirty*four  most 
influential  Peers  connected  with  Ireland 
joined  with  the  noble  Duke  in  his  expres- 
sion of  dissent.  He  admitted,  that  amongst 
those  who  attended  the  meeting  to  which 
he  had  referred  there  were  several  highly 
respectable  persons.  He  had  heard,  how- 
ever, that  they  had  put  down  Peers  of 
thirteen  or  fourteen  years  of  age  to  swell 
the  numbers,  and  that  some  who  formerly 
acted  on  the  other  side  now  took  an  ad- 
verse part,  merely  from  carelessness  and 
facility.  The  meeting  was,  however,  guided 
by  those  who,  over  and  over  again,  had 
raised  a  mighty  clamour,  and  endeavoured 
to  injure  the  Government,  merely  because 
that  Government  had,  for  the  first  time, 
endeavoured  to  do  justice,  and  nothing 
more  than  justice,  to  Ireland.  He  bad 
litrle  communication  with  the  Government 
of  Ireland— he,  of  himself,  knew  nothing 
of  what  they  were  doing.  He  believed, 
however,  that  they  simply  wished  to  do 
justice  to  Ireland  ;  and  further,  he  believed 
that  those  who  calumniated  and  spoke  in- 
juriously of  them  belonged  to  that  party 
who  had  profited  by  bad  government,  and 
who  had  arrogated  to  themselves  the 
spoils  of  a  people  who  had  been  too  long 
trampled  on.  All  he  asked  for  Ireland 
was  justice.  He  called  on  their  Lordships 
to  look  at  the  question  calmly  and  peace- 
ably ;  and,  having  so  considered  it,  to  do 
what  was  right  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 
But  if  it  were  hoped  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  should  be  re-conquered — if  it  were 
contemplated  that  they  should  be  sub- 
jected to  the  coercion  of  the  bayonet  and 
the  sword — it  was  impossible  but  that 
such  a  resistance  would  be  made  as  would 
bring  the  states  of  Europe,  and  perhaps 
America,  to  join  with  and  succour  the 
oppressed.  Called  on  as  they  were  by  his 
Majesty  to  consider  the  situation  of  that 
country,  and  to  give  an  opinion  on  that 
subject,  he  entreated  their  Lordships  to 
look  forward  to  the  true  means  of  allaying 
irritation  by  seeking  remedies  for  existing 
evils.  Let  them  not  imagine  that  a  licen- 
tious soldiery  could  be  let  loose  on  a 
nation  without  going  much  further  than 
those  persons  intended  who  first  counselled 
such  a  course.  They  saw  here  a  people 
possessed,  in  an  eminent  degree,  of  inge- 
nuity and  industry  reduced  to  a  state  of 
destitution  and  degradation  by  bad  govern- 
ment. How  was  this  frightful  state  of 
things  to  be  altered  ?  The  way,  the  evi- 
dent way,  to  relieve  that  people  was  to 
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give  them  education,  which  had  been  with- 
held from  them  in  the  most  unfair  manner 
-«oto  give  them  employment,  which  they 
would  be  but  too  happy  to  receive — to 
give  them  also  an  adequate  interest  in  the 
management  of  their  own  concerns,  by 
imparting  to  them  as  large  a  measure  of 
corporate  reform  as  had  been  extended  to 
England  and  Scotland.  Further,  by  giving 
them  an  equitable  and  fair  system  of  Poor 
laws,  or  rather  a  labour-rate;  for  the 
landed  proprietors  were,  many  of  them, 
absentees,  overwhelmed  with  distress  and 
difficulties,  and,  with  reference  at  least  to 
them,  a  labour-rate  would  be  the  best 
measure  that  could  be  devised.  If  such 
relief  as. he  had  spoken  of  were  given  to 
the  pA>ple  of  Ireland,  it  would  render  them 
tranquil  and  happy,  and  would  produce 
incalculable  benefits  to  the  empire  at  large. 

Lord  Brougham  wished  to  give  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Gloncurry)  an  opportunity 
of  explaining  an  expression  in  his  speech. 
He  alluded  to  where  he  said  that  the  pre- 
sent was  the  6rst  Government  that  had 
endeavoured  to  do  justice  to  Ireland.  Now 
it  would  be  recollected  by  the  noble  Baron, 
that  Lords  Wellesley  and  Anglesey  had 
not  long  since  held  the  reins  of  Govern- 
ment in  that  country,  and  he  was  sure  he 
would  rejoice  in  the  opportunity  of  stating 
that  in  his  place  which  he  fully  expressed 
in  a  letter  lately  seen  by  him  (Lord 
Brougham),  namely,  a  full  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  great  anxiety  of  the  noble 
Lords  to  whom  he  alluded  to  do  justice  to 
Ireland.  He  thought  an  explanation  due 
to  the  noble  Lords — due  to  his  noble 
Friend  then  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's 
Councils,  Earl  Grey ;  to  the  noble  Lord 
who  then  held  the  office  of  Chief  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  (Lord  Mel- 
bourne), and  to  those  who  held  the  office 
of  Chief  Secretary  in  Ireland,  as  well  as 
to  himself,  who  at  the  time  held  a  place 
of  high  trust  as  a  servant  of  his  Majesty. 
He  was  sure  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Cion- 
Gurry)  would  be  glad  of  the  opportunity  of 
doing  justice  to  those  of  whom  he  spoke. 
Perhaps  the  matter  might  be  considered 
trifling,  yet  it  would  be  well  to  correct  any 
apparent  errors,  and  not  to  allow  any  evil 
effects  to  follow. 

Lord  Cloncurry  harboured  no  intention 
to  insinuate  anything  against  the  conduct 
of  the  noble  Lords  who  had  been  alluded 
to.  He  bore  willing  testimony  to  the 
humanity  of  the  Marquess  of  Anglesey,  and 
be  believed  that  no  man  was  more  anxious 


to  do  his  duty  than  that  noble  Lord  was. 
But  it  was  hardly  necessary  for  him  to 
state,  what  everybody  knew,  that  the 
Marquess  of  Anglesey  was  counteracted  in 
his  efibrts,  and  that  he  bad  received  orders 
from  his  own  secretary  not  to  adopt  cer- 
tain measures  which  be  contemplated* 
Stiil  ha  endeavoured  to  do  something,  and 
he  had  some  degree  of  success.  Then 
there  was  the  Duke  of  Northumberland, 
an  intermediate  Lord-Lieutenant,  than 
whom  he  believed  a  man  more  zealous  to 
do  his  duty  never  lived,  nor  was  there  a 
man  for  whom  he  felt  greater  respect. 
He,  too,  was  prevented  from  acting  as  he 
wished.  With  respect  to  Lord  Wellesley, 
he  had  always  looked  up  to  him  as  one  of 
the  first  men  of  his  age ;  but  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  must  know,  that  Lord 
Wellesley  was,  in  both  his  governments, 
counteracted  in  his  endeavour  to  carry 
into  effect  those  plans  which  he  had  pre* 
pared  for  the  benefit  of  the  country.  He 
should  be  very  sorry,  in  what  he  had  said, 
to  be  understood  as  meaning  to  cast  any 
reflection  on  the  noble  individuals  men- 
tioned by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend. 
All  that  he  meant  to  say  was,  that  there 
never  was  anything  like  uniformity  of 
action  in  the  Government  generally,  hav- 
ing for  its  object  justice  to  Ireland^  until 
the  present  Administration  came  into 
power. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  February  2,  1837. 

Mrivtrrss.]  Petition*  preMnted.  By  tercnl  Hon.  Msmbxis* 
from  viiriotis  pIaon«  for  the  total  Aboiitloo  of  Chuith 
IUte8««-By  Mr.  Wilks,  from  Wickham  and  other  places, 
for  Abolition  of  Church  Rates.— By  Sir  Jamxs  Grabam* 
from  Longtovo,  for  ReUef  of  HamtLoom  We»Tan. — By 
Sir  Fbbdbaioic  Pocj.ock,  from  Godmaiiafaeatcr,  for 
Amendment  of  Municipal  Corporations  Act.— By  Mr. 
Wallace  and  Mr.  Fox  Maulb,  from  Greenodc,  Pcrtfa« 
and  Chaid,  for  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Soap. 

Registration.]  Lord  John  Russell 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  moving  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill,  to  suspend  for  four 
months  the  operation  of  two  Acts  passed 
last  Session,  for  the  registration  of  births, 
marriages,  and  deaths.  The  Poor-law 
Commissioners  had  represented  to  him, 
that  great  inconvenience  would  ensue  from 
putting  these  Acts  in  force  at  present, 
and  they  expected  that  by  the  1st  of  July, 
about  1,300  parishes,  not  now  in  union, 
would  be  so,  when  the  provisions  of  these 
Acts  might  be  immediately  carried  into 
effect.  This  was  a  suSicieDt  reason  to 
induce  him  to  poslpono  thQ  operation  of 
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tbfi  Acta ;  and  another  was,  that  it  would 
give  those  officers  who  were  to  carry  the 
profisioQS  of  the  Acts  into  effect,  sufficient 
time  to  enable  them  to  perfect  themselves 
in  the  duties  which,  under  the  system  of 
registration  proposed  in  those  Acts,  they 
would  be  called  on  to  perform*  On  these 
grounds,  he  would  move  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Billy  to  suspend  the  Acts  of  last 
Session,  relating  to  the  registration  of 
births,  marriages,  and  deaths,  for  four 
months. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  wished  the  noble  Lord 
had  prolonged  the  term  of  their  suspension. 
The  object  originally  intended  by  those 
Acts  was,  the  conciliation  of  the  Dissenters : 
this  object  had  not  been  obtained ;  and  he 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord,  neither  had 
they  conciliated  the  members  of  the  Church 
of  Elogland. 

Mr.  Wilks  must  take  leave  to  state,  that 
the  Dissenters  expressed  great  gratitude 
to  his  Majesty's  Government  for  those 
enactments,  and  though  some  few  persons 
might  differ  from  the  general  body,  and 
think  there  were  a  few  imperfections  in 
them,  yet  these  were  like  the  spots  on  the 
sun,  and  he  had  no  doubt  the  House  would 
obliterate  them. 

Mr.  Baines  had  heard  a  great  deal  on 
the  subject  of  these  Bills,  and  had  always 
understood  that  the  Dissenters,  as  a  body, 
had  accepted  them,  and  felt  grateful  to 
Government  for  acceding  to  their  wishes. 
Respecting  the  observation  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  supposed  that  few  Bills 
passed  that  House  which  gave  entire  sa- 
tisfaction to  all  persons  who  were  con« 
cerned. 

Mr.  Po//er  said,  that  the  Dissenter^  of 
Lancashire  and  Cheshire  had  met  at  the 
Unharian  Chapel,  Manchester,  and  had 
expressed  their  satisfaction  with  the  Bill. 
He  thought  that  the  postponement  might 
be  productive  of  inconvenience  to  persons 
who  were  waiting  to  be  married. 

Mr.  0*Connell  had  that  morning  had  an 
interview  with  four  prelates,  of  a  religion 
that  was  deeply  affected  by  the  Bills.  He 
thought  that  a  little  amelioration  and 
amendment  might  be  advantageously  in- 
tsoduced,  but  that  they  were  deeply  grate- 
ful for  what  they  had  obtained.  He  spoke 
of  the  professors  of  a  religion  that  was  now 
much  increasing. 

Mr.  Ewart  said,   that  the  Bills   had 
given  great  satisfiustion  among  his  consti- 
tuents. 
Lofd  Jolm  RuiiM  said,  that  however 
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I  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  might 
put  himself  forward  as  the  organ  of  the 
University  of  Oxford,  he  hoped  he  would 
not  again  appear  as  the  organ  of  the  Dis- 
senters of  England. 

Motion  agreed  to.   Bill  brought  in,  and 
read  a  first  time, 

SiNBCURB  Law  Offices.]    Mr.  Ser- 
geant Goulburn  applied  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  abolish  certain  sinecure  offices 
in  the  Courts  of  King's  Bench,  Common 
Pleas,  and  Exchequer,  and  to  make  a  more 
effective  and    uniform   establishment    of 
officers  in  those  courts.    As  the  Bill  had 
passed  that  House  last  Session,  and  did 
not  pass  the  other  House,    it  was   not 
necessary,  on  the  present  occasion,  to  go 
at  length  into  the  reasons  that  induced 
him  to  bring  in  the  measure.     He  would 
simply  state,  that  he  brought  forward  this 
Bill,  to  carry  into  effect  the  recommend^ 
ation  of  Commissioners,  for  the  purpose  of 
inquiring  into  the  fees  of  the  officers  of  the 
courts  of  common  law.    This  subject  had 
long  excited    the  attention  of   the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament,  and  many  attempts 
had  been  unsuccessfully  made  to  correct 
the  evils  that  prevailed.    The  House  was 
aware,  that  in  the  year  1830,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
introduced  into  that  House  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  the  value  of   all 
offices  held   by  officers  in  the  superior 
courts  of  common  law.     He  did  it  as  an 
experiment,  for  the  purpose,  as  he  stated 
in  his  very  able  speech,  of  preventing  im* 
pediments  at  any  future  period    of  the 
progress  of  law  reform,  by  their  being 
constantly  told,  that  the  rights  of  officers 
interfered  with  legal  reform.    The  right 
hon.   Baronet's    Bill,    therefore,  was  to 
ascertain,  once  for  all,  what,  at  that  pe- 
riod, was  the  value  of  those  offices,  in  order 
that,  in  all  times  to  come,  there  should 
be  a  certified  value,  which  should  be  then 
paid  to  the  holders  of  those  offices,  intimat- 
ing to  any  future  holders  of  those  offices, 
who  should  be  appointed   subsequently, 
that  their  rights  must  not  stand  in  the  way 
of  legal  reform.    These  offices  had  under* 
gone  much  inquiry ;  their  value  had  been 
ascertained,  and  the  purpose  of  the  Bill 
which  he  was  then  seeking  to  introduce, 
was  to  get  rid  of,  and  to  abolish  them.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  he  needed  to  adduce 
no  argument  to  induce  that  House  to  adopt 
a  measure  of  such  great  importance^  a 
measure  which,  he  believed^  had  the  8anc« 
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lion  of  all  persons  conversant  with  the 
sabject.  It  was  time  they  should  get  rid 
of  all  those  offices  which  incumbered  the 
administration  of  Government,  and  that  the 
courts  should  be  put  on  a  better  regulated 
system.  There  was  the  greater  reason  to 
adopt  this  course,  as  the  experiment  had 
been  tried  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  by 
Lord  Lyndhurst,  who  introduced  a  Bill  for 
the  better  regulation  of  that  Court,  and 
the  effect  of  that  experiment  had  been  of 
the  most  advantageous  description.  The 
object  of  the  present  Bill  was,  to  carry 
into  effect  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. It  would  not  be  necessary  for 
him,  on  the  present  occasion,  to  dwell  at 
any  length  upon  it,  as  there  would  be 
many  other  opportunities  of  discussing  it. 
He  would,  therefore,  content  himself  with 
adverting  to  the  grounds  on  which  it  had 
been  rejected  last  Session,  by  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  The  House  would 
recollect,  that,  up  to  a  lace  period,  it  was 
the  custom  to  pay  certain  fees  to  the 
Judges  of  the  King's  Bench,  and  they  were 
allowed  to  dispose  of,  and  make  the  sub- 
ject of  family  arrangements,  certain  offices 
in  the  Court  in  which  they  presided  ;  but 
by  a  Bill  passed  in  the  reign  of  Geo.  4thy 
fixed  salaries  were  named  somewhat  com- 
mensurate to  the  dignity  of  the  station  in 
which  they  were  placed.  In  that  Act,  the 
rights  of  certain  officers  then  living  were 
reserved,  and  the  power  of  appointing  to 
subordinate  situations  were  still  continued 
to  them.  In  the  Bill  which  he  introduced 
there  was  a  clause  still  reserving  those 
rights ;  but  an  hon.  Gentleman  objected 
to  it,  and  proposed,  whenever  a  vacancy 
occurred  in  the  offices,  compensation 
should  be  made  to  the  persons  having  the 
right  of  appointment,  in  such  amount  as 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  might  think  fit; 
and  it  was  settled  that  the  Treasury  should 
be  compelled  to  give  the  right  of  appoint- 
ment to  those  who  then  held  it,  or  three- 
fourths  of  the  value  of  the  offices  them- 
selves. On  the  Bill  going  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  Lord  Ellenborough  objected  to  the 
clause,  as  it  would  place  him,  who  held 
the  office  of  chief  clerk  in  the  King's  Bench, 
in  an  invidious  position.  Owing,  therefore, 
to  bis  opposition,  and  to  the  absence  of 
common  law  Lords,  the  Bill  was  thrown 
out ;  but  he  hoped,  that  during  the  present 
Session,  it  would  meet  with  a  more  favour- 
able reception,  as  he  introduced  the  clauses 
as  it  had  originally  stood. 
Mr,  Hume  said,  he  did  not  rise  to  oppose 


the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman ;  but  he  took  that  opportunity  of 
asking, what  steps  had  been  taken  to  abolish 
the  office  held  by  the  late  Lord  Rosslyn 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  Scotland  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  sMt  that  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury  had  taken  the  advice  of  the 
Lord-Advocate  on  the  point  of  law,  and 
that  the  regulation  of  that  office  was  under 
their  consideration. 

Leave  given. 

Municipal  Corporation  Act.] 
The  Attorney -General  rose,  pursuant  to 
notice,  for  the  purpose  of  moving  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Municipal 
Corporation  Bill.  There  were  certain  irre- 
gularities in  the  elections  under  that  Act 
which,  unless  the  House  passed  some 
legislative  enactment  to  remedy  them, 
would  be  productive  of  great  inconveni- 
ence. There  were  two  boroughs — Roches- 
ter, and  Newport  in  the  Isle  of  Wight — 
in  which  corporations  there  was  an  equal 
number  of  votes  for  each  set  of  aldermen  ; 
the  consequence  had  been,  that  each  party 
had  been  put  to  much  expense,  inconveni- 
ence, and  loss  of  time.  Processes  had 
also  been  issued  against  unfortunate 
councilmen  more  than  two  terms  after  the 
period  they  had  been  bound  to  serve, 
which  had  put  the  individuals  to  both  ex- 
pense and  inconvenience  ;  he  should,  there- 
fore, propose,  that  the  Court  of  King^s 
Bench  shall  not  have  the  power  to  issue  a 
quo  warranto  after  the  lapse  of  two  terms 
from  the  period  of  election.  He  would 
not  now  discuss  the  matter  further,  but 
would  merely  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Biirto  amend  the  Municipal  Corporation 
Act. 

Sir  William  Follett  did  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  opposing  the  motion  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  in  the  object  of 
which  he  agreed,  though  he  would  not 
pledge  himself  upon  the  subject ;  but  he 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  expressing  his 
hope  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
meant  to  introduce  some  clause  which 
should  make  the  mayors  more  responsible 
than  at  present ;  indeed,  as  the  law  now 
stood,  there  was  no  check  whatsoever  on 
that  officer — his  dictum  being  final.  There 
had  been  many  instances  in  which  the 
assessors  had  decided  differently,  and  he 
should  like  to  see  some  alteration  in  the 
constitution  of  their  courts — in  each  case 
he  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  bring  forward  some  proposition  for 
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remedying  the  inco^^^^^^^^^^*  ^^  ^^ 
Bill  now  stood  he  wou^^  °^^  pledge  himself 
to  support  it. 

Leave  given.  Bill  brought  in  and  read  a 
first  time. 

Caimihal  Law.]  Mr.  Maclean  wished 
to  know  from  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
(Lord  John  Russell)  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  propose 
any  alteration  in  the  criminal  law  during 
the  present  Session  ?  The  commission 
had  already  cost  the  country  10,393/.,  and 
only  two  reports  had  as  yet  proceeded 
from  it. 

Lord  John  Russell,  in  reply  to  the  ques- 
tion put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  begged 
to  state,  that  in  the  Report  made  by  the 
Commissioners,  at  the  close  of  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  many  alterations 
of  the  criminal  law  were  suggested,  and 
more  especially  with  respect  to  the  punish- 
ment of  death.  As  the  Commissioners  recom- 
mended that  that  awful  punishment  should 
be  taken  away  from  many  offences  that 
were  now  capital,  he  thought  it  was  not  a 
subject  that  ought  to  be  left  long  in  debate 
or  dispute,  and  therefore  that  no  stepshould 
be  taken  with  respect  to  it  until  the  whole 
.of  the  criminal  law  could  be  altered  in  the 
manner  proposed  by  the  Commissioners. 
At  thesame  t ime,  he  thought  that  the  subject 
was  one  that  ought  to  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  Government,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment, if  it  should  be  in  their  power  to 
frame  any  measure  upon  it,  should  lose  no 
time  in  calling  the  attention  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  it.  With  that  feeling,  soon  after 
the  close  of  the  last  Session,  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  refer  to  the  reports  that  had  been 
made  upon  the  subject ;  and  he  wrote  to 
the  Commissioners,  requesting  them  to 
furnish  him  with  the  heads  of  a  measure 
on  the  criminal  law,  by  which  the  punish- 
ment of  death  might  be  taken  away  from 
those  offences  which,  in  their  opinion, 
should  no  longer  remain  capital.  The 
Commissioners  met  at  the  end  of  October, 
to  consider  of  his  letter,  and  he  believed 
it  was  discussed  and  considered  by  them 
at  irreat  length,  and  with  great  attention. 
Since  that  time  he  had  been  in  frequent 
communication  upon  the  subject  with  the 
LordChancellorand  Lord  Denman,  the  chief 
justice  of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  and, 
as  the  result  of  his  labours  and  inquiries, 
he  hoped,  in  a  few  days,  to  be  able  to 
give  notice  of  a  number  of  Bills  which  he 
intended  to  bring   forward,    and  which 


would  makcy  as  he  conceived,  rery  great 
ameliorations  in  the  criminal  law.  As  to 
the  second  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
observations,  namely,  the  cost  of  the  Com- 
mission, he  had  only  a  few  words  to  say. 
He  found  when  he  came  into  office  that 
a  report  had  been  presented  by  the  Com- 
missioners, and  that  it  had  fallen  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge,  who  preceded 
him  in  his  office  of  Home  Secretary,  to 
recommend  to  the  Treasury  a  sum  to  be 
given  to  the  Commissioners  for  their  re- 
port. A  certain  sum  was  accordingly  ap- 
pointed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
when  the  next  report  came  before  him  he 
saw  no  reason  to  alter  the  precedent  es- 
tablished by  his  predecessor,  and  he  ac- 
cordingly recommended  the  Treasury  to 
pay  the  Commissioners  exactly  the  same 
sum  as  had  been  assigned  to  them  by  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  no  doubt 
but  that  this  Commission,  like  many 
others,  might  be  found,  in  some  respects, 
to  be  expensive  ;  but,  without  entering  into 
the  merit  of  other  Commissions,  he  would 
say  of  this,  that  no  subject  could  be  more 
important  for  the  Legislature  of  a  country 
to  consider,  than  the  procuring  good  and 
efficient  criminal  laws ;  and  he  would  say 
likewise,  with  great  respect  to  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  undertaken  to  reform 
particular  parts  of  the  criminal  law,  that  it 
would  be  better  that  the  Legislature 
should  come  to  the  consideration  of  the 
subject,  having  before  them  the  mature 
and  deliberate  opinions  of  professional 
men,  who,  acting  as  Commissioners,  had 
conducted  a  careful  inquiiy  into  the  whole 
of  the  matter,  rather  than  that  measures 
should  be  brought  forward  of  individual 
Members  dealing  only  with  one  particular 
class  of  offeuces,  mitigating  the  punish- 
ment of  death  as  regarded  that  class  of 
offences,  and  leaving  others,  perhaps  of  a 
slighter  character,  still  liable  to  that  awful 
punishment.  These  were  all  the  observa- 
tions that  he  felt  it  in  his  power  at  that  mo- 
ment to  make  upon  the  subject,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  feel 
satisfied  with  them. 

Mr.  Maclean  explained,  that  it  was  his 
intention  not  to  object  to  the  expense  of 
the  Commission,  but  to  call  the  noble 
Lord's  attention  to  the  fact,  that  nothing 
had  yet  resulted  from  the  labours  of  the 
Commission. 

Subject  dropped. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  February  3,  1837. 

Miir!JT«8.3    PetittoM  prei«ted.    By  teveral  n6hto  Lo»Di, 
ftom  wkMis  plaeM»  for  the  Aboimon  of  Chuzdi  RstM. 

Answer  to  the  Address.]  The  Mar- 
quis of  Conyngham  announced,  that  in 
obedience  to  their  Lordships'  commands, 
he  had  waited  on  his  Majesty  with  their 
Lordships'  Address,  to  which  his  Majesty 
had  been  pleased  to  return  the  following 
most  gracious  answer :  — 

"  My  Lords,— I  thank  you  for  this  loyal 
and  dutiful  Address,  and  rely  with  entire 
confidence  on  your  attachment  to  my  per- 
son and  Government,  and  on  your  en- 
lightened zeal  for  the  public  service." 

HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Friday^  February  3,  1837. 

MmuTM.]  Bilb.  Read  a  Becond  time :— Regtetration  of 
Marriagttk— Read  a  first  Ume:— -Cominon  Law  CouiHt 
Gnmd  Jurfei  (Ireland) ;  Leate-making  (Scotland) ;  Court 
of  Senion  (Scotland) ;  SmaU  Delita  (Scotland). 

Petitiom  presented.  By  sevend  Hon. Mimbkm,  firom  various 
piaoea,  for  the  Abolition  of  Church  Rates.— By  Mr.  W. 
Wywn,  ftom  the  Overseers  of  various  places  (Wales),  for 
Repeal  of  the  Bastardy  Clauses.— By  Sir  Robert  Tsr- 
oowov,  ham  the  Medioal  Superinteodants  of  DispcDsa- 
itas  (Tyrone),  for  the  Repeal  of  Uie  Ctaiiae  relating  to  the 
Salary  of  Medical  Attendants.— By  Dr.  Bowbiko,  flrom 
Perth  and  Dumbarton,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on 
Soapi 

Lord  J.  Russell  moved  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  the  House  to  go  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  Supply ;  which  was  agreed  to, 
and  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

• 

National  Association  (Ireland).] 
The  House  having  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  Supply, 

The  Chairman  having  read  part  of  his 
Majesty's  Speech  relating  to  the  estimates, 
put  the  question,  "  That  a  supply  be 
granted  to  his  Majesty/' 

Mr.  Sergeant  Ooulhurn  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord  one  question  concerning  Ire- 
land. He  (Mr.  Sergeant  Ooulhurn)  deeply 
deplored — and  he  wished  to  know  if  the 
noble  Lord  had  any  objection  to  state  a 
similar  opinion^  the  existence  of  an  asso- 
ciation in  that  country,  called  the  Na- 
tional Association ;  he  wished  to  know  if 
the  noble  Lord  concurred  in  that  opinion. 
He  had  witnessed  with  great  regret  the 
existence  and  the  control  of  an  association 
in  that  country  that  was  incompatible  with 
the  rights  of  that  House,  which  was  ad- 
verse to  the  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland,  and  of  which«  on  many  accounts, 
he  cordially  disapproved.    He  thought  the 


noble  Lord,  connected  as  he  was  by  office 
with  Ireland,  would  feel  obliged  by  his 
thus  giving  him  the  opportunity  of  telling 
the  House  and  the  country  what  was  his 
opinion  on  this  subject. 

Lord  J,  Russell  said,  he  did  not  think  it 
was  convenient  to  state  whether  he  con- 
curred or  not  in  the  opinion  expressed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  on  the 
National  Association  in  Ireland.  He  did 
not  conceive  that  this  was  a  fit  opportu- 
nity for  the  discussion ;  but  he  would  give 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  an  op. 
portunity  of  hearing  his  opinion  on  Tues- 
day night,  when  he  brought  in  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  Bill  for  Ireland.  He 
would  then  state  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  his  opinion,  for  which  he  was 
responsible ;  but  he  could  not  now  state 
how  far  that  opinion  might  coincide  with 
that  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  just  expressed. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Qoulburn  was  strictly  in 
order,  on  a  motion  for  supply,  to  ask  any 
Member  of  the  Government  if  he  con- 
curred in  any  opinion  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  Prime  Minister  respecting 
the  Association— to  ask  if  the  noble  Lord 
were  bound  by  the  opinion  of  the  head  of 
the  Administration  of  which  he  was  a 
part,  who  cordially  disapproved  of  the  Na. 
tional  Association.  He  thought  also  that 
it  was  worthy  the  consideration  of  the 
House  if  he  had,  in  asking  this  question, 
transgressed  any  of  its  rules.  With  de- 
ference to  the  noble  Lord,  he  must  say, 
that  the  answer  he  had  received  was  no 
answer,  but  had  rather  Ihe  appearance  of 
an  evasion. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  thought  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  got  as  good  an 
answer  as  he  had  a  right  to  expect.  He 
had  never  before  heard  such  a  question 
asked.  He  did  not  know  if  the  Prime 
Minister  had  ever  expressed  such  an  opi- 
nion ;  if  he  had,  he  could  only  say  it  was 
an  indiscreet  one.  He  did  not  know  of 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  dis- 
approved ;  but,  judging  by  the  public  and 
ordinary  channels,  he  highly  approved  of 
the  Association.  He  could  tell  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  that  Ireland  bad 
never  before  been  so  quiet  under  any  other 
Government;  and  no  credit  was  dae  to 
anything  except  the  moral  influence  that 
had  been  exercised  :  it  had  been  the  moral 
influence  of  the  Viceroy,  and  the  people 
had  rallied  round,  and  were  prepared  to 
sUnd  by  him.    Whenever  the  hon.  and 
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leftined  Mcibcr  ikaM  Maf  die  qocstiou 
belbie  the  House,  he  voald  not  fisd  him- 
self in  tt  majorilj.  He  vovid  find  iodi- 
▼idttals  of  exalted  imnk  joiniiig  the  Asm>- 
ciation ;  mnd  he  would  never  bdicTe  bat 
that  the  people  of  Irelaod  woald  see  the 
necessity  of  aaitin^r.  and  of  rallying  round 
the  association  in  its  efforts  for  their  wel- 
fare. 

Mr.  0*Commdl  not  only  highly  approTed 
of  what  had  been  done  l^  the  AssociatioD, 
bat  he  had  heartily  joineid  in  it.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  opinion  alladed  to 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
been  delivered  or  not  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter— nor  did  he  mnch  care.  He  rather 
feared  that  it  had  been  exaggerated.  At 
all  events,  he  was  faiglily  delighted  with 
the  proceedings  of  the  Association ;  and 
when  any  specific  charge  was  bronght 
against  it,  he  would  be  prepared  to  satisfy 
the  country  that  it  was  not  only  legal,  but 
bad  been  most  nseful.  The  Association 
had  this  feature  about  it,  that,  whereas 
the  Catholic  Association  had  not  one- 
fourteenth  of  its  number  Protestant,  this 
association,  on  the  contrary,  had  more 
than  one-third  of  its  members  Protestant, 
and  those,  too,  men  of  rank,  property,  and 
intelligence ;  and  the  number  was  increas- 
ing every  day.  This  afforded  a  hope  that 
Ireland  would  at  length  become  one  coun- 
try, instead  of  being  divided  into  a  faction 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  people  on  the 
other.  The  proceedings  in  that  associa- 
tion were  open  as  day — they  courted  pub- 
licity in  every  discussion — and  he  would 
say,  that  he  believed  the  utmost  possible 
facility  was  given  to  every  person  to  know 
what  was  done  amongst  them.  That  asso- 
ciation had  sprung  from  a  just  sense  of 
^*^ong,  aggravated  by  insult.  There  had 
been  found  men  audacious  enough  to  as. 
aert  that  Irishmen  were  aliens  in  religion, 
in  language,  and  in  blood.  There  had 
been  found  a  party  atrocious  enough  to 
join  with  the  individual  who  had  dared  to 
make  use  of  that  insult ;  and  though  the 
blood  of  Irishmen  boiled,  yet  they  had 
learned  in  the  school  of  adversity  to  con- 
trol and  regulate  their  feelings.  That  as- 
sociation was  determined  to  obtain  justice. 
They  were  determined  to  obtain  an  equal- 
isation in  the  privileges  enjoyed  by  Scotch- 
men and  by  Englishmen ;  and  if  they 
could  not  obtain  justice  otherwise,  they 
were  determined  to  have  it  by  a  domestic 
Legislature.  The  Union  should  not  be  a 
mere  paper   and    parchment  union  — it 


should  not  be  a  union  of  inanh  tod  de* 
gradation.  The  people  of  Irdand  hoped 
for  jnslioe  in  a  complete  union ;  and  if 
they  could  not  obtain  a  complete  nnioa, 
he  would  never  despair  of  the  exertions  of 
seven  millions  of  men  in  obtaining  justice 
for  themselves. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  that  although  it  was 
an  inconvenient  practice  to  indulge  in 
incidental  discussion,  vet  he  could  not 
allow  any  person  to  suppose,  by  his  silence, 
that  he  acquiesced  in  the  sentiments  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  It  ap- 
peared to  him,  that  the  etistence  of  the 
Association  was  inconsistent  with  the  peace 
of  Ireland.  The  Association  assumed  to 
itself  the  functions  of  Parliament,  and 
was  inconsistent  with  the  rights  of  that 
House.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
charged  others  with  using  insulting  lan- 
guage; he  had  himself  repeatedly  called 
the  English  Saxons,  sasseoachs  and  stran- 
gers. And  with  regard  to  the  hon,  and 
learned  Member's  observations  on  the 
union,  had  he  not  said,  over  and  over 
again — he  could  show,  that  the  boo.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  written  the  same 
thing — that,  under  any  circumstances,  he 
would  not  be  content  without  the  Repeal 
of  the  Union?  He  could  produce  the 
words  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
in  which  he  saiil,  that  he  neither  could 
nor  would  be  content  with  any  other  mea- 
sure than  the  Repeal  of  the  Union.  In 
his  conscience  he  believed,  that  the  object 
of  the  Association  was  to  impede  the 
union  between  the  two  countries,  and  to 
overthrow  the  established  religion. 

Mr.  O^Conneli  said,  he  did  not  stand  in 
the  same  situation  as  the  hon.  and  leafhed 
Recorder.  He  was  merely  a  political 
agitator ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Recorder 
was  a  political  judge;  he  combined  the 
functions  of  judge  and  partisan.  When 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  again  quoted 
him,  he  begged  that  the  quotation  might 
be  accurate.  .  At  different  periods  he 
might  have  said,  that  he  no  longer  looked 
to  this  country  for  justice  ;  since  then  he 
had  entertained  some  remnant  of  hope ; 
and  even  if  this  country  did  not  grant 
them  justice,  he  would  not  despair. 

Lord  John  Russell  did  not  rise  to  reply 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  onpo- 
site.  He  wished  to  state  again,  and  he 
thought  it  was  incumbent  on  him,  in  jus- 
tice to  Lord  Mulgrave's  Government,  to 
do  80,  particularly  as  no  notice  of  censure 
on  Lord  Mulgrave  had  been  given  which 
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would  bring  the  question  before  the  House, 
that  on  Tuesday  next,  when  he  introduced 
the  Municipal  Corporations'  Bill,  he  would 
state  the  whole  case  of  the  Irish  govern- 
ment ;  he  would  now  only  add,  that  for 
every  act  of  that  .government  he  held  liim- 
self  fully  responsible. 

Mr.  0*Bri€n  felt  the  inconvenience  of 
discussing  this  subject  at  present,  but  he 
should  not  be  doing  justice  if  he  did  not 
refer  to  the  policy  that  had  been  pursued 
last  year  by  the  party  opposite.  If  the 
same  policy  were  now  pursued,  it  would 
go  far  to  unite  all  Irishmen ;  and  the 
question  would  then  be  considered  whether 
the  rights  of  Ireland  should  not  be  granted 
even  by  a  Repeal  of  the  Union.  He 
called  upon  the  party  opposite  not  to 
repeat  the  fatal  policy  by  which  Catholic 
Emancipation  was  wrung  from  them. 

Resolution  agreed  to.     House  resumed. 

Grand  Juries(Ireland).]  Viscount 
Morpeth  rose  to  move  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Grand  Jury  Act  for 
Ireland.  As  the  amendments  now  pro- 
posed did  not  embrace  any  new  matter, 
and  were  entirely  formal,  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  go  into  any  details.  He  would 
merely  state  that  the  Bill,  with  one  ex- 
ception, was  the  same  as  the  Bill  of  last 
year,  and  he  anticipated  no  opposition  to 
It.     He  moved  for  leave  to  bring  it  in. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  the  object  of  the  noble 
Lord  was  one  unconnected  with  politics, 
and  that  he  should  make  no  objection  to 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord.  The  Grand  Jury  Bill  of  last 
year  certainly  required  amendment,  par- 
ticularly in  the  two  points  mentioned  by 
the  noble  Lord — the  provisions  for  dis- 
pensaries, and  those  which  related  to 
deserted  children;  he  thought  it  right, 
also,  to  put  beyond  a  doubt,  that  last 
year's  Act  was  not  intended  to  bring  the 
county  and  city  of  Dublin  within  its 
operation. 

Mr.  O^Connell  thought,  some  provision 
should  be  made  in  this  Bill  to  regulate 
medical  charities,  as  in  those  districts  of 
Ireland  where  medical  advice  was  most 
wanted,  it  was  impossible  to  procure  an 
adequate  salary  for  a  medical  attendant. 
He  had  great  doubts  on  the  clause  respect- 
ing deserted  children.  The  evils  that 
had  resulted  from  the  establishment  of  the 
Foundling  Hospital  at  Dublin  were  so 
enormous  as  to  necessitate  the  breaking 
up  of  that  establishment.     The  frauds 


had  been  found  to  be  so  numerous,  that 
he  thought  it  better  to  trust  to  individual 
charity.  He  should  have  a  better  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  this  subject  when  the 
noble  Lord  brought  forward  his  Poor-law 
Bill  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  F.  French  acknowledged  the  neces- 
sity of  some  part  of  the  measure  then  be- 
fore the  House.  Unfortunately,  the  Act  of 
last  Session  was  so  defective,  that  if  some 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  now  intro>- 
duced  by  the  noble  Lord  were  not  adopted, 
the  salaries  of  the  county-officers  would 
have  to  remain  unpaid,  and  the  public 
roads  and  the  remainder  of  the  county 
expenditure  unpresented  for.  By  the 
law,  as  it  at  present  stood,  the  Spring 
Grand  Juries  would  not  have  the  power 
to  levy  money  for  any  presentments  that 
were  obliged,  in  the  first  instance,  to  be 
laid  before  the  cess -payers  at  each  Ses- 
sions. He  was  also  aware  of  the  necessity 
of  a  clause  to  regulate  the  posting  of 
notices  for  applications,  which,  by  some 
strange  oversight,  had  been  altogether 
omitted.  So  far  he  was  willing  to  go 
with  the  noble  Lord,  and  regretted  that, 
consistently  with  his  duty  to  his  poorer 
fellow-countrymen,  he  could  support  him 
no  further.  Had  his  noble  Friend  read 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  on  the 
state  of  dispensaries  in  Ireland,  he  would 
have  known  it  was  anything  but  desirable, 
as  he,  by  this  Bill,  was  about  to  do,  to 
restore  them  to  their  original  state.  For 
his  part,  he  would  sooner  abolish  them 
altogether.  He  did  not,  generally  speak- 
ing, consider  them  to  be  serviceable  to  the 
people,  60/.  or  70Z.  a-year  was,  in  many 
instances,  paid  for  distributing  10/.  or20i. 
worth  of  medicine;  the  continuance  of 
this  system  had  been  decided  against  by 
the  House  last  Session,  notwithstanding 
the  able  advocacy  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  and  without  any  experience  of  the 
effect  of  the  alteration,  which  was,  that 
not  more  than  half  the  amount  of  the 
entire  income  of  the  medical  chests  should 
be  allotted  to  the  physician.  The  noble 
Lord  was  about  to  re-establish  it ;  he  did 
not  mean  to  deny  that  there  were  highly 
educated  and  intelligent  men  amongst 
those  by  whom  the  dispensaries  were 
managed,  but  there  were  also  many  per- 
fectly imcompetent.  The  first  class,  he 
considered,  were  by  no  means  adequately 
remunerated  ;  they  could  not  in  justice  to 
their  families  give  up  sufficient  time  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  their  districts  for 
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the  paltry  stipend  allotted  to  them.  The 
emptoyinent  of  the  second  class  ought  not 
to  be  suffered  to  continue;  it  would  be 
much  better  for  his  Majesty's  GovernmeDt 
to  introduce  a  Medical  Reform  Bill,  to 
intrust  the  health  of  the  agricultural 
population  to  none  but  competent  persons, 
and  to  make  their  remuneration  ample, 
than  attempt  to  patch  up  a  system  which 
could  never,  under  any  circumstances^  be 
rendered  efficient. 

-  Leave  given,  and  Bill  brought  in  aud 
read  a  first  time. 

Leasino-making,     Sedition,  &c., 
(Scotland).]  The  Lord  Advocate^  on  in- 
troducing this  Bill,  said,  that  the  criminal 
law  of  Scotland  was  in  general  mild,  and 
gave  great  advantages  to  the  prisoner  in 
conducting  his  defence ;  but  the  general 
character  of  the  law  of  Scotland  differed 
very  much  in  the  punishment  of  political 
offences  from  the  disposition  it  showed  in 
repressing  other  crimes  by  moderate  pe- 
nalties.    Both   the  statute  and   common 
law  were  of  great  severity,  and  so  extremely 
vague,  that  no  person,  however  circum- 
spect,  who  differed  from  the  Government 
of  the  time,  could  be  said  to  be  secure. 
To  refer  only  to  one  statute — that  of  1585, 
cap.    10,  forbade  any   person  publicly  to 
declare  or  privately  to  speak  or  write  any 
purpose  of  reproach  or  slander  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's person,  estate,  or  government ;  or 
misconstrue     his    proceedings,    whereby 
any  disliking  may  be  moved  between  his 
.  Highness  and  his  nobility  and  loving  sub- 
jects, in  time  coming,  under  pain  of  death. 
The  statute  1594  ratified  this  and  all  other 
statutes,  and  enacted   the  same  penalties 
against  whoever  heard  these  leasings,  ca- 
lumnies, or  slanderous  speeches,  or  writs, 
and  did  not  apprehend  the  authors  if  it 
lay  in  his  power,  or  reveal  the  offence  to 
the  Grown  or  a  magistrate.     These  severe 
laws  unfortunately  did  not  remain  a  dead 
letter.  In  1635  Lord  Balroarino  was  found 
to  have  incurred  the  penalty  of  death,  on 
a  conviction  of  having  only  heard  an  in- 
famous libel  and  concealed  and  not  re- 
vealed it ;  and  in  1681  the  Earl  of  Argyle 
received  sentence  of  death  on  the  Act  of 
1585,  for  having  merely  added  this  expla- 
nation at  taking  the  test  oath,  that  he  took 
it  so  far  as  was  consistent  with  itself,  or 
with  the  Protestant  religion.  This  was  held 
to  be  defaming  (he  King's  laws  and  proceed- 
ings, contrary  to  the  statute.  In  1703, after 
the  Revolution,  the  severity  of  these  laws  was 
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relaxed  so  far  as  regarded  capital  punish- 
ment ;  but  the  law  of  Scotland  remained 
on  the  same  footing  from    1703  until  the 
6th  Geo.  4th.     The  improved  feelings  of 
the  a^e  led  to  that  very  important  statute 
which  lays  down  the  great  principle,  which 
cannot  be  too  strongly  kept  in  view,  that 
the  crimes  of  leasing- making,  sedition,  and 
blasphemy,    should   be  punished   in    the 
same  manner  as  such  crimes  would  be  pu- 
nished if  committed  in  England.     At  that 
time   the  law  of  England   with  regard  to 
blasphemous  and  seditious  libels  rested  on 
a  statute  passed  in  the  60th  year  of  George 
3rd.,  which  provided   that  \i  any  person 
shall  be  convicted  a  second  time,  he  might 
either  be  punished  by  fine   and  imprison* 
ment,  or  banished  from  the  United  King, 
dom.     The  llth  of  George  4th,  and  1st  of 
his  present  Majesty,  repealed  that  part  of 
the   60th   of  George   3rd,  which  related 
to  the  sentence  of  banishment  for  the  se- 
cond offence ;  but  hitherto  no  measure  had 
been  proposed,  as  far  as  he  (the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate) was  aware,  for  making  the  corre- 
sponding change  upon  the  6th  of  George 
the  4th,  with  reference  to  the  law  of  Scot- 
land.    I  may   be   thought,  perhaps  (con- 
tinued the  learned   Lord)  somewhat  un- 
necessarily to  have  referred  to  the  severity 
of  the  old  laws,  and  the  judgments  pro- 
nounced in  bad  times,  but  they  ought  not 
to  be  lost  sight  of  at  the  periods  most 
favourable  to  the  liberty  of  the  subject ; 
and  the  enactment  of  the  6th-  of  George 
4th   cannot  be  too  strongly  kept  in  view, 
both   as  a   protection   to    those  political 
rights  which  every  person  ought  to  enjoy  in 
Scotland  as  well  as  in  England,  and   as 
a  safeguard  to  the  couTt  and  jurymen,  who 
are  placed  in  a  dangerous  and  painful  po- 
sition when  called  upon  to  execute  laws  of 
great  severity  and  extremity  vague  in  their 
enactments. 

Mr.  Hume  approved  of  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill,  which  would  preclude  all  possi- 
bility of  the  present  severe  enactmentsbeing 
again  enforced,  as  they  had  been  against 
the  early  Reformers  of  the  last  century. 

Mr.  Wilks  wished  the  Government  to 
bear  in  mind,  that  laws  of  extreme  severity 
still  existed  in  England.  By  an  unrepealed 
statute  of  Charles  2nd,  no  person  could  be  a 
professor  in  any  college  unless  he  signed  a 
declaration  that  he  had  adhered  to  the  re- 
ligion of  the  Established  Church, 

The  Attorney-General  was  understood 
to  state,  ihal  the  hon.  Member  for  Boston 
did  not   put  a  right  constructiuu   on  the 
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statute  to  which  he  alluded,  and  that  if 
there  was  the  slightest  ground  for  supposing 
that  its  penalties  were  as  severe  as  had 
been  represented,  he  would  undertake  to 
brinf  in  a  Bill  for  its  repeal. 

Leave  given.  Bill  brought  in  and  read 
a  first  time,  as  well  as  Bills  to  make 
alterations  in  the  duties  of  the  Lords  Or- 
dinary ;  in  the  establishment  of  clerks  and 
officers  of  the  Court  of  Session  and  Court 
of  Commission  for  Teinds  in  Scotland,  and 
to  reduce  the  fees  payable  in  those  courts; 
and  effectually  to  recover  Small  Debts  in 
the  Sheriff  Courts,  and  for  establishing 
Circuit  Courts  for  the  trial  of  small  debt 
causes  by  the  Sheriffs  in  Scotland. 

Court  op  Exchequer,  (Scotland).] 
Mr.  Robert Steuart  moved  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  regulate  certain  offices  in  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  in  Scotland.  We 
understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  state, 
thnt  the  object  of  the  proposed  measure 
was  to  effect  the  consolidation  of  certain 
offices  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  by 
which  arrangement  the  business  would  be 
better,  and  at  the  same  time  less  expen- 
sively, performed. 

Sir  Oeorge  Sinciair  had  no  objection  to 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  or  to  the  con- 
solidation of  offices  which  it  was  intended 
to  effect;  but  he  took  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity to  intimate,  that  an  esteemed  friend 
of  his,  who  now  held  one  of  the  appoint- 
ments in'question  (he  alluded  to  Sir 
Henry  Jardine),  had  been  exposed  to  much 
tyranny  and  intimidation.  Sir  Henry 
Jardine  was  still  in  full  possession  of  his 
mental  and  bodily  energies:  he  had  meri- 
toriously  served  the  public  during  a  long 
course  of  years,  as  was  attested  by  Sir  S. 
Shepherd,  the  late  Chief  Baron  of  Scot- 
land, and  other  competent  judges ;  and 
instead  of  being  desirous  to  retire,  he  had 
offered  to  discharge,  on  his  present  salary, 
the-functions  of  the  two  consolidated  offi- 
ces, which  he  believed  would  be  far  less 
laborious  than  that  of  the  single  appoint- 
ment which  he  had  held  so  long.  Sir 
Henry  had  not  applied  for  leave  to  resign  ; 
he  had  no  desire  whatever  to  eat  the  bread 
of  idleness ;  he  was  fond  of  business,  as 
well  as  fully  competent  to  discharge  it ;  he 
challenged  the  fullest  inquiry,  and  should 
be  happy  to  meet  it  as  soon  as  possible  ; 
he  complained  with  deeply  wounded  feel- 
ings of  the  manner  in  which  he  had  been 
treated  by  the  Treasury,  and  of  the  ex- 
pressions employed   towards  him  in  bis 


correspondence  with  that  Board ;  and  it 
was  believed,  in  many  quarters,  that  one 
object  of  the  new  arrangement  was  to 
dispossess  this  efficient  and  experienced 
public  servant,  for  the  purpose  of 
substituting  a  less  eligible  person  (as 
far  as  the  public  interests  are  concerned) 
in  his  place.  Unless,  therefore,  such  a 
case  should  be  established  against  Sir 
Henry  as  he  felt  confident  could  not  be 
made  out,  he  trusted  that  a  British  Parlia- 
ment would  do  justice  to  Sir  Henry^  and 
intimate  their  concurrence  in  the  opinion 
he  had  expressed  that  the  new  office  should 
be  conferred  on  one  who,  from  his  talents 
and  character,  as  well  as  from  his  long  ac- 
quaintance with  the  details  of  the  business 
transacted  in  the  Exchequer  Department, 
was  so  well  qualified  to  discharge  its 
duties. 

Sir  Oeorge  Clerk  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  conduct  of  his 
Majesty's  Goveroment.  It  appeared  that 
two  offices  in  the  Exchequer  Court  of 
Scotland  were  about  to  be  consolidated, 
and  that  the  duties  of  the  consolidated 
office  were  in  future  to  be  executed  by  one 
individual.  Either  of  the  gentlemen  now 
engaged  in  the  transaction  of  the  business 
of  the  two  offices  was  able  and  willing  to 
undertake  the  performance  of  the  duties  of 
the  consolidated  office  ;  yet  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  remove  both  of  those 
Gentlemen  from  the  public  service,  to  pay 
them  remuneration,  and  to  appoint  a 
stranger  to  the  new  office.  Consequently, 
the  contemplated  arrangement,  instead  of 
effecting  a  saving,  would  entail  an  in- 
creased expenditure  upon  the  country. 

Mr.  Francis  Baring  understood  the 
hon.  Baronet  to  state  that  either  of  the 
Gentlemen  at  present  transacting  the  busi- 
ness of  the  two  offices,  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  consolidate,  was  willing  and  able 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  the  new  office, 
and  that,  therefore,  whatever  arrangement 
might  hereafter  be  made,  one  of  them 
ought  to  be  retained  in  the  public  service. 
He  was  quite  willing  to  take  issue  on  that 
point;  for  he  thought  that,  when  new  ar-* 
rangements  were  to  be  made,  a  discretion 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  the  Government  as 
to  the  expediency  of  continuing  persons  in 
the  public  service  when  they  were  not  pro- 
perly qualified.  The  proposed  arrange- 
ment would  effect  a  saving,  even  after  tbe 
payment  of  remuneration  to  the  present 
office  holders. 

Mr.  Hume  was  glad  that  tbe  right  boo. 
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fiaroDet  (Sir  G.  Clerk)  had  succeeded  in 
drawing  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
subject,  which  it  must  be  admitted  was  no 
alight  difficulty^  seeing  that  the  general 
noise  that  prevailed  was  so  great  that  not  a 
word  of  the  two  preceding  speakers  (Mr. 
Steuart  and  Sir  George  Sinclair)  could  be 
heard  even  by  those  who,  like  him,  were 
but  a  very  short  distance  removed  from 
them.  When  the  right  hon.  Baronet  allu. 
ded  to  the  principles  of  economy  pro- 
fessed by  those  who  sat  on  that  (the  Mi 
nisterial)  side  of  the  House,  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  would  assure  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
•k  rooet  if  he  were  disposed  to  become  a  con- 
vert to  those  principles  himself,  that  he 
might  calculate  with  security  on  the  sup- 
port of  those  with  whom  he  was  in  the 
habit  of  acting.  If  any  such  improper  or 
imprudent  proceedings  as  those  described 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  were  proposed  to 
be  adopted,  it  would  certainly  be  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  interfere  and  prevent 
them.  At  the  same  time  he  could  not  help 
thinking  there  was  some  truth  in  what  had 
been  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  F.  Baring)  below  him.  It  would  be 
very  improper  if  the  men  who  were  respon- 
sible for  the  due  performance  of  the  duties 
of  any  particular  office  should  not  be  at  li- 
berty  to  appoint|tho8e  only  whom  they  con- 
ceived to  be  fully  competent. 

Major  Beauclerk  thought^  that  the  only 
justification  the  Government  could  have 
for  the  appointment  of  a  new  officer 
was  the  circumstance  of  both  the  gentle- 
men to  whom  allusion  had  been  made 
being  totally  unfit  for  the  duty,  and  in 
such  a  case  they  would  not  be  entitled  to 
any  compensation  whatever. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
have  left  the  case  as  it  was  until  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
but  for  the  observation  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  who  preceded  him.  He 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  did  not 
admit  the  principle  on  which  that  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  had  based  his  argument. 
Ft  was  a  case  of  frequent  occurrence  that, 
on  a  change  such  as  the  one  in  question,  a 
man  competent  to  perform  the  oaths  of  an 
office  of  a  particular  description— nay,  who 
had  discharged  it  competently  through  the 
latter  part  of  a  life  devoted  to  it — was  found 
quite  incompetent  to  discharge  the  enlarged 
duties  of  another  office.  With  respect, 
however,  to  the  facts,  he  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  look  into  them  after  what  had 
been  stated  by  the  Secretary  for  the  Trea- 


sury.    He  joined  with  his  hon.  Friend  ia 
saymg  that   in  any  examination    which 
should  be  called  for  on  this  subject  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  they  should  be  in- 
dulged   to    their   very    hearts'   content. 
They  should  have  the  papers;  and  if  the 
papers  were  not  sufficient  they  should  have 
what  appeared  in  a  matter  or  this  descrip- 
tion, where  it  was  necessary  to  have  an 
investigation  of  the  facts,  and  which  as- 
sumed the  character  of  a  judicial  proceed- 
ing, they  should  have  a  Select  Committee. 
The   hon.   Member   for   Middlesex  (Mr. 
Hume)  might,  if  he  chose,  apply  his  acute- 
ness^and  knowledge  to  the  subject  as  a 
member  of  that  Committee,  as  far  at  least 
as   his   vote   was  concerned.     The  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Edinburghshire, 
should  have  the  fullest  opportunity  of  in 
quiring  into  the  facts.     He  would  say,  that 
the  imputations  thrown  out  in  the  course 
of  the  investigation  were  only  just  if  the 
facts  supported  them ;  but  hon.  Members 
should  not  have  reason  to  complain  that 
they  had  been  deprived  in  a  matter  of  this 
nature  of  the  opportunity  of  contradicting 
it    if   possible.      The    Government  had 
had,   before  now,  to  consolidate  offices. 
Since  Parliament  had  last  met  he  had  had 
to  consolidate  two  most  important  offices 
the  Army  and  Navy  Pay  offices.     It  was 
a  painful  duty  to  him,  because  it  affected 
the  future  prospects  of  an  individual ;  but 
when   the   Government  laid   before    the 
House  the  consolidation  which  they  had 
made  he  would  invite  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
say  whether,  in  those  arrangements,  fa- 
vouritism had  taken  place — whether  there 
had  been  any  discharging  of  old  servants 
for  the  purpose  of  placing  in  their  stead 
new  ones  as  long  as  they  had  been  compe- 
tent to  perform  the  duties  of  their  office. 
The  consolidation  of  offices  had  taken 
place  in  the  Government  of  Lord  Grey, 
and  it  had  been  continued  in  that  of  Lord 
Melbourne ;  and  persons  who  had  been  in 
the  public  service  had   alone  been  dis* 
charged  on  the  principle  that  they  were 
incompetent  to  perform  their  duties.     In 
the  present  case  it  was  entirely  a  matter  for 
investigation  whether  the  individual  was  or 
was  not  properly  competent  to  fill  the 
situation  he  nad  held.     If  he  was,  then 
Government  certainly  had  no  right  to  ap- 
point a  successor;  but  if  he  was  not  com- 
petent, then  he  would  say,  in  contradiction 
to  the  gallant  Officer,  that  it  would  be  the 
worst  possible  economy  to  continue  this 
officer,  who  was  incompetent  to  perform 
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his  duty  in  his  office,  merely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  saving  a  few  pounds.  He  hoped, 
as  far  as  ihe  Government  was  concerned, 
that  it  would  be  considered  that  they  had 
met  this  case  fairly.  They  were  willing 
to  give  all  the  information  that  could  be 
given,  and  to  try  it  before  any  tribunal  it 
might  suit  the  convenience  of  the  House 
to  appoint.  With  this  explanation  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  not  agree 
with  the  observations  that  had  been  thrown 
out  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  or  lightly  adopt 
the  insinuations  thrown  out  on  the  other 
side. 

Mr.  Robinson  trusted  the  case  to 
which  attention  had  been  called  would  be 
settled,  not  with  reference  to  one  side  of 
the  House  or  the  other,  but  with  reference 
solely  to  the  public  interest.  He  was  ready 
to  admit,  that  it  would  be  miserable  econo- 
my to  retain  incompetent  persons  in  the 
public  service  ;  but  if,  as  had  been  stated, 
either  of  these  gentlemen  to  whom  allusion 
had  been  made  was  willing  and  able  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  the  new  consoli- 
dated office,  the  Government  would  be 
highly  censurable  if  they  gave  the  appoint- 
ment to  a  stranger,  and  thus  Bx  a  new 
burden  on  the  country.  As  the  character 
of  the  Government  was  involved  in  the 
transaction,  he  should  watch  their  conduct 
closely  and  jealously,  and  he  considered 
that  upon  them  was  thrown  the  onus  pro- 
bandi  that  the  gentlemen  employed  in  the 
two  offices  about  to  be  consolidated  were 
unfit  to  transact  the  business  of  the  new 
office. 

Sir  G.  Sinclair  felt  it  only  due  to  Sir 
Henry  Jardine  to  repeat,  that  that  gentle- 
man was  fully  qualified  for  the  new  office, 
and  that  he  courted  the  fullest  investiga- 
tion. 

Leave  given,  and  Bill  brought  i/i  and 
read  a  first  time.  *    • 

Midnight  Legislation.]  Mr.  Bro- 
therfon  rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  to  bring 
forward  his  motion  respecting  the  time  of 
sitting  of  the  House.  He  said,  that  the 
motion  which  he  had  now  the  honour  to 
submit  to  the  consideration  of  the  House 
was  in  his  judgment  so  necessary,  so  rea- 
sonable, and  so  important,  that  he  could 
not  anticipate  any  opposition  to  it.  He 
should  only  trespass  on  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  for  a  very  few  minutes,  while 
he  stated  the  grounds  on  which  he  claimed 
their  support.  No  one  could  deny  that 
the  late  sitting  of  the  House  had  been  very 


injurious  in  its  effects  to  the  health  of  the 
Members,  and  particularly  to  that  of  their 
Speaker,  who  was  compelled  to  remain 
there  on  all  such  occasions  to  a  very  late 
hour.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  stating 
that  the  interests  of  the  country  would  be 
promoted,  if  midnight  legislation  was  en- 
tirely put  an  end  to.  No  legislative  as- 
sembly that  he  knew  of  in  any  part  of  the 
world  transacted  its  business  at  night;  and 
he  saw  no  reason  why  that  House  shouM 
be  an  exception  to  all  others,  by  conti- 
nuing its  late  sittings.  He  was  aware  that 
an  objection  might  be  raised  to  any  fixed 
hour  for  the  adjournment  of  a  debate ;  but  < 
it  was  well  known  that,  at  present,  many 
hours  were  wasted  upon  the  question  of 
adjourning,  and  dividing  upon  that  mo- 
tion. His  plan  was  free  from  objection, 
because  he  only  proposed  not  to  enter 
upon  any  new  matter  after  twelve  o'clock; 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  adopt 
formally  that  change  which,  as  far  as  he 
was  able  to  effect  it,  he  had  endeavoured 
to  bring  about.  He  proposed  that  the 
debate  should  be  adjourned  upon  the  mo- 
tion of  any  individual  Member;  but  he 
wished  that  the  other  Orders,  to  which  no 
opposition  was  given,  might  be  proceeded 
with.  Much  time  would  be  saved  by  this 
plan — there  would  be  no  partiality  in  it — 
and  indeed  he  would  say,  that  in  all  the 
motions  whtch  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
make  for  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
he  was  not  actuated  by  any  feeling  in  fa- 
vour of  one  side  cr  the  other,  though  he 
might  hear  with  greater  pleasure  the. ar- 
guments of  Members  on  the  Ministerial 
rather  than  on  the  Opposition  benches. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  sanction  the 
proposition  with  which  he  should  conclude 
— namely,  "  That  it  being  desirable,  ex- 
cept in  particular  cases,  that  the  sittings 
of  this  House  should  not  be  continued 
after  midnight,  when  any  motion  is 
brought  on  for  discussion  after  twelve 
o'clock  at  night,  and  a  Member  rises  to 
speak  to  order,  and  moves  that  the  fur- 
ther debate  on  such  question  be  adjourned 
to  a  future  day,  Mr.  Speaker  shall  im- 
mediately declare  the  debate  adjourned, 
without  putting  the  question  to  the  House, 
and  proceed  to  the  other  Orders  of  the 
Day." 

Mr.  Ewart  seconded  the  motion.  He 
thought  its  adoption  would  materially  be- 
nefit hon.  Gentlemen,  and  would  be  ol 
great  advantage  to  the  country.  The  pre- 
sent system  fell  very  unequally  upon  hon. 
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Gentlemen,  and  those  who  represented 
large  constituencies  were,  he  should  say, 
much  more  attentive  to  their  business 
than  those  returned  for  small  places. 
SoDie  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  not 
very  particular  in  being  in  their  places  at 
late  hours,  except  a  few  who  deserved  the 
name  of  his  Majesty's  Opposition.  Late 
hours,  therefore,  were  not  only  injurious 
to  the  country,  and  detrimental  to  legisla- 
tion in  that  House,  but  they  were  oppres- 
sive by  their  inequality ;  and  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Salford,  and  other 
hon.  Members,  who  sat  long  after  mid- 
night, came  in  for  an  undue  share  of 
exertion,  of  which  they  had  a  right  to 
complain.  He  was  convinced  that  justice 
would  never  be  done  to  the  countrv,  until 
a  portion  of  the  day  was  devoted  to  the 
duties  of  legislation  ;  and  the  best  thing 
that  could  be  done  would  be  to  devote  two 
or  three  days  in  the  week  to  the  business 
of  the  House,  instead  of  proceeding  with 
noctnrnal  legislation.  He  trusted  that  the 
House  would  not  stop  with  the  present 
motion,  but  would  go  much  further,  as 
well  for  the  benefit  of  the  House  as  the 
satisfaction  of  the  nation. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  not  prepared  to 
concur  in  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford,  because  the  effect  of  it  would 
be  to  take  away  all  discretion  on  the  sub- 
ject from  the  House.  The  practice  during 
the  last  Session  had  generally  been  to  ad- 
journ the  House  about  twelve  o'clock ; 
but  there  were  cases  when  it  was  import- 
ant that  public  business  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with ;  and  when  it  was  the  opinion 
of  the  House  that  the  business  before  it 
required  such  despatch,  he  thought  the 
hour  at  which  the  business  was  brought 
forward  ought  not  to  form  an  objection  to 
the  progress  of  important  business.  Ac- 
cording to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, if  any  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  ob- 
struct the  progress  of  a  particular  Bill,  it 
would  be  in  his  power,  by  moving  an  ad- 
journment after  twelve  o'clock,  to  put  a 
stop  to  the  business  before  the  House,  and 
thus  materially  delay,  and  perhaps  event- 
ually defeat  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  had  last  year  frequently  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  and  he  had 
never  opposed  the  wishes  of  the  hon. 
Member;  on  the  contrary,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  had  exercised  his  power  with 
admirable  judgment,  and  he  did  not  wish 
to  interfere  with  the  hon.  Member's  dis- 
cretion hereafter.    But,  at  the  same  time. 


he  did  not  like  to  have  any  fixed  and  set- 
tled rule  to  prevent  the  public  business 
going  on,  particularly  as,  after  all  these 
adjournments,  they  had  not  got  through 
so  much  business  as  they  might  have  done 
if  they  had  sat  later.  He  did  not  wish  to 
interfere  with  the  motions  which  the  hon. 
Member  might  make  from  time  to  time  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House ;  but  he 
could  not  agree  to  his  present  motion,  be- 
cause, as  it  appeared  to  him,  it  must  cause 
an  obstruction  to  the  public  business. 

Mr.  Hume  declared  that  a  great  deal  of 
time  had  been  lost  last  Session  in  conse^ 
que  nee  of  debates  arising  upon  the  very 
motion  for  adjournment.  In  particular 
cases,  he  admitted  it  would  tend  to  the 
advantage  of  the  public  that  the  business 
before  the  House  should  be  proceeded  with 
after  twelve  o'clock.  What  was  asked  by 
the  motion  was,  nOt  to  stop  a  debate  which 
was  going  on  before  twelve  o'clock  arrived, 
but  to  prevent  the  discussion  of  fresh  busi- 
ness after  that  hour.  It  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary that  some  Members  should  be  pre- 
sent all  the  time  the  House  was  sitting,  and 
many  others  wished  to  be  present,  and  as 
many  of  them  came  down  at  eleven  or 
twelve  o'clock  in  the  day  and  were  obliged 
to  stop  till  the  House  rose,  he  would  ask 
whether  an  attendance  of  twelve  or  thirteen 
hours  was  not  enough  for  any  man  ?  He 
really  thought  that  more  progress  would 
be  made  if  the  motion  was  agreed  to,  so 
that  after  twelve  o'clock  no  new  matter 
should  be  brought  on. 

Mr.  Oeorge  F.  Young  would  support  the 
proposition,  because  the  value  of  legisla- 
tion should  be  tested,  not  by  its  quantity, 
but  by  its  quality ;  and  so  far  as  his  expe- 
rience went,  all  the  worst  measures  which 
had  passed  through  that  House  had  passed 
after  midnight.  Measures  which  were 
brought  forward  after  twelve  o'clock  did 
not  get  that  calm  consideration  which  was 
required,  and  the  consequence  was,  that 
many  of  them  were  extremely  discreditable 
to  the  character  of  the  House. 

The  House  divided:— Ayes  61;  Noes 
147:  Majority  86. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Baines,  £. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Bentinck,  Lord  W. 
Blackburne,  John  I. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Brabazon,  Sir  W. 
Brady,  Denis  C, 
Bridgmany  H. 


Browne,  II.  D. 
Buckingham,  J.  S. 
Chaplin,  Colonel 
Chapman,  Aaron 
Chichester,  J.  P.  B, 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Field  en,  J. 
Fitzsimon,  Chris, 
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Gisborne,  T. 
GrattaD»  Henry 
Gully,  John 
Hall,  B. 
Hardy,  J. 
Harvey,  D.  W, 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hindleyj  C. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hume,  J. 
Humphery,  J* 
James,  W. 
JephsoD,  C.  D.  O. 
LambtOD,  Hedworth 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Xiennox,  Lord  G. 
Lister,  £.  C. 
Lynch,  A.  H. 
Marsland,  H. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Mullins,  F.  W. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 


O^Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
O'Conor,  Don 
Potter,  R. 
Roche,  D. 
Roebuck,  John  A. 
Ruthven,  £.  S. 
Tancred,  H.  VV. 
Thomson,  C.  P. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walter,  John 
Warburton,  H. 
Wason,  R. 
Whallev,  Sir  S. 
Wilbraham,G. 
Williams,  W. 
Young,  G.  F. 

TELLERS. 

Brotherton,  J. 
Ewart,  W. 


List  of  the  Noe^ 


Adam,  Admiral 
Agnew,  Sir  A.  bart. 
Alsager,  Captain 
Angerstein,  John 
Arbuthnott,  boo.  H. 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Ball,  N. 
Baring,  F. 
Baring,  T. 

Barnard,  Edward  G. 
Beckett,  Sir  J. 
Bell,  M. 

Belle w,  Rich.M. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C.  C. 
Bewes,  T. 
Biddulpb,  Robert 
Boiling,  Wm. 
Bonham,  R.  Francis 
Borthwick,  Peter 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Buner,SirJ.B.  Yarde 
Byng,  G. 
Canning,  hon.  C. 
Canning,  Sir  S. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Clav,  W. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Corry,  hon.  H.  T.  L. 
Cow  per,  hon.  W.  F. 
Curteis,  E.  B. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Daveoporty  John 
Divett,  £• 
Donkioy  Sir  R. 
Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Dundas,  J.D. 
Dunlop,  J. 
Eaton,  Richard  J. 
Egerton,  Wm.TaUon 


Elley,  Sir  J. 
EUice,  E. 
Fazakerley,  J.  N. 
Fector,  John  Minet 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Fergusson,  R.  C. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Fitzsimon,  Nicholas 
Follett,  Sir  W.  Webb 
Forbes,  Wm. 
Forester,  hon.  G.C.W. 
Fort,  J. 
French,  F. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gordon,  R. 
Gordon,  hon,  W. 
Goring,  Harry  Dent 
Goulburn,  Sergeant 
Graham,  Sir  J. 
Grattan,  J. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J.  bart. 
Hardinge,  Sir  H. 
Hariand,  W.  ChaHes 
Has  tie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hawkes,  Thos. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Hodgson,  J, 
Holland,  Edward 
Hope,  hon.  James 
Horsman,  E. 
Houstoun,  G. 
Howard,  R. 
Howick,  Viscount 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
Ingham,  R. 
Jones,  Wilson 


Irton,  Samuel 
Kearsley,  J.  H. 
Knatchbull,  Sir  E. 
Lefroy,  Thomas 
Loch,  J. 
Lucas,  Edward 
Lushington,  Charles 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Maclean,  D. 
M*Leod,  R. 
M'Taggart,  J. 
Mangles,  J. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Marshall,  William 
Maule,hon.  F. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J.  bart. 
Moreton,  Lord 
N.eeld,  John 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Oliphant,  Lawrence 
Oswald,  James 
Parker,  John 
Parrott,  Jasper 
Pattison,  J. 
Pease,  J. 

Peel,  Sir  R.,  bart. 
Pemberton,  Thomas 
Philips,  Mark 
Pigot,  Robert 
Power,  J. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pry  roe,  George 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S. 


Richards,  R. 
Robinson,  G«  R. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Ross,  Charles 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sharpe,  General 
Shirley,  E.J. 
Sibthorp,  Colouel 
Sinclair,  Sir  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Steuart,  R. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  V. 
Tennent,  J.  R. 
Thompson  Alderman 
Tooke,  W. 
Twiss,  H. 

Vere,  Sir  C.  B.,  bart. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Wallace,  Robert 
Wilbraham,  B. 
Winnington,  H,  J. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  Colonel 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wortley,  J.  S. 
Wrightson,  W. 
Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W, 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 


Fictitious  Voteu  (Scotland.)]  Se- 
veral petitions  having  been  presented 
against  Fictitious  Votes  in  Scotland, 

Mr.  Horsman  went  on  to  say,  the  question 
which  I  am  about  to  brinjjr  underthe  notice 
of  the  House  is  one  of  very  serious  import- 
ance ;  it  is  one  on  which  much  excitement 
is  at  this  moment  prevailing  in  Scotland, 
and  I  feel  certain  that  had  the  question 
been  brought  forward  a  little  later,  instead 
of  during  the  first  week  ofthe  Session,  every 
county  constituency  in  Scotland  would 
have  petitioned  upon  it.  They  all  feel, 
as  indeed  those  who  have  already  addressed 
you  stale,  that  at  this  moment  their  very 
existence  as  elective  bodies  is  not  only 
endangered,  but  actually  in  the  course  of 
being  extinguished.  Such  a  grievance,  so 
strongly  felt,  so  generally  complained  of, 
must  be  sufficient  to  arrest  the  attention 
of  this  House-— and  having  once  gained 
that  attention,  the  few  facts  that  1  shall 
feel  it  necessary  to  bring  before  it  cannot 
fail  to  rouse  its  interest,  and  call  forth  a 
prompt  and  decisive  interference.— -The 
petitioners  complain  that  they  are  being 
defrauded  —  nefariously  and  iniquitously 
defrauded — of  the  benefits  intended  to  bo 
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eoafefied  on  ilwin  bj  the  Rtfonn  Bill. 
Th€y  fiad  no  fault — thev  allege  no 
inattfficiency  against  that  measore ;  oo 
the  contrary,  their  wishes,  in  this 
instance,  are  bounded  to  its  fair  and 
legitimate  operation.  But  they  assert  that 
it  ia  not  allowed  to  operate  as  was 
intended — that  a  scheme  has  toen  devised 
by  its  enemies,  and  a  sysiem  organised 
with  a  Tiew  to  defeating  its  provisions ; 
and  so  fatally  successful  have  these  efforts 
been,  that  already  many  of  the  counties 
are  Yirtoaily  deprived  of  the  power  so 
lately  given  them,  of  choosing  their  own 
Representatives,  and  that  every  county  in 
Scotland  will  ere  long  be  brought  to  the 
same  condition.  This  is  their  averment, 
and  whether  it  be  a  just  one  or  not,  the 
House  shall  now.  have  the  power  of 
deciding.  Let  me  6rst  remind  you  of 
what  was  the  end  and  intention  of  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill,  what  had  been  the 
elective  system  previous  to  that  Bill,  and 
what  was  the  change  then  meant  to  be 
introduced.  Was  it  not  formerly  ihe 
complaint  that  the  people  at  large  had  no 
share  in  the  election  of  their  representatives? 
That  the  privilege  of  nominating  him  was 
monopolised  by  a  favoured  few  ;  and  that 
these  consisted  for  the  most  part  of 
individuals  who  had  no  proper  connexion 
with  the  county  that  they  voted  in  ;  who 
had  no  property,  no  residence  within  it ; 
and  who  acquired  their  franchise  by  the 
holding  of  a  merely  fictitious  superiority. 
And  what  was  the  principle  of  the  Reform 
Bill  ?  That  all  the  old  system  should 
cease  to  be — that  nominal  representation 
should  end — that  monopoly  should  be  de- 
stroyed— that  non-resident  electors  should 
be  swept  away^that  fictitious  qualifications 
should  never  more  be  heard  of.  The 
choice  of  the  representative,  instead  of 
being  vested  in  the  few,  was  to  be  given 
to  the  many.  In  the  place  of  the  counties 
being  overrun  by  voters  who  had  no  con- 
nexion with  the  soil,  the  qualification  was 
in  future  to  be  limited  to  the  inhabitants, 
and  in  lieu  of  a  nominal  and  fictitious  free- 
hold, a  real  bona  Jide  property  was  at  all 
times  to  be  held  indispensable  to  the 
franchise.  Such,  Sir,  and  I  appeal  to  the 
recollection  and  the  candour  of  hon. 
Oentlemen  on  either  side  of  the  House — 
such  was  the  principle  of  that  Bill-^such 
it  was  announced  to  me  by  the  Minister 
who  introduced  it,  end  who  declared  it 
to  be  the  intention  of  the  Legislature,  that 
not  one  rag  of  the  old  system  should  remain 


I  A  new  one  was  aubstitnted  ia  ita  place* 
i  which  emancipating  Scotland*  wasieceivtd 
]  with  joy.  The  first  general  election  took 
;  place  under  the  operation  of  that  Bill,  and 
.  the  voters  on  that  occasion  ^with  the 
exception  of  the  old  roll,  whose  privilege 
had  been  preserved  to  them  for  their  lites) 
were  really  and  substantially  the  resident 
possessors  of  the  estates  for  which  they 
had  claimed  in  their  respective  districts. 
j  That  election  went  against  the  party  which 
j  had  lately  been  in  power,  and  it  became 
t  evident  to  them,  with  the  new  order  of 
things,  their  supremacy  was  at  an  end^ 
but  it  was  equally  evident  that  if  by  any 
misconst  ruction  or  misapplication  or  evasion 
or  violation  of  the  recent  act  of  Patlia* 
ment,  they  could  succeed  in  re*establish« 
ing  any  thing  approximating  to  the 
former  system,  their  influence  roust  im* 
mediately  revive.  Accordingly  the  effort 
was  to  be  made — desperate  in  its  character, 
and  demoralising  in  its  eflPects,  that  tflbrt 
has  been  made — and  so  systematic  haa 
been  the  plan  adopted,  so  well  organised 
and  so  comprehensive  in  its  arrangement-^ 
and  so  ready  and  resolute,  and  reckless 
the  instruments  selected  for  its  execution-^ 
that  at  this  moment  some  of  the  counties 
in  Scotland,  nearest  to  the  metropolis,  are 
as  completely  in  the  hands  of  the  old 
monopolists  as  if  the  Refortn  Bill  had 
never  been  introduced.  The  mode  in  which 
this  end  is  attained  is  by  a  very  extensive 
manufacturing  of  purely  nominal  votes,  and 
by  such  a  series  of  frauds  upon  the  law, 
as  will  be  surprising,  if  not  incredible,  to 
English  ears.  To  enumerate  all  the  devicea 
though  which  the  ingenuity  of  their  authors 
has  endeavoured  to  find  some  alleviation 
(0  their  despair  would  be  quite  impossible; 
but,  with  the  permission  of  the  House,  I 
will  describe  a  few  of  the  most  notorious. 
The  first  is  by  a  system  of  joint  tenancies«-i 
a  farmer,  paying  a  large  rent  and  having 
several  sons,  is  made  to  take  them 
all  into  his  lease.  They  may  none 
of  them  be  brought  up  to  his  line  of  life—' 
they  may  not  reside  with  him,  or  near 
him,  or  within  a  hundred  miles  of  him, 
yet  they  are  all  registered  as  joint-tenants. 
Nay,  there  are  mstances  of  men  being 
enrolled  in  this  character,  who  are  following 
their  business  as  practitioners  In  the  law, 
and  merchants,  and  shopkeepers,  in  distant 
towns  —  men  who  never  saw  thnt,  or 
perhaps  any  other  farm  in  all  their  lives, 
and  who  do  not  know  the  parish  in  which 
it  is  situate.    The  second  mode  of  great* 
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ing  these  qualifications,  is  by  the  creation 

of  a  number  of  life-rent  qualifications  of 

some   extensive    landowner,    who    being 

unwilling  or  unable   to    denude   himself 

altogether  of  any  part  of  his  estates,  makes 

over  a  portion  of  it  in  life-rent  to  so  many 

individuals  who  become  joint-proprietors. 

By  this  transaction   a  dozen  or  score  of 

persons  who  never  saw  or  heard  of  one 

another  in  their  lives  before,  and  who  are 

all  strangers  to  the  county,   become  joint 

purchasers  of  a  portion  of  land.     The  sum 

to  be  paid  for  it  is  calculated  by  tables  of 

annuity,    according    to    their    respective 

ages.     The   agent   in   this  transaction  is 

usually  the  political  agent  of  the  candidate  ; 

the  disposition  is  dated  the  very  last  day  of 

January,  so  as  to  be  just  within  the  six 

months   required   for    registration.      The 

parties  themselves  are  very  much  ashamed 

of  the  proceeding,  for  it  is  kept  quite  secret, 

the  deed  need  not  be  registered,  and  it  is 

not  known  nor  seen  by  any  one  except  for 

a  few  minutes,  when  produced  before  the 

sheriff,  after  which  it  may  be  immediately 

destroyed. — This  contrivance  was  at  one 

time  much  resorted  to,  and  the  votes  created 

by  it  promised  to  be  very  numerous.  But 

it  was  soon  put  out  of  fashion  by  the  restless 

cunning  of  its  projectors,  which,  sharpened 

and  improved  by  practice,  and  emboldened 

by  success,   led   to  the   discovery  of  yet 

simpler    modes,    and    the     adoption    of 

expedients  of  an  easier  and  cheaper,  and 

far  more  shameless,  character.     The  two 

next  which  I  shall  advert  to  are  a  proof 

of  this.     And  to  the  one  I  am  now  going 

to  describe   I   beg  to  call   the  particular 

attention  of  hon.    Members,  as  it  is  the 

most  flagrant  and  the  commonest  of  all. 

The  House  will  scarcely  believe  that  it  is 

a    matter    of     common    occurrence     for 

numberless   votes  on  a  single    tenement, 

without  any   right,    or   title,  or  interest, 

being  acquired  by  the  persons  registering — 

without    any    transfer    whatever    of    the 

premises — without   the   occupation  being 

changed,   or  the  ownership   in  any    way 

inteifercd    with,  or  a  single  sixpence  being 

exchanged  between  the  parties.     Yet   so 

it  is— it   happens  daily  and  hourly,  and 

this  is  the  manner  in  which  it  is  brought 

about.     An  individual  has  some  premises 

worth  100/.|a-year,  on  which  it  is  proposed 

to  him  to  make  ten  votes,  and  being   a 

good  Conservative  and  fond  of  his   party 

he  has  no  objection,  provided  proper  care 

be  taken   of    his    own    interests   in   the 

transaction.    Ten  persons  are  introduced 


to  him  as  gentlemen  who  are  willing  to 
come  to  terms  and  a  political  agent  is 
employed  to  conduct  the  purchase.     The 
price  paid  for  the  share  of  each  is  to  be  200/. 
But  there  are  two  obstacles  to  the  trans- 
action.     None  of  the   buyers   have  got 
200/. ;  they  are  not  in  a  situation  of  life 
to  have  it.     Some  of  them  are  grooms  and 
lacqueys  in  a  neighbouring  establishment 
— some  of  them  are  clerks  or  dependents 
of  the  agent  himself — nay,  some  of  them 
are  as  low  as  farm  servants.     So  far  from 
having  200/.  a-piece,  they  have  not  got 
200  pence  amongst  them  ;  and,  even  if 
they  had,  the  premises  are  essential  to  the 
present  owner  for  the  convenience  of  his 
trade,  and  he  cannot  let  them  out  of  his 
possession.     Here,  then,  are  two  impedi- 
ments, apparently  insurmountable,  at  the 
very  outset  of  the  business ;  but,  by  the 
intervention  of  the  agent  aforesaid,  they 
are  thus  nimbly  surmounted.     He  suggests 
that   the   purchasers,   instead   of  paying 
down  200/.  a-piece,  shall  give  a  bill  to 
that  amount,  and  meanwhile  pay  five  per 
cent  interest  upon  it;   and  he  suggests, 
also,  that  the  seller,  instead  of  yielding  up 
the  premises,  shall  continue  to  occupy 
them  as  tenant  to  the  buyers;  the  rent 
he  pays  each  of  them  being  10/.  a-year. 
Accordingly,  he  gives  them  a  life-rent  dis* 
position  of  the  property,  and  they  give 
him  back  a  life-rent  lease.     He  pays  each 
of  them  10/.  a.year  of  rent  on  his  lease, 
but  they  pay  him  back  exactly  10/.  a-year 
of  interest  on  his  bill ;  so  that  for  the  sum 
he  gives  out  from  his  right  hand,  he  re- 
ceives  an   equivalent   in  his   left.      And 
thus,  by  this  very  fair  and  honourable  ex- 
pedient, which  is  afterwards  completed  by 
an  oath  before  the  Sheriff,  that  the  parties 
are  bona  fide  possessors  of  the  property, 
ten  additional    freeholders  are   added   to 
the  poll,  who  come  forward  at  the  next 
election  to  attest   the  superior  purity  of 
Conservative  principles,  and  prove  to  the 
unbelieving  what   a   re-action   has   come 
upon   the  country.      Now,   Sir,   can  the 
House  hear  this  with  patience?  or  can  it 
doubt  what  follows — that  votes  of  course 
are  registered  in  numbers  proportioned  to 
the  facility — and  from  the  most  unfit  of 
all  possible  characters.     Persons  who  are 
well  known  not  to  be  worth  a  single  six- 
pence, make  oath  that  they  are  worth  10/. 
a-year.     Whole  batches  of  servants  in  a 
nobleman's   or   gentleman's   household — 
regiments    of   butlers    and    grooms   and 
|amekeepers  may  be  supplied  with  these 
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ficdtkwis  qvalificatioiis  by  tbetr  masters' 
ofdgffs  ind  by  socb  extraordioatiy  per- 
souioD,  and  apoo  sacb  fnvolotts  pretences, 
have  these  parties  been  at  all  times  in- 
doc»d  to  claim,  that  they  have  many  of 
them  refased  to  appear  to  be  examined 
before  the  Sheriff;  and  some  of  them, 
when  the  oath  has  been  tendered,  have 
refused  to  take  it.  The  last  plan  I  have 
to  describe,  is  one  that  has  as  yet  occurred 
but  in  one  coonty.  It  does  not  go  even 
the  length  of  feigning  a  possession  in  land 
or  houses  ;  it  is  a  simple  bond  of  annuity 
for  lOL  a-year,  secured  over  an  heritable 
subject^— so  that  as  many  ten  pounds  a 
year  as  an  individuars  estate  is  worth,  so 
many  votes  can  he  create  without  alien- 
ating an  acre.  How  such  annuities  have 
been  hitherto  procured,  I  know  not — but 
how  they  may  be  procured  I  know  well. 
They  may  be  purchased  precisely  like  the 
subject  in  the  last-mentioned  case — a  bill 
may  be  given  for  the  price— the  interest 
on  that  bill  may  be  an  exact  equivalent 
for  the  annuity — and  the  whole  transac- 
tion fraudulent  and  fictitious.  But  the 
parties,  nevertheless,  swallow  the  oath. 
Having  thus  shown  the  nature  of  these 
devices — and  there  are  many  others  with 
which  I  shall  not  deem  it  necessary  to 
occupy  the  House,  it  now  only  remains 
for  me  to  prove  the  extent  to  which  they 
have  been  practised.  I  will  take  for  this 
purpose  the  six  counties  adjacent  to  one 
another  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Edin- 
burgh, viz. :— the  three  Lothians,  Rox« 
burgh,  Selkirk  and  Peebles,  and  I  will  at 
present  confine  myself  to  them.  In  the 
county  of  Edinburgh,  in  1832,  the  consti- 
tuency amounted  to  1,126;  non-residents, 
61 ;  life-rents,  42.  In  the  present  year  the 
life-rents  had  increased  to  146,  and  the 
non-residents  amounted  to  141 .  He  would 
next  refer  to  the  county  of  Haddington, 
the  constituency  in  which  amounted,  in 
1832,  to  513  ;  the  non-residents  were  27, 
that  number  had  since  increased  to  151. 
The  life-rents  in  1832  were  29,  in  1836 
they  increased  to  75.  The  present  con- 
stituency was  714.  The  next  county  was 
Linlithgow;  in  the  year  1832,  the  consti- 
tuency was  532;  the  non-residents  112. 
The  non-residents  were  now  increased  to 
202.  The  life-rents,  in  1832,  were  23;  non- 
residents 4.  This  year  the  life* rents  were 
66 1  and  out  of  the  66,  the  non-residents 
were  63.  He  would  then  take  the  county 
of  Roxburgh.  In  1832  the  number  of 
the  constituency  was  1,188,  and  out  of 


[  this  body  not  one-seventh  virere  non-resi- 
dents. At  the  present  time  the  nnmber 
of  non-residents  was  not  less  than  444« 
The  number  of  life-renters  in  1832  did 
not  exceed  33,  and  all  these  were  resi- 
dents in  the  county.  The  number  of  life- 
renters  enrolled  this  year  was  89,  and  of 
these  87  were  noiKresidents.  In  1832 
the  constituency  of  Feebleshire  was  301. 
Since  that  time*  a  great  number  of  persona 
had  been  enrolled  as  voters;  for  at  the 
present  moment  the  constituency  amounted 
to  576.  Out  of  the  list  of  voters  in  1832 
there  were  15  non* residents ;  the  number 
of  non-residents  at  the  present  time  was 
218 — being  nearly  equal  to  the  original 
constituency.  There  were  only  eight 
persons  in  the  list  of  voters  as  life-renters 
in  1832.  The  number  of  life-renters 
added  this  year  to  the  constituency  was 
137 — and  of  these  121  were  non-residents. 
The  list  of  life-renters  at  the  present  time 
was  160,  and  of  these  132  were  non- 
residents;  so  that,  in  point  of  fact, 
there  were  only  28  resident  life-renters, 
and  22  of  these  were  entitled  to  be 
registered  in  consequence  of  offices 
they  held  as  clergymen  or  schoolmasters. 
In  Selkirkshire,  in  1832,  the  constituency 
was  180.  The  number  since  registered 
was  444,  being  nearly  double  the  amount 
of  the  constituency  in  1822.  The  whole 
constituency  was  now  562,  being  more 
than  double  the  number  enrolled  the  year 
after  passing  the  Reform  Bill.  In  1832 
there  were  no  non-resident  voters;  in 
1836,  the  number  of  non-reaident  voters 
enrolled  was  288 — being  more  than  the 
original  constituency.  In  1822,  there 
were  no  life-renters,  excepting  the  clergy 
and  schoolmaster?,  in  number  about 
twelve.  During  the  present  year  eighty- 
nine  life-renters  had  been  placed  on  the 
list  of  voters,  and  of  these  eighty-seven 
were  non-residents.  The  whole  number 
of  life-renters  at  the  present  time  was  112, 
and  107  of  these  were  non-residents. 
Now,  Sir,  these  are  facts  by  which  I  think 
it  necessary  to  illustrate  this  part  of  the 
question.  Are  they  not  sufficiently  con« 
vincing  ?  But  they  are  not  all — the  worst 
is  yet  to  come :  the  crowning  point  of  all, 
the  perfection  of  this  machinery,  is  yet  to 
be  arrived  at.  I  have  hitherto  described 
the  system  in  its  two  first  stages  only — 
the  third  and  last  yet  remains.  I  have 
shown  that  it  began  by  the  bondjide  pur- 
chase of  properties  by  non-residents,  and 
that  it  next  proceeded  to  drop  all  that  wai 


115 


Fkiiti(m$  Votes 


{COMMONS} 


CScoibmdJ. 


116 


honest  in  the  transaction,  and  combined 
non'residence  with  a  fictitious  qualifica- 
tion. But  the  House  was  now  to  hear  of 
all  these  counties  being  drawn  into  a  net 
— of  the  constituencies  being  brought  up 
and  made  up  one  concern,  of  a  company 
of  trustees  and  speculators  in  votes  being 
established,  who  monopolise  them  all,  and 
who,  though  not  numerous  enough  of 
themselves  to  form  one  separate  consti- 
tuency, in  reality  engross  the  power,  and 
exercise  ihe  functions  of  several.  Such  is 
the  last  scene  of  this  strange  boastful  h  istory , 
and  until  (his  was  consummated,  the  plot 
was  only  half  successful,  and  the  thraldom 
of  the  people  but  imperfectly  secured. 
Joint  tenancies  had  their  inconveniences 
and  their  risks,  and  even  (he  enfranchis- 
ing of  domestics  was  neither  so  safe  nor 
so  satisfactory  as  could  be  desired,  for 
farmers  might  become  independent  of  the 
Laird,  and  even  grooms  and  gamekeepers 
might  change  their  situation,  or  in  times 
of  popular  excitement, precisely  when  the 
services  of  the  faithful  were  most  needed, 
both  one  and  the  other  might  choose  to  go 
with  their  own  order.  Besides,  six  consti- 
tuencies for  six  counties  were  deemed  too 
many — and  the  machinery  too  troublesome 
and  complicated — especially  when,  with 
proper  management,  one  body  of  electors 
might  do  for  all.  Accordingly  a  council 
seems  to  have  been  held  in  Edinburgh, 
and  the  muster  roll  then  gone  over— and 
a  list  of  individuals  made  out,  principally 
resident  in  that  city — men  of  ascertained 
sentiments  and  trustworthy,  who  have  no 
weak  scruples,  no  defined  principles  of 
their  own;  but  the  whole  thirty-nine 
articles  of  whose  political  creed  are 
summed  up  in  that  one  watchword — pat  y. 
These  gentlemen  are  forthwith  applied  to 
to  provide  themselves  with  fictitious  quali- 
fications—not in  one  or  two,  but  each  of 
them,  in  four,  five,  or  all  of  the  counties  I 
have  named,  as  need  may  be.  What  is 
the  result  ?  Do  you  not  see  how  fatal  it 
must  be  ?  Those  counties  all  lie  close  to- 
gether— their  polling-places  may  all  be 
compassed  from  Edinburgh  in  one  day— 
and  their  constituencies  are  small — so 
that  this  well-drilled  corps  of  Edinburgh 
citizens  and  recruits,  not  limited  in  num- 
ber, be  it  remarked,  but  capable  of  being 
expanded  ad  libitum,  by  making  a  rapid 
tour  of  those  districts  during  the  contest, 
and  invariably  throwing  all  its  weight  into 
the  unpopular  scale,  may,  and  must  de- 
cide every  one  of  these  elections.    Sir,  in 


my  observations,  hitherto,  I  have  confined 
myself  to  a  bare  narration  of  facts ;  I  have 
avoided  all  remarks  that  could  apply  per- 
sonally to  any  one.  But  I  see  no  reason 
for  exercising  that  self-denial  here,  nor  why 
I  should  refrain  from  uttering  my  opinion 
of  the  individuals  who  are  implicated  in 
this  part  of  the  system,  for  the  zeal  of  par- 
tisanship in  ordinary  cases  we  can  all 
make  ample  allowance,  and  many  acts  of 
even  questionable  propriety  entered  on 
amid  the  keenness  and  excitement  of  party 
warfare,  we  can  pass  by  without  observa« 
tion  or  reproof,  but  for  the  cold-blooded 
and  deliberate  iniquity  of  this  roving  band 
of  political  assassins,  as  their  business  is 
without  example,  so  I  should  feel  it  to  be 
beyond  excuse.  I  hold  in  my  band  a  list 
of  the  gentlemen  I  am  alluding  to,  and 
which  I  received  to-day,  and  all  I  can  say 
is,  that  even  the  hasty  perusal  I  have  been 
able  to  give  it  is  sufficient  to  diminish  my 
astonishment  at  the  ofiisnce.  It  is  a  list 
in  which  any  Scotchman,  at  all  versed  in 
the  Tory  nomenclature  of  former  days, 
will  recognise  many  old  and  familiar  ac- 
quaintances. Let  me  be  just  to  our  op* 
ponents.  Happy  I  am  to  say  that  little  of 
the  respectability  of  their  body  is  found 
here.  With  a  few  exceptions,  it  is  com- 
posed of  the  very  dregs  and  refuse  of  their 
parly.  The  ancient  system  is  in  every 
page,  and  in  every  line.  Among  the 
gentry,  the  old  compliment  in  votes  is 
here — he  whom  the  Reform  Bill  was  in- 
tended to  destroy — here  is  the  petti- 
fogging laird,  whose  zeal  of  yore  was 
equally  essential  to  his  importance  and 
his  profit — and  here,  too,  is  the  time- 
serving waiter  upon  a  party  providence, 
who  had  not  only  himself  long  fattened 
upon  the  public  purse,  but  had  trained 
up  his  children  after  him  to  regard  it  as 
their  sure  inheritance.  You  have  now  the 
whole  brood  registered  against  you,  the 
ancient  prejudices  of  blooid  being  sharp- 
ened by  the  bitterness  of  recent  disap- 
pointment ;  and  after  these  is  the  well- 
known  tribe  of  wanting,  jobbing,  cringe 
ing  subordinates  and  ofiicials — the  herd  of 
provincial  functionaries  and  petty  plu. 
ralists — the  menials  and  parasites  of  the 
camp,  ever  ready  to  fetch  and  carry  as 
their  leaders  bid  them — the  unblushing 
panderers  to  party  vice,  and  feeders  on 
party  corruption.  But  enough  of  this; 
my  object  at  present  is  not  so  much  to 
expose  the  individuals,  as  to  de* 
nounce  the  system.    That  system  is  yet 
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in  iU  inimticj — what  has  been  done 
hitherto  has  been  mere  attempt  of 
experiment ;  but  preparations,  I  warn  you, 
on  a  more  ma^idcent  scale  are  making 
for  the  ensuing  registry;  what  has  been 
done  around  Edinburgh  will  next  year  be 
done  around  Glasgow,  and  Perth,  and 
Aberdeen^  and  then  a  section  of  the  inha- 
bitants of  a  few  large  towns  will  have  all 
the  counties  of  Scothnd  within  their 
grasp.  But  I  fancy  I  hear  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  objecting  to  me,  **  Why 
do  you  direct  all  your  censure  against  us? 
— why  do  you  spare  your  own  party, 
which  has  also  been  guilty  of  these  which 
you  describe  as  improper  practices?*' 
because,  Sir,  I  have  discovered  a  wide 
distinction  between  the  cases.  In  tracing 
the  origin  and  progress  of  the  system,  I 
have  thrown  the  blame  on  those  who  were 
its  inventors  and  its  chief  promoters ;  and 
when  individuals  of  their  opponents  have 
partially  followed  their  example,  I  am 
ready  to  prove  that  it  was  forced  on  them 
against  their  will>-that  they  acted  tardily 
and  reluctantly,  and  purely  in  self-defence. 
I  will  show  this  by  a  reference  to  facts ; 
and  every  word  that  I  now  state  I  am 
prepared  to  make  good  before  a  Com- 
mittee. The  election  of  1832  ended  late 
in  December^  and,  as  soon  as  it  was  over, 
it  was  currently  reported  that  great,  if  not 
unlimited,  power  had  been  given  to  a  well- 
known  Edinburgh  agent  to  create  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  improper  votes  to  recover 
the  three  principal  counties  that  had  been 
lost.  This  report  many  people  found  a 
difficulty  of  believing;  but  when  the  regis- 
try came  on,  the  claims  thus  made  out 
were  produced — they  had  all  been  manu- 
factured in  the  preceding  January,  and 
immediately  after  the  election.  The  Libe- 
rals immediately  saw  tvhat  was  likely  to 
result  from  this — the  people  must  be  an* 
nihilated.  They  held  meetings  and  con* 
lultations;  but  they  thought  the  proceed- 
ing so  dangerous,  and  so  disgraceful,  that 
they  would  not  resort  to  it.  The  registry 
of  1834  came,  and  another  inundation  of 
mushroom  qualifications;  but  still  the 
opponents  of  the  Tories  did  not  retaliate. 
They  saw  their  danger^  but  they  thought 
it  preferable  to  dishonour — they  had  had 
one  year  of  warning  and  preparation,  and 
DOW  a  second,  but  they  kept  true  to  their 
resolve.  But  then  came  the  general  elec* 
tion-^and  with  it,  in  its  most  disastrous 
form,  the  fruit  of  those  two  registrations. 
District  after  district  was  overwhelmedi 


and  county  after  county  snatched  away  s 
and  then  it  was,  and  then  only,  that  the 
forbearance  of  individuals  could  no  longer 
be  secured.  The  race  was  in  many  places 
commenced  by  both  parties  in  good  earn- 
est, and  is  now  being  carried  on  by  such 
a  deluging  of  counties  with  votes  of  all 
descriptions,  that  ere  long  the  advocates 
of  universal  suffrage  will  have  a  favour- 
able opportunity  of  judging  of  the  practical 
workings  of  their  favourite  theme.  I  do 
not  approve  of  the  practice,  or  defend  it 
either  in  the  one  party  or  the  other.  I 
will  screen  neither — I  have  ever  set  my 
face  equally  against  both — and  I  will  ex* 
pose  both  equally  before  the  Committee* 
But  is  there  not  a  great  difference  in  the 
culpability  of  the  parlies?  I  say  there  is 
the  same  distinction  as  between  a  man 
who  raises  his  weapon  for  assault,  and 
another  who  snatches  a  sword  in  self-- 
defence. The  act  of  the  one  party  is  from 
choice,  and  adopted  for  aggression  and  in- 
jury ;  the  other  only  followed  the  example 
after  long  delay  and  repeated  provocation^ 
and  from  the  impeiious  necessity  of  per- 
sonal safety.  The  aim  of  the  one  was  to 
crush  the  privileges  of  the  electors;  the 
object  of  the  other  to  protect  them.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  the  Member 
for  Tarn  worth,  declared  lately  at  Glasgow, 
that  it  was  his  determination  to  support 
the  principle  of  the  Reform  Bill,  and  he 
called  on  his  followers  to  do  the  samCi 
Sir,  I  honour  him  for  that  determination, 
and  I  hope  that  I  may  now  confidently 
reckon  on  his  support  of  my  motion.  The 
petitioners  ask  merely  for  the  principle  of 
the  Reform  Bill  to  be  carried  into  effect* 
*'  Abolish  fictitious  qualifications,''  they 
say,  "  and  we  will  thank  you  and  be 
satisfied."  There  is  no  further  change 
asked  here ;  no  demand  for  the  Ballot ;  no 
petition  for  short  Parliaments—and  yet 
they  have  had  their  difficulties,  and  formed 
their  opinions  on  these  topics  as  well  as 
their  southern  neighbours.  But  the  elec- 
tive privilege  was  so  new  to  them,  and  so 
sacred  in  their  eyes  was  the  proper  use  of 
it,  that  they  held  it  firm  against  all  assaults* 
Intimidation  was  tried  with  them,  but  they 
braved  it  all.  Bribery  was  attempted,  but 
they  were  proof  against  it;  and  then  the 
manufacturing  of  votes  was  bad  recourse 
to.  The  people  were  too  firm  to  be  bul- 
lied—they were  too  honest  to  be  bribed—* 
but  they  were  not  too  numerous  to  bt 
swamped.  To  swamping,  accordingly, 
they  were  doomed.    The  work  proceeded 
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at  a  rapid,  a  fearful  pace,  and  since  the  hit 
was  to  come  upon  them,  they  now  do  feel 
at  least  grateful  to  their  opponents  for 
having  brought  it  so  speedily  to  a  head — 
and  that  too  by  a  process  of  operations  so 
open  and  undisguised,  that  no  man  who 
has  eyes  to  see  can  have  a  doubt  of  its  ex- 
istence— of  that  has  capacity  to  reason, 
can  deny  the  necessity  for  a  remedy.  The 
petitioners  come  before  you  with  this  plain, 
unanimous  remonstrance-^that  if  they  de- 
served the  franchise  to  be  bestowed,  they 
may  now,  on  stronger  grounds,  demand 
that  it  should  continue  to  them.  That 
they  did  deserve  it,  they  tell  you  is  attested 
by  the  use  that  they  have  made  of  it. 
Look  at  their  elections.  Wherever 
popular  contests  have  taken  place  they 
have  been  conducted  with  peace,  and 
order,  and  decorum.  Wherever  popu- 
lar candidates  have  been  chosen,  they 
have  been  men  of  experience,  of  ability, 
and  of  character.  The  anticipations  of 
their  friends  on  these  heads  have  been 
more  than  realised.  The  hopes  and  pre- 
dictions of  their  enemies  have  been  as 
grievously  disappointed.  The  people  of 
Scotland  now  contemplate  with  joy  the 
prospect,  that  through  their  instrumental- 
ity the  real  character  of  their  countrymen 
may  be  understood.  It  was  with  a  pang 
of  shame  and  humiliation,  that  they  had 
hitherto  submitted  to  be  judged  of  by  the 
miserable  samples  of  a  begging  Aristo- 
cracy, which  an  exclusive  system  threw 
up.  Though  their  former  representatives, 
being  elected  by  an  oligarchy,  were  like 
the  oligarchy  that  elected  them — venal, 
and  subservient,  and  corrupt — the  great 
body  of  the  nation,  despised  and  disre- 
garded as  they  were,  were  always  intelli- 
gent in  mind — educated  in  habit — highly 
moral  and  religious  in  feeling — and  nobly 
independent  in  character.  And  as  soon 
as  the  power  was  given  them,  these  were 
the  qualities  they  sought  in  their  Mem- 
bers; and  they  then  saw,  for  the  first  time, 
a  body  of  independent  men,  the  organs  of 
the  free  voice  of  Scotland,  enrolled  among 
the  best  friends  of  freedom  in  the  empire, 
and  welcomed  by  them  as  stout  and  valued 
allies  in  the  great  constitutional  battles 
of  the  age.  They  bid  you  observe  how 
the  prejudices  of  country  have  already 
died  away,  and  the  choice  of  a  Scottish 
constituency  been  admitted  a  title  of  dis* 
ttnction.  On  the  one  hand,  they  point 
with  satisfaction  to  the  distinguished  men 
from  England  and  Ireland  who  have  been 


united  to  their  connexion,  and  to  whoni 
have  been  confided  the  interests  of  their 
wealthiest  and  most  populous  towns — 
their  great  marts  of  enterprise  and  com- 
merce on  the  Clyde  or  on  the  Tay ;  and, 
on  the  other,  they  remember,  with  a  feel- 
ing of  pride,  amounting  to  exultation,  the 
tribute  that  was  indirectly  paid  to  them 
by  this  very  House  of  Commons;  inas- 
much as  when  it  was  thought  essential  to 
its  dignity,  that  the  assertion  of  a  princi- 
ple should  be  involved  in  the  election  of  a 
Speaker,  the  Member  of  their  body,  una- 
nimously pointed  at  by  all  classes  of  Re- 
formers to  be  put  in  competition  with  a 
Gentleman  of  great  experience  and  ac- 
knowledged merit,  as  the  fittest  to  super- 
sede him  in  his  exalted  office,  and  sit  in 
that  Chair  as  the  triumphant  champion  of 
their  opinions,  was  no  other  than  the 
popular  representative  of  their  own  ancient 
metropolis.  With  such  feelings,  then, 
and  such  results — so  encouraged  and  so 
rewarded — the  political  mind  has  become 
peaceful,  happy,  and  contented — and  with 
political  contentment  national  prosperity 
has  gone  hand  in  hand.  But  if  you  re- 
verse the  picture — if  you  endeavour  to 
wrest  from  them  the  boon  that  has  been  so 
lately  conferred,  or  suffer  it  to  be  filched 
from  them  by  others — have  you  calculated 
the  effects  ?  Will  the  people  remain  tran- 
quil and  submissive?  Will  the  law  be 
similarly  respected?  Will  the  elections 
go  on  equally  smooth  and  undisturbed  ? 
Even  in  the  olden  times,  we  are  none  of  us 
too  young  to  remember,  that  the  murmur- 
ings  of  the  populace  have  been  known  to 
swell  to  such  a  pitch  as  to  blanch  the 
cheek  of  the  favourite  of  the  town.coun- 
cil,  while  he  was  undergoing  the  very 
honours  of  ordination — aye,  and  even  to 
shake  the  powder  from  the  wig  of  the  all- 
potent  but  bewildered  Lord  Advocate  of 
the  day.  And  is  it  not  wisdom  to  foresee 
that  all  this  may  soon  return?  If  you 
stop  up  the  channel  which  the  constitution 
has  provided  for  the  feelings  of  the  people, 
depend  upon  it  they  will  break  out  through 
other  channels  which  the  law  has  not 
acknowledged.  The  Scotch  have  but 
lately  tasted  the  sweets  of  freedom,  but 
their  appetite  for  reform  has  only  been 
sharpened  by  enjoyment;  and  if  their 
enemies  should  succeed  for  a  time  in 
depriving  them  of  its  expected  fruits,  be- 
lieve me,  sooner  or  later,  they  will  bring 
the  evil  to  such  a  head,  that  it  can  neither 
be  continued  without  danger,  nor  ended 
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without  coiiTulsioD.  Sir,  I  have  now 
concluded  all  I  have  to  say  upon  the  sub- 
ject. I  thank  the  House  for  its  attention ; 
and  I  have  now  to  say  that  the  petitions 
presented  to  you  are  just  and  reasonable 
in  their  nature,  the  arguments  they  are 
founded  on  are  strong,  and  the  appeal  to 
your  protection  is  not  likely  to  be  made 
in  vain.  The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  system  of  creating  fictitious  votes  in 
Scotland. 

Mr.  Robert  Ferguson  seconded  the 
motion.  After  the  able,  eloquent,  and 
conclusive  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he 
need  only  encroach  on  the  House  for  a 
few  minutes.  But  he  must  say,  that  the 
sweeping  creation  of  fictitious  votes  now 
going  on  in  Scotland  was  felt  by  the  real 
constituency  to  be  an  intolerable  griev- 
ance. They  found  that  whatever  import- 
ance was  intended  to  be  bestowed  upon 
them  by  the  Reform  Act  was  gone,  or  fast 
going;  and  that  the  results  of  the  means 
of  influence  resorted  to  by  the  Tories  were 
of  such  a  description,  that  very  many  per- 
sons had  reason  to  regret  that  they  ever 
possessed  the  franchise.  The  speech  of 
his  hon.  Friend  had  obviously  not  failed 
to  make  a  deep  impression  on  the  House, 
and  he  trusted  would  not  fail  to  rouse 
them  to  inquire  into  the  character  of  these 
fictitioas  votes,  and  to  ascertain  if  it  were 
possible  that  they  could  be  consistent  either 
with  the  letter  or  the  spirit  of  the  Reform 
Act,  BO  far  as  respected  Scotland.  The 
fact  was,  the  Tories  had  pushed  these 
transactions  much  too  far;  inquiry  has 
become  necessary,  a  remedy  must  be 
found.  Their  modes  of  influence,  he  must 
also  observe,  had  been  so  undisguisedly 
and  so  prejudiciously  used  towards  indi- 
viduals, as  to  push  on  the  Ballot  question 
— to  force  it  on ;  and  although  he  was 
originally  adverse  to  the  Ballot  on  princi- 
ple, the  monstrous  evils  which  existed  now 
induced  him  to  consider  it  as  the  only 
remedy;  and,  whenever  the  question  came 
on  for  discussion,  it  would  most  probably 
induce  him  to  vote  for  it. 

Sir  George  Clerk  said,  that  he  fully 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  who  last 
addressed  the  House,  in  what  he  had  said 
of  the  clear  and  able  manner  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  introduced  the  subject  to 
their  notice ;  but  the  hon.  Member  must 
excuse  him  if  he  refused  to  concur  in  the 
diflTerence  which  he  had  made  as  to  life- 
rent qualifications  between  one  party  and 


another.  The  hon.  Member  had  made 
his  statement  in  such  a  manner  as  if  he 
wished  it  to  be  inferred,  that  those  crea- 
tions were  made  for  the  support  of  one 
party.  He  would  admit  that  it  must  be 
disagreeable  to  the  House  to  say  with 
which  party  the  system  had  begun ;  but 
with  whatever  party,  Whig  or  Tory,  it  had 
originated,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
that  it  ought  to  be  put  down.  He  must 
declare  for  one,  he  was  perfectly  prepared 
to  say,  that  if  there  existed  in  Scotland 
fictitious  and  collusive  qualifications,  for 
which  no  sufBcient  remedy  could  be  found 
in  the  enactments  of  the  Reform  Act,  that 
Act  ought  to  be  amended.  If  facilities  for 
the  creation  of  such  qualifications  did 
exist,  he  was  quite  as  ready  as  any  hon. 
Member  in  that  House  to  admit,  that 
neither  party  would  be  very  scrupulous  in 
pushing  the  law  to  its  utmost  verge,  for  the 
purpose  of  augmenting  their  own  political 
power.  The  hon.  Member  opposite  had 
presented  to  the  House  the  view  which  he 
took  of  the  Reform  Bill,  but  it  was  for  the 
House  to  say,  whether  or  not  that  was  a 
correct  view  of  its  character,  in  reference 
to  the  elective  franchise,  at  all  events. 
The  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  seemed 
to  be,  that  the  intention  of  the  Legislature 
in  enacting  that  measure,  was  to  do  away 
with  non-residence  in  counties.  From  that 
he  begged  to  express  his  dissent.  Un- 
questionably the  intention  was  apparent 
on  the  face  of  the  Act  to  do  away  with 
non-residence  in  cities  and  boroughs, 
but  by  no  means  in  counties ;  else,  why 
did  a  property  qualification  for  counties 
form  a  necessary  part  of  the  Bill  ?  It  was 
clearly  admitted  on  all  hands,  it  could  not 
be  denied,  that  the  Reform  Act  created  a 
property  qualification;  it  therefore  did  not 
insist  upon  residence  as  a  necessary  con- 
dition. Owing,  probably,  to  the  political 
system  which  prevailed  in  Scotland,  the 
people  of  that  country  were  less  disposed 
than  in  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
to  a  minute  division  of  property,  but  an 
extension  of  the  elective  franchise  naturally 
led  to  a  more  minute  subdivision  of  pro- 
perty. For  a  long  time,  in  Ireland,  the 
same  causes  had  led  to  similar  results.  If 
the  evil  to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred 
was  an  evil  of  serious  importance  in  Scot* 
land,  of  how  much  greater  importance 
was  it  in  Ireland,  and  how  much  more 
widely  extended  was  its  operation?  It 
was  notorious,  that  the  fictitious  quali- 
fications in  Ireland  were  greater  than  in 
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any  other  part  of  Great  Britain.  The 
House  had  heard  some  strong^  condem- 
nations of  the  practice  of  creating  voters. 
He  desired  to  know,  was  there  anything 
that  persons  of  wealth  need  be  ashamed 
of,  in  the  circumstance  of  their  purchasing 
property,  with  a  view  to  serving  the  party 
to  which  they  belonged  ?  He  might  be 
allowed  to  hope,  that  there  was  no  inten- 
tion of  doing  away  with  bond  fide  qualifi- 
cations, and  he  might  be  allowed  to  add, 
that  when  the  hon.  Mover  thought  proper 
to  refer  to  the  state  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise in  1832  and  1836,  he  had  omitted 
to  pay  any  attention  at  all  to  its  condition 
in  England  in  those  years,  still  less  had 
he  noticed  the  state  of  Ireland.  The  pro- 
prietors of  land  found  new  rights  under 
the  Reform  Act,  and  that  naturally  dis- 
posed them  to  make  a  new  arrangement 
with  respect  to  their  property ;  upon  what 
ground,  then,  could  exception  be  taken  to 
that  ?  It  really  did  appear  to  him  a  most 
novel  and  startling  doctrine,  that  the  in- 
crease of  the  persons  invested  with  the 
elective  franchise,  was  to  be  regarded  as  an 
evil.  It  was  particularly  novel  and  start- 
ling when  it  proceeded  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  Judging  of  what  might 
be  the  feelings  and  sentiments  of  hon. 
Members  opposite,  from  what  had  been  the 
opinions  put  forward  in  the  Edinburgh 
RevieWf  that  publication  declared,  that 
however  strong  the  objection  of  its  party 
might  be  to  fictitious  qualifications,  how- 
ever great  their  aversion  to  mere  parchment 
votes,  they  would  still  take  away  no  man's 
right.  In  their  opinions,  the  more  who 
were  invested  with  the  power  of  voting  the 
better ;  it  therefore  much  astonished  him 
to  find  an  increased  constituency  made  a 
matter  of  complaint  by  hon.  Members 
professing  liberal  opinions;  and  he  con- 
fessed it  did  appear  to  him  that  the  avowal 
of  such  doctrines,  on  their  part,  seemed  to 
warrant  the  insinuationssogenerally  thrown 
out  during  the  discussions  on  the  Reform 
Bill,  that  the  elective  franchise  which  that 
measure  created,  had  been  studiously 
framed,  with  a  view  to  strengthen  the 
political  interests  of  that  party,  who  were 
the  authors  and  promoters  of  that  great 
change  in  our  Constitution.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  had  said,  that  the  Reform 
Bill  was  a  measure  which  its  authors  intro- 
duced, not  for  the  people's  interest,  but  to 
secure  their  own.  It  was  no  longer  ago 
than  Tuesday  nigbt,  that  the  hon.  Member 
tx pressed  that  opinion;  and  wtthio  the 


short  period  which  had  since  then  elapsed^ 
they  found  the  hon.  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  expressing  sentiments  which  the 
supporters  of  Government  cheered,  and 
gave  the  strongest  *  possible  confirmation 
to  the  assertion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath.  The  argument  of  the  hon.  Mover 
was,  that  the  fictitious  qualifications  of 
which  he  so  much  complained,  would  have 
the  effect  of  swamping  the  legitimate  10/. 
electors.  The  simple  answer  to  that  was 
this — the  particular  enactments  of  the  law 
bearing  upon  that  point,  permitted  such  a 
state  of  things  to  exist ;  there  was  clearly 
nothing  illegal  in  non-resident  voters  for 
counties,  neither  was  it  in  any  respect 
inconsistent  with  the  acknowledged  prin- 
ciples of  the  Constitution,  nor  adverse 
either  to  the  spirit  or  the  letter  of  the 
Reform  Act.  Was  it  to  be  supposed 
that  all  persons  connected  with  the  pro- 
prietorship of  land,  in  pastoral  districts, 
would  at  all  times  be  resident  ?  But  it 
was  contended,  that  however  consistent 
with  the  existing  state  of  the  law  such  a 
condition  of  things  might  be,  it  had  be* 
come  inexpedient  to  allow  its  continuance. 
Then  to  what  did  that  species  of  argument 
lead?  To  nothing  less  than  that  the 
Reform  Act  rested  upon  a  wrong  basis. 
Its  authors  could  not  deny,  that  thoy  based 
their  measure  upon  property,  and  not 
numbers.  To  meet  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  they  roust  now  remodel  the 
measure,  and  establish  it  upon  a  new 
foundation.  As  must  be  fully  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House,  the  attempts  to 
curtail  the  number  of  voters  had  been  most 
frequent  on  the  part  of  liberal  Members. 
At  present  they  complained,  that  the  voters 
for  counties  were  too  numerous,  while  but 
a  short  time  since,  there  were  loud  com- 
plaints of  a  similar  kind  against  the  poorer 
votes  in  corporations.  His  remarks,  how. 
ever,  he  begged  to  say,  were  not  made 
with  the  least  desire  to  continue  or  uphold 
any  description  of  fictitious  or  collusive 
voters.  He  looked  at  the  existing  condi- 
tion of  the  elective  franchise,  as  all  persons 
ought,  who  were  engaged  in  electioneering 
proceedings — namely, with  a  view  to  get  rid 
of  every  thing  unfair ;  he  had,  therefore, 
not  the  least  objection  to  a  full  and  fair 
inquiry  into  the  causes  of  collusive  and 
fictitious  votes;  but  he  must  be  distinctly 
understood,  as  drawing  a  wide  distinction 
between  those,  and  persons  holding  certain 
qualifications  tinder  the  Reform  Act;  espe- 
cially he  objected  to  the  doctrines  of  the 
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boa.  Mover,  with  respect  to  farmers  who 
admitted  their  sods,  for  example,  to  a 
participation  in  their  leases.     It  was,  in 
effect,  admitting  them  into  a  partnership 
in  their  business,  and  to  that  he  appre- 
hended no  rational  objection  could  exist. 
Life-renters  formed  the  next  class,  to  whose 
exercise  of  the  franchise  exception  had 
been  taken.    He  would  ask  this  question — 
did  they  mean  to  deprive  of  their  rights  all 
the   electors  in   England   who  possessed 
estates  for  lifeP  And  he  would  further  ask, 
to  what  point  did  the  observations  made  to 
the  House  tend,  if  not  to  that?     Hon. 
Members  coultfnot  have  forgotten  the  long 
discussions  on  the  40$.  life  qualifications, 
nor  the  difficulty  with  which  the  noble 
Lord,  who  had  the  care  of  the  Reform  Biil^ 
now  Earl  Spencer,  consented  to  the  40s. 
life  qualification.     To  these  observations 
he  had  only  to  add,  that  if  the  object  of 
the  proposed  Committee  was  to  inquire 
into  the  causes  of  fictitious  and  collusive 
voting,  by  leaseholders  and  life-renters,  he 
should  not  raise  the  least  objection  to  its 
appointment ;  and  if  he  saw  that  a  remedy 
for  that  evil  could  be  devised,  he  should 
rejoicet    That  many  attempts  had   been 
made  to  create  fictitious  and    collusive 
TOtea,  he  readily  admitted;    but,  in  his 
opinion,  the  Reform  Act  furnished  a  suffi- 
cient remedy  for  that  evil ;  and  that  remedy, 
he  conceived,  was  in  full  operation  in  the 
courts  of  the  Revising  Barristers.     He 
knew»  and  man^  other  Members  connected 
with  Scotland  Aiust  also  know,  that  in 
Rotburgh.and  several  other  counties,  very 
many  claims  were  rejected  in  the  courts 
of  the  Revising  Barristers;  but  in  determin- 
tngupontheappointment  of  this  Committee, 
it  might  not  be  unimportant  to  inquire  on 
which  side  in  politics  the  electors,  who  had 
been  so  often  complained  of,  were  likely 
to  vote.    The  House  had  been  told,  that 
a  conclave  existed  in  Edinburgh,  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  the  operation  of  those 
collusive  and  fictitious  votes.     He  might 
be  permitted  to  say,  that  he  knew  some- 
thing of  Edinburgh;  of  thia conclave  he 
knew  nothing,  and  he  had  no  reason  to 
believe  that  it  existed.    Allusion  had  been 
made  to  the  lists  prepared  in  Edinburgh, 
of  the  voters  who  came  within  the  descrip- 
tion given  by  the  hon.  Member ;  on  that 
point  he  should  only  observe,  that  if  they 
went  to  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
it  was  probable  that  they  would  find  them 
very  nearly  balanced.     He  professed  his 
dasira.not  to  make  the  present  a  party 


question,  and  he  trusted  that  there  existed 
no  intention  on  the  part  of  hon.  Members 
at  the  other  side  of^  the  House  to  restrict 
any  qualification  which  the  Reform  Act 
imparted.  If  such  a  course  were  contem- 
plated, he  must  be  allowed  to  say,  from 
what  had  occurred,  there  was  some  reason 
to  fear,  that  a  selection  would  be  made  of 
those  most  favourable  to  the  views  of  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
He  repeated,  that  the  evils  complained  of 
were  not  peculiar  to  Scotland;  he  had  seen 
some  accounts  of  what  took  place  at  the 
Registration  Courts  in  England,  where 
numberless  attempts  were  made  to  create 
fictitious  votes;  forty  individuals, deriving 
their  franchise  out  of  one  small  field,  and 
not  one  of  the  forty  was  able  to  point  out  the 
portion  which  fell  to  his  own  share  ;  not 
only  did  practices  of  this  nature  prevail  in 
counties  of  England,  but  in  cities;  they  were 
attempted  in  a  city  not  very  far  distant  from 
the  spot  on  which  he  then  stood.  If  the 
pure  love  of  reform  were  the  only  motive 
which  influenced  the  mover  and  supporters 
of  the  present  motion,  he  should  say  that 
he  saw  no  cause  why  they  should  confine 
their  inquiries  to  Scotland.  If  the  pro- 
ceeding were  necessary  as  to  one  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  he  should  like  to  see 
it  extended  to  the  counties  and  towns  of 
England  and  of  Ireland,  and  he  hoped 
that  equal  justice  would  be  done  to  all ; 
he  also  hoped,  that  when  the  list  of  the 
Committee  was  submitted  to  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  it  would  be 
found  to  contain  such  names  as  would 
divest  it  of  any  suspicion  of  being  framed 
for  party  purposes. 

Mr.  Roebuck  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
country  owed  much' to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  submitted  the  present  motion, 
because  it  would  test  the  sincerity  of  that 
House,  as  to  its  desire  of  promoting  purity 
in  the  representation ;  and  they  would 
have  the  means  of  ascertaining  whether 
the  House  would  do  that,  which  former 
Houses  of  Commons  had  not  done,  amend 
the  representation  by  putting  down  the 
system  of  fictitious  votes.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet opposite  (Sir  O.  Clerk)  considered, 
that  property  was  the  essential  qualification 
for  a  man  to  exercise  the  right  of  legisla- 
tion, and  if  he  possessed  property  in  three 
or  a  dozen  places,  he  should  have  the 
right  of  voting  for  three  or  a  do^en  indi- 
viduals, and  thus  influence  the  electk>n  of 
twelve  persons  to  be  returned  as  repre- 
sentatives to  that  House,    [tiear^  Atfar,] 
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Hon.  Members  might  say  "  bear^  hear;'' 
but  did  they  look  to  the  consequences?  The 
present  motion  had  ^een  introduced  with  a 
degree  of  virtuous  indignation  in  which  he 
sympathised  ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  feel  it  equally,  whether  the 
parties  were  rich  or  poor.  He  did  not 
feel  the  same  anxiety  respecting  collusive 
or  fictitious  votes  which  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers appeared  to  endure ;  what  was  it  to 
him  whether  the  votes  were  fictitious  or 
otherwise  ?  The  question  in  which  he  felt 
an  interest  was,  whether  or  not  the  voter 
was  sufficiently  intelligent  to  exercise  the 
right  of  voting.  In  his  judgment  intelli- 
gence was  the  true  qualification.  One 
occurrence  of  the  present  evening  afforded 
him  much  satisfaction,  and  that  was,  to 
see  the  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  complain  of  restrictions  upon 
the  elective  franchise;  he  quite  rejoiced 
to  find  them  advocating  the  principle  of 
an  extended  suffrage,  and  every  year  they 
remained  out  of  office,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  their  desire  for  such  extension  would 
increase.  **  Wait  a  little  longer,"  said  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  "  and  they  will  become 
advocates  for  universal  suffrage."  He 
was  also  an  advocate  of  the  Ballot,  which, 
in  his  opinion,  was  the  only  remedy  for 
the  evils  now  stated.  The  creation  of 
fictitious  votes  was  complained  of,  and  of 
persons  possessing  a  power  which  they 
ought  not  to  have  in  influencing  elections  ; 
the  object,  therefore,  ought  to  be  to  find 
out  the  means  for  the  prevention  of  these 
evils.  Where  was  that  remedy  to  be 
found  ?  why,  for  one,  in  the  Ballot,  and 
for  the  other,  in  universal  suffrage;  be- 
cause, so  long  as  property  gave  a  qualifi- 
cation, it  was  impossible  to  secure  the 
purity  of  election.  If  the  elective  fran- 
chise was  given  in  consequence  of  tl)e  pos- 
session of  riches,  the  individual  so  pos- 
sessing them  would  take  an  advantage  of 
his  wealth,  which  he  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  possess. 

Mr.  Pryme  would  remind  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  that  one  of  the  great 
objects  contemplated  by  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington on  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill  was 
to  prevent  subdivision  of  property;  and 
that  measure  was  accompanied  by  another, 
which  disfranchised  the  40^.  freeholders 
in  counties,  and  raised  the  qualification  to 
10/.  With  regard  to  the  observation  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  as  to  bondjide  purchase, 
and  the  case  he  cited,  he  understood  him 
to  refer  to  the  county  of  Huntingdon ;  but 


he  would  ask,  did  that  case  at  all  resem- 
ble what  had  taken  place  in  the  counties 
of  Scotland?  The  object  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  brought  forward  the  present 
motion  was,  to  put  down  the  practice  of 
creating  fictitious  votes,  which  had  been 
pursued  to  a  considerable  extent  in  Scot- 
land, in  some  degree  in  England,  and  in 
Ireland  also.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite,  that  the  practice  ought 
to  be  put  down  in  one  part  of  the  country 
as  well  as  another ;  and  with  that  view, 
if  the  hon.  Baronet  would  move  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  consider  this  subject  as  regards 
Ireland  as  well  as  England,  he  would  vote 
for  that  motion. 

Mr.  Hor smart  thought  there  ought  to 
be  separate  Committees  for  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  even  after  the 
Committee  was  formed,  they  must  still 
have  recourse  to  ballot  and  universal  suf- 
frage. 

Mr.  Shaw  wished  to  extend  the  inquiry 
to  Ireland.  He  thought  the  Committee 
most  desirable,  but  he  objected  to  its  being 
limited  to  Scotland. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  he  assented  to  the  principle  of  the 
motion  as  to  Scotland,  and  was  perfectly 
ready  to  carry  it  on  with  respect  to  Eng- 
land and  Ireland;  but  he  cautioned  the 
hon.  Mover  not  to  allow  his  motion  to  be 
swamped  by  any  suggestion  for  extending 
it.  He  thanked  the  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site for  having  used  the  term  '*  justice  to 
Ireland  ;"  and  he  hoped  that  the  time  was 
not  far  distant  when  the  sincerity  of  his 
desire  to  do  justice  to  Ireland  would  be 
put  to  the  test.  At  present,  he  thought 
that  the  most  convenient  course  would  be, 
to  affirm  the  principle  of  the  motion,  and 
allow  the  nomination  of  the  Committee  to 
be  postponed  till  Monday.  He  desired 
that  the  Heport  of  the  Committee  should 
be  as  authoritative  as  possible;  and  he 
therefore  wished  that  it  should  bear  an  im- 
partial, nay,  even  a  judicial  character. 

Mr.  O^Connell  was  glad  to  hear  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin. 
For  the  first  open  day  he  intended  to  give 
notice  of  the  extension  of  the  Committee 
to  Ireland,  and  he  looked  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  his  seconder.  He  thought 
he  had  a  right  to  expect  that  no  one  would 
seek  to  separate  them  when  united  for  so 
good  a  purpose. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ex- 
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pressed  bis  willingness  to  give  his  best  as- 
sistance to  any  Cominittee  appointed  with 
reference  to  Ireland. 

Sir  Henry  Hardmge  certainly  saw  no 
reason  why  the  proposed  Committee 
might  not,  without  the  appointment  of  a 
separate  Committee,  extend  its  inquiries 
to  Ireland,  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
Intimidation  Committee  had  previously 
done. 

Mr.  Forbes  challenged  the  most  rigid 
examination,  and  desired  that  the  part  of 
the  country  with  which  he  was  connected 
should  be  judged  by  the  letter  of  the  Re- 
form Bill,  ft  was  perfectly  true,  that  the 
merchants  of  Glasgow,  and  even  the 
learned  persons  connected  with  its  Uni- 
versity, had  purchased  landed  property, 
and  had  thereby  increased  their  political 
influence;  but  he  would  ask,  were  they 
therefore  to  be  called  political  assassins  ? 
The  bon.  mover  might  know  something  of 
the  "  clique;"  they  might  be  called  poli- 
tical assassins ;  but  he  knew  of  no  other 
body  deserving  the  appellation.  With  re- 
gisrd  to  the  county  which  he  had  the  ho- 
nour to  represent,  he  would  take  upon 
himself  to  say,  that  upon  examination  it 
would  be  found  as  pure  as  any  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  to  have  conformed 
as  closely  as  any  other  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Reform  Act.  The  counties  of  Perth,  Rox- 
burgh, and  Haddington,  had  also  sup- 
ported the  cause  of  good  government, 
sound  reform,  and  the  Protestant  religion. 
If  such  were  the  conduct  of  political  assas- 
sins, he  must  acknowledge  that  the  electors 
of  those  counties  were  guilty. 

Motion  agreed  to;  appointment  of  Com- 
mittee postponed. 

Mb,  Lechmere  Charlton.]  The 
Speaker  said,  he  had  received  a  letter  from 
this  Gentleman,  which  he  would  read  to 
the  House.    It  was  to  this  effect : — 

''  Sir, — I  bave  the  honour  to  inform  you  that 
persons  stating  that  they  have  a  warrant  from 
the  Lord  Cbaoeellor  have  found  their  way  into 
the  house  in  which  I  am  staying,  and  have 
compelled  ne  to  go  to  the  Fleet  Prison  with 
them.  I  had  flattered  myself  that,  while  the 
matter  was  under  the  consideration  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges,  such  violent  proceedings 
as  these  would  have  been  avoided  ;  but  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  I  am  mistaken.  I  have  only  to 
add,  that  I  hope  you  will  be  so  good  as  to  read 
this  letter  to  the  House,  and  that  the^  will 
extend  to  me  the  privilege  that  under  similar 
easM  has  been  given  to  Members  of  Parlia- 
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ment.— I  bave  the  honour  to  be^  Sir«  your  obe* 
dient  servant, 

**  £.  L.  Chablton. 
"  To  the  right  hon.  the  Speaker. 
Friday  Evening,  half-past  five  o'clock." 

Mr.  WilUams  Wynn  moved,  that  the 
letter  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Privileges.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
expressed  a  supposition  of  the  proba- 
bility that  the  Committee  would  make 
an  order  similar  to  that  made  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Long  Wellesley. 

Letter  referred  to  the  Committee. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  February  6,  1837. 

MiKOTU.]  PetitioDf  preiented.  By  Lofd  Svwwiwvo,  ftaoi 
Narborough,  for  die  Alxditian  of  Chutdi  lUtei*— >By  Lend 
BitouoBAM,  ftom  Leeds,  asdftoinTBrioui  oUier  plMei«  ftv 
the  Abolition  of  Churdh  Retet. 


#**«»  <!»»»»  #«•*#■ 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Monday^  February  6,  1837. 

M1NIJTSB.3  Bille.  Reed  a  flrtt  timet— Salmon  Fiiheriee 
(Scotland).— Read  a  laoond  time:— Municipal  Corpora- 
tions Aet  Amendment. 

Petitions  pnicnted.  Several  Hon.  MmiUBa,  ftnm  wioai 
plaoce,  for  the  Abcdition  of  Church  Rates^— By  lb.  TooKa, 
ftom  Truro,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Soapb— By  Mr 
MoMUSOif ,  fifom  Ipewidk,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Poor  Law 
Aet 

Offences.  (Ireland).]  yix.Bradehaw 
moved  for  a  return  of  the  proclamations 
issued  by  the  authority  of  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  for  the  apprehension  of 
persons  concerned  in  murders,  Gre-raising, 
forcible  entry  of  houses,  and  other  out- 
rages, during  the  six  months  ending  the 
3l8t  January,  1837,  with  the  rewards 
offered  thereon. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  had  moved  for 
a  similar  return  in  the  last  Session  of  Par- 
liament, to  which  he  would  refer  the  hon. 
Member,  as  it  might  save  the  trouble  of 
urging  the  present  motion.  If  these  iso- 
lated returns  were  made,  they  never  could 
be  able  to  judge  of  the  state  of  the 
country ;  he  would,  therefore,  suggest  that 
the  hon.  Member  should  postpone  his 
motion. 

Mr.  Henry  Orattan  said,  the  object  of 
the  hon.  Member  was  quite  clear.  He 
was  not  aware  that  such  a  motion  had 
been  made  before.  The  return  of  the  last 
Session,  however,  was  a  totally  different 
one.  He  must  say,  that  a  speech  made 
at  the  Glasgow  dinner  contained  the  falsest 
statements  concerning  Ireland.  There 
never  were  more  erroneous  or  more  un- 
founded statements  put  forward,  and  he 
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only  regretted  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
ivas  not  present,  that  he  might  set  him 
right  upon  that  subject.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  was  warranted  in  his  motion 
by  the  extraordinary  proceedings  which 
had  taken  place  in  Dublin,  and  when  the 
foulest  and  most  maglignant  libels  were 
uttered  against  his  Majesty's  Government 
in  the  Mansion-house  of  that  city,  in  an 
assembly   of  such    a  character  that   the 
Lord  Mayor  did  not  think  proper  to  at- 
tend, and  refused  to  preside  at  the  meet- 
ing.    For  bis  own  part,  he  regretted  thai 
such  statements  should  have  been  made — 
that  such  charges  should  have  been  ut- 
tered by  a  partisan  body,  who  represented 
tbemselvea  to  be  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land.   The  language  used  at  that  meet, 
ing  by  noble  Lords  and  Members  of  that 
Hoase  was  little  creditable   to  the    in- 
dividuals who  had  used  it.     The  terms 
made  use  of,  whether  they  were  advanced 
by  Lord  Charleville  or  by  Lord  Roden, 
be  rebutted  with  the  utmost  indignation. 
The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Bradshaw)  might 
be  warranted  in  thinking  that  the  state  of 
Ireland  had  been  bad,  when  his  Majesty's 
Representative   in  that  country  was  de- 
scribed as  going  about  seeking  for  persons 
to  perjure  themselves.  If  he  could  believe 
the  reports   which  had  appeared  in  the 
public  papers,  a  charge  had  been  made 
against  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  that  he  had 
.  selected  individuals  for  the  mere  purpose 
-  of  perjury,  in  order  to  create  fictitious  votes 
for  the  support  of  Government.     As  one 
of  those  individuals  so  calumniated  was 
a  relation  of  his  own,  he  would  recommend 
the  calumniaters  to  be  more  sparing  of 
their  charges  for  the  future.     When  such 
gross  charges  were  made,  it  was  but  fair 
that  there  should  be  an  opportunity  for 
refuting  them.   If  in  the  time  of  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  administration,  in  any  as- 
sembly one-fifth  part  of  such  charges  had 
been  made  against  the  Government,  the 
Attorney-General  would  have  filed  an  in- 
formation in  less  than  twenty- four  hours.  He 
would  just  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  statement  of  the  case,  in  order  to 
show  the  malignancy  of  the  charges  which 
bad  been  made  against  Government.     He 
held  in  his  hand  the  return  of  Mr.  Ken- 
nedy^-he  believed   that  the  right   hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam worth, would 
bear  testimony  to  the  high  character  of 
Mr.  Kennedy — he  had  procured  those  re- 
tarns  up  to  December,  1836,  in  order  to 
show  the  effect  which  the  Malgrave  Go- 


vernment had  on  the  peace  of  Ireland.  Hi 
begged  the  House  would  listen  for  a  moment 
to  this  short  ex  position  of  the  case.  He  found 
that  in  December,  1835,  the  attacks  on  the 
police  were  thirty-five,  which, under  the  ad- 
ministration ofLordMulgrave,had  been  re- 
duced to  six;  riots  eighty-nine;  which, 
under  the  sameGovernment,  had  decreased 
to  eighteen.  Threatening  notices,  forty- 
nine;  which  had  been  decreased  to  twenty- 
four;  the  attacks  on  houses  twenty-four,  re- 
duced to  ten ;  and  illegal  meetings,  thirteen ; 
which  had  been  reduced  to  one — if  the  new 
association  were  tobe denominated  an  illegal 
meeting.  AH  the  insinuations  that  had  been 
made  against  the  presentGovernment  of  Ire- 
land, he  wopld  fearlessly  say,  had  arisen  out 
of  a  malignant  spirit,  because  that  Govern- 
ment was  the  first  which  had  given  satis- 
faction to  the  people  of  Ireland :  and  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  that  Govern- 
ment was  the  6rst  Lord- Lieutenant  who 
had  endeavoured  to  conciliate  the  people. 
He  owed  nothing  to  the  Earl  of  Mulgrave, 
but  he  felt  bound  to  say  that  the  candid 
and  impartial  manner  in  which  he  had 
acted,  had  secured  the  affections  of  the 
people  of  Ireland. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Trade  with  Portugal.]  Go  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  going  into  Committee 
on  the  Marriage  and  Registration  Acts 
Amendment  Bill  being  read, 

Mr.  Robinson  begged  to  ask  whether 
Government  had  ofBcial  cognizance  of  the 
tariff  which  had  been  promulgated  by  the 
Portuguese  Government,  and  which  was, 
he  conceived,  almost  prohibitory  of  our 
commerce  in  that  country;  he  also  re- 
quested to  know  what  were  the  intentions 
of  Government  respecting  the  course  to  be 
pursued  in  these  circumstances. 

Viscount  Palmeraton  said,  that  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  received  through 
their  diplomatic  Agents,  copies  of  the  tariff 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  referred, 
and  which  was,  he  understood,  to  come 
into  operation  in  April  next.  *  The  cha- 
racter of  that  measure  was  exactly  de- 
scribed by  the  hon.  Member,  it  was  not 
only  unfair  to  the  British  trade  in  Por- 
tugal, but  it  would  prove,  he  thought,  in- 
jurious to  the  Portuguese  commerce  itself, 
unless  the  Government  of  that  country 
should  avail  themselves  of  the  intervening 
period  to  reflect  on  the  propriety  of  alter- 
ing their  line  of  conduct  and  annulling 
the  decree  io  question.    If  left  io  force, 
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that  decree  could  not  but  prove  most  de- 
trimental to  the  revenue  of  Portugal,  as 
its  effect  must  be,  to  turn  all  the  trade  of 
that  country  into  contraband  channels. 
With  respect  to  the  course  which  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  contemplated  on  this 
subject  it  was  not  for  him  then  to  say, 
andf  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Member  could 
hardly  expect  that  he  should  at  present 
enter  into  particulars,  as  the  question  was 
at  that  moment  undergoing^  the  most 
anxious  consideration.  To  the  question 
whether  or  no  it  might  be  proper  to  have 
recourse  to  measures  of  retaliation  on  the 
Portuguese,  it  was  not  his  wish  to  allude 
further ;  but  as  connected  with  this  point, 
he  would  say  a  word  on  the  sflbject  of  the 
discriminating  duties  imposed  on  British 
shipping.  He  was  quite  prepared  to  state 
that  so  soon  as  his  Majesty's  Government 
should  ascertain  officially,  that  the  decree 
establishing  these  duties  was  brought  into 
effect,  they  would,  by  Orders  in  Council, 
impose  similar  discriminating  duties  on  all 
Portuguese  vessels  which  should  enter  the 
British  ports. 

Mr.  Robinsan  was  not  surprised  to  find 
that  we  had  met  with  such  treatment  at 
the  hands  of  our  ancient  ally,  whose  future 
course  he  had  predicted  on  the  occasion  of 
the  alteration  of  the  wine  duties  by  the 
present  Lord  Spencer. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  as  this  country  had 
incurred  considerable  expenses  in  the 
maintenance  of  the  treaty  with  Portugal, 
he  did  think  the  noble  Lord  was  justly  en- 
titled to  claim  a  liberal  interpretation  of 
our  commercial  connexions  with  that 
country.  He  should  be  very  sorry,  how- 
ever, if  it  were  necessary  to  resort  to  what 
the  noble  Lord  called  measures  of  retalia- 
tion on  that  people ;  it  would  rather  be 
his  object  to  shame  them  into  a  more  li- 
beral system  of  policy.    Subject  dropped. 

Case  of  the  Vixen.]  Mr.  Charles 
Buller  wished  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
noble  Lord,  concerning  an  occurrence 
which  had  excited  great  interest  in  the 
country — the  alleged  seizure  of  a  British 
vessel,  by  order  of  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment. He  wished  to  know  on  what  plea 
that  seizure  had  been  made — whether 
owing  to  the  infringement  of  the  blockade 
on  the  coast  of  Circassia,  or  of  the  qua- 
rantine regulations  established  by  Russia. 
He  also  wished  to  know  if  any  steps  had 
been  taken  respecting  the  levy  of  tolls  by 
Russia  at  the  mouth  of  the  Danube. 


Viscount  Palmersion  would  only  say 
with  respect  to  the  capture  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  circum- 
stances attending  it  were  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  King's  Advocate,  and 
until  the  report  of  that  Officer  should  be 
received  as  to  the  bearings  of  international 
law  upon  this  question,  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  be  unable  to  form  a  de- 
cision on  the  case.  With  respect  to  levy- 
ing tolls  at  the  mouth  of  the  Danube,  se- 
veral communications  had  passed  between 
his  Majesty's  Government  and  that  of 
Russia,  who  disclaimed  any  intention. of 
interfering  with  the  commerce  of  England 
by  the  exaction  of  those  duties.  By  the 
treaty  of  Adrianople,  which  ceded  the 
Delta  of  the  Danube,  and  thereby  the  em- 
bouchure of  that  river  to  Russia,  a  power 
to  enforce  the  observance  of  a  quarantine 
was  given ;  but  it  had  been  expressly  sti- 
pulated that  those  rights  should  not  inter- 
fere with  the  navigation  of  vessels  pro- 
ceeding to  the  upper  parts  of  the  Danube. 

Mr.  Maclean  wished  to  know  whether 
the  noble  Lord  would  object  to  lay  on  the 
table  any  correspondence  which  might 
have  passed  between  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  that  ofRussia  on  this  subject. 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  there  had 
been  no  correspondence  at  present  on  the 
subject. 

Spain.]  The  noble  Viscount  added, 
that  he  would  take  that  opportunity  to 
state  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  last  week 
asked  him,  whether  there  would  be  any 
objection  to  certain  returns  being  laid 
before  the  House  relative  to  the  amount 
of  assistance  rendered  by  his  Majesty's 
Government  to  the  Queen  of  Spain.  Not 
having  looked  at  the  time  to  the  particular 
nature  of  the  returns  required,  he  (Lord 
Palmerston)  had  stated  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  there  would  be  no  objection; 
and  upon  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  movM 
for  them.  It  appeared,  however,  on  com- 
municating the  order  of  the  House  to  the 
Admiralty,  that  there  existed  very  great 
objections  to  making  some  portion  of  the 
returns.  The  order  required,  in  the  first 
place,  a  return  of  the  amount  of  the  mi- 
litary and  naval  stores,  arms,  and  ammu« 
nition  furnished  to  the  Queen  of  Spain 
under  the  stipulations  of  the  Quadripartite 
Treaty,  and  the  amount  of  payment  re. 
ceived  for  the  same  by  his  Ma'iestv's  Go- 
vernment ;  and  in  the  next  place»  it 
called  for  the  number  of  veasfls  of  war 
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and  steam  boats  employed  on  the  northern 
coast  of  Spain  since  the  date  of  the  treaty, 
and  of  marines,  artillery,  engineers,  and 
sappers  and  miners  employed  in  the  co- 
operalion  granted  by  his  Majesty  to  her 
Catholic  Majesty.     Now,  it  had  always 
been  a  rule  with  the  Admiralty,  under  all 
Administrations,  that,  pending  naval  ope- 
rations, it  was  not  expedient  or  desirable 
to  lay  before  Parliament  returns  of  the 
number  of  ships  and   men  employed  in 
those  operations,  and    he   was  sure    the 
House  would  agree  with  him  tliat  any  de- 
parture fiom  such  a  rule   would  be  at- 
tended  with  the  greatest  possible  incon- 
venience, because  it  would  necessarily  in- 
terfere with   the  operations  of  the  force 
employed,  by  giving  to  the  enemy  a  com- 
plete knowledge  of  the  course  which   it 
would  be  proper  for  him  to  take.     There- 
fore he  hoped  that,  having  given  an  un- 
guarded   and    unauthorised   assent   to   a 
return  which  he  now  felt  ought  to  have 
.been  resisted,  and  which  the  House,  he 
believed,  would  see  reason  not  to  sanction, 
the  hon.  Member  would  permit  him  to 
.  move  the  discharge  of  so  much  of  the 
order  as  related  to  the  number  of  ships 
and  men  employed.      Presuming,  how- 
ever, that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  some 
arpiment  to  found  on  the  fact  that  certain 
officers  and  men  of  artillery  and  engineers 
had  been  employed  in  the  squadron  under 
the  command  of  Lord  John  Hiay,  he  was 
quite  prepared  to  give  the  hon.  Gentle- 
.  man  the  full  benefit  of  an  admission  of 
that  fact ;  for  he  had  no  hesitation  in  stat- 
ing, what  indeed  was  known  to  all  the 
world,  that  there  had  been  attached  to 
Lord  John   Hay's  squadron  one  or  two 
officers  of  artillery  and  engineers,  and  a 
certain  number  of  privates  belonging  to 
those  corps.     He  could  not  suppose  that 
it  would  make  any  difference  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  argument  whether  that  num- 
ber was  ten,  twenty,  or  sixty.     It  was  a 
question  of  principle,  he  presumed,  and 
not  numbers.     He,  therefore,  hoped,  the 
hon.  Member  would  be  content  with  the 
admission  which  had  now  been  made  to 
him,  and    content  himself  with  arguing 
against  the  principle,  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  near  him  would  tell  him  had  always 
been  contended  for  by  the  Admiralty  un- 
der every  Administration. 

Mr.  Maclean  was  understood  to  sav, 
that  supposing  he  should  bring  the  ques- 
tion forward,  it  would  be  a  very  serious 
impedimeot  to  his  argument  if  the  returns 
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were  not  made.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  general  rule  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  referred  was  strictly  applicable  to  our- 
selves, as  co-operating  parties.  He  thought 
there  was  a  very  material  difference  whether 
we  had  employed  ten,  twenty,  or  sixty 
officers  and  men,  or  600  or  700.  At 
the  same  time  he  was  extremely  anxious 
not  to  occasion  any  inconvenience  to  the 
Government,  especially  after  what  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Lord,  and  if  the 
noble  Lord  gave  notice  of  his  intention  and 
made  his  motion  on  a  subsequent  day,  be 
would  not  oppose  it. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  said,  it  was  very  in- 
convenient to  call  upon  the  Admiralty  to 
make  a  return  as  to  the  number  of  ships 
and  men  employed  in  any  naval  operations 
that  were  pending.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, when  speaking  to  him  (Mr.  C.Wood) 
on  the  subject  of  his  intended  motion,  had 
speci6ed  to  htm  the  precise  terms  in  which 
he  afterwards  shaped  it,  he  should  at  once 
have  told  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  such  a 
practice  never  had  been  pursued,  and  that 
It  was  contrary  to  all  the  rules  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. He  was  perfectly  ready  to  make 
any  general  admission  as  to  men  having 
been  employed,  but  any  return  of  the  ac« 
tual  force  so  employed  he  must  resist. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  thought  the  rule 
laid  down  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  the 
Admiralty  was  a  very  proper  one;  but 
after  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oxford  had  been  told  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  that  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  a  return  of  the 
number  of  ships  and  men  employed,  no 
blame  certainly  could  be  imputed  to  him 
for  making  the  motion. 

Mr.  Afac/ean could  not  conceive  in  what 
way  he  could  have  given  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  a  more  distinct 
notice  of  the  object  of  his  motion  than  by 
putting  into  his  hands  in  the  morning  a 
printed  document  setting  forth  that  which 
he  should  move  for  in  the  evening. 

.Conversation  dropped. 

Pilotage.]  Mr.  G.  F,  ybun^  begged 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment to  bring  in  any  measure  respecting 
pilotage  ? 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  was  understood 
to  reply,  that  when  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  received,  he  would  then  be  able 
to  answer  the  question. 
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Timber   Dctieb.]     Mr.  HMme  asked  '  be  very   acceptable  to   those  in   whose 

the  right  hon.  Geotleman  whether  it  was  behair  tc  was  mendtfl  rhaL  toe  Biii  sbaaiit 

his  intention  to  iotrodoce  anj  measare  for  operate  beneticiaiiT.    He  wis  sare  iiia  aoo. 

the  alteration  of  the  tioiher  duties  ?  Friemi^ihe Member  for  Bi3!»raa   Mr.W  iksi, 

Mr.  P.  Thomson  said,  that  as  any  great  would  be  disposed  to  zive  every  ictentioa 

alteratiou  in    these  duties  mo5t  depend,  to   rh«^:9e  poinu,   and   'tiJt  tits   VfiteatyV 

not  only  on  circamstances  connected  with  Gnreminent  wo*iid  be  iiscoseil  :o  co-Joe- 

policy*    but  also   on  circamstances   coa-  rate  i a   any  measure  Mac  '^eodeit  :a  sT-ve. 

nected  with   the  revenue  of  the  coaniry,  to  tnose  who  were  incerested  'he  rail  eicect 

It  was  not  now  tn  his  power  to  answer  tne  of  the  relief  soa^u. 
question.  Mr.  ^uas  admitred  ±ac  :he  irsc  pcmc 

adverted  to  bv  his  ion.  Fnen*!  »^s  a  men- 

«  

Reg  1ST  RATIOS  abd  Marriage  Acts  stroas  evd   on  tue  3«irt  ot  the  Dis 

Suspension  Bill.J      On  (be  motion  of  of  this  ccancry^  and  one  to  wtucli 

the  Attorney-General,  the  House  went  into  Member  who  took  an  mt^esc  -n  oeaatf  at 

Committee  on  this  Bill.  rhe  D<s9eac:as   bodv  was  bound  to  «!▼« 

Mr.  (yConnell  wished  to  kaow  whether,  every  attent.on  in  his  pover.     As  to  :ne 

in  considering  this  Bill,   an  'opportunity  oiher  peine,  he  wis  aot  pn>oa..'  •!   ic  tnat 

would  be  given  to  correct  what  was  erro-  moment  to   pictiz'?  hjtnseif.  ouc  -le  wouid 

neous  in  the  last  measure.     He  hoped  it  give  it  evr^ry  2Uc!i'..ca. 
would  be  so  framed  as  that  such  amend-        Pae  Bdi  wati  .-^sorte^i.  w.;n  'he  imesd' 

men ts  could  be  made.     According  toahe  ments;  and  the  Hcose  resomefl. 
provisions  of  the  Bill  of  last  Sessico,  no 

chapel  could  be  registered  unless  as  a  sepa-        ParviLzoEs  of   tziz    Ho^.^i?]      M*. 

rate  building.  Now  that  was  inconvenient,  Bernal  presened  a  Pe' ir.cn  from  3((»«r%. 

for  there  were  many  chapeb  which  existed  H.^nsard,  pnnters  to  tne  Hcose  oi'  Com- 

in  connexion  with  other  buildings.  •  mooSy   stat;nj^   that    an    acMco    'or   UD^l 

Lord /oAfi  i?«ssel/ said,  that  there  wou!d  had    keeo   commenced  azainit  t««ent   bcr 

be  an  opportunity  afforded   at  a   fature  publish in^  a  Report  of  a  Co.-nm  rtee  cf 

period  of   introducing  any   amendments  the  Hoase,  and   pravin?  for  r-^iief  :o   the 

that  might  be  agreed  to  by  the  House.  matter.     He  moved  that  the  petition  ne 

Mr,  Wilis  h^ped  that  the  Bill  would  be  read. 
postponed  for  a  month,  in  order  that  full        The  petit f on   was  n?^i  by  the   clerk, 

opportunity  might  be  afforded  for  intro^  '  whi<  h  stated  that  m  I^^--^  t^i«*  pi»ti(:oo«*rs 

ducing   such  improvements  as  might   be  had  been  appointed,  and  bad   since  con- 

suggested.     He  expected  to  receive  many  ,  tinoed  to  be«  printers  to  tae  K-^n^;  tdnt 

valuable  suggestions  from  the  Dissenter^  by  certyila   resoUitioas  of  C  e    Ho'i-w*,  of 


in  diff'ereot  parts  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Baines  wished  to  say  a  few  words 


1 3th    August,    ISJo,   and    l^ih     Mirch, 
I836»all  Fiirtiamentary  p^peri  and  r-»por'4 


with  regard  to  one  point  relating  to  the  •  were  directed  to  be  s<.iri  to  the  pnotic  ny 
reading  of  notices  before  the  guardians  of  the  peiicioners^  at  a  rate  bei<»  v  tiieir  t'Ztiiat 
the  poor.  That  part  of  the  measure  was  prime  cost ;  that  thr-y  tiad  printed  a  R«*port 
generally  conceived  by  the  Dissenters  to  of  the  Commissioners  for  inr{fi.rin<^  into 
be  derogatory  and  insulting,  and  he  was  i  the  state  of  prisons,  wherein  it  was  itaied 
sore  that  it  was  not  the  wish  of  any  branch  that  many  of  the  prisoners  had  been  foond 
of  the  Legislature  to  accumulate  insult  on  i  reading  obscene  works  pniited  by  J,  J, 
the  heads  of  those  whom  the  Bill  or  igi- i  Stock  dale ;  that  .Stockda'e  had  sobfe^ 
Daily  intended  to  relieve.  There  was  {  quently  commenced  an  action  for  Itbel  in 
another  point  to  which  he  begged  to  call  l  the  King'«  Bench  against  them ;  and  had 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  he  hoped  estimated  his  damages  ArU  at  1/jOO/.,  hut 
they  would  not  fail  to  take  it  into  consider- I  had  subsequently  increased  them  to  the 
ation.  It  was  that  part  of  the  Registra-  enormous  sum  of  20,0iXj/.;  th^t  the  case 
tion  Bill  by  which  the  guardians  of  the  stood  for  trial  on  TuenHay,  the  7ih  of 
poor  were  to  be  made  the  superintendent  February  next;  and  that  the  potittoners 
registrars  of  births,  marriages,  and  deaths,    had  directed  their  solicitor  to  tA»ce  the 


This  was  an  exceedingly  objectionable  part 
of  the  Bill.  It  was  the  seventh  clause, 
and  if  any  arrangement  could  be  made  to 
obviate  this  objectiooi  he  thought  it  would 


necessary  steps  to  def-nd  soch  action. 
The  petitioners  then  stated  that  ihey  had, 
under  the  advice  of  an  eminent  special 
pleader,a4abartofucb action,  pleaded  (hat 
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tliey  were  printeri  to  the  Hoose  of  Com* 
iKions,and  had,  therefore,  printed  the  Report 
under  the  sanction  and  authority  of  the 
House,  but  that  the  Court  of  King's  Bench 
had  since  ordered  the  plea  of  justification 
to  be  struck  out  of  the  record.  They^ 
therefore,  prayed  the  protection  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  Bernal  then  moved  that  the  petition 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Privileges. 

The  Speaker  said,  on  referring  to  the 
reports,  he  found  that  in  a  case  where  an 
action  had  been  brought  against  the 
Speaker  and  the  Sergeant-at*Arms,  the 
opinion  of  the  House  seemed  to  be  that 
the  plea  ought  to  be  so  framed  as  to  allege 
specifically  and  distinctly  the  authority  of 
the  House  in  defence  of  the  action.  In 
this  it  was  doubtful  whether  the  plea  had 
been  so  framed ;  and  it  would  only  be 
prudent  in  the  House  to  pause,  till  that 
point  were  ascertained  and  not  enter 
hastily  into  a  contest  on  a  question  of  pri- 
vilege. 

The  Attorney 'General  happened  to  be 
counsel  in  the  case,  and  would  take  care 
not  to  make  allusion  to  the  merits  of  it. 
But  he  was  anxious  for  the  sake  of  the 
learned  Judge  that  itshould  be  fully  under- 
stood by  the  House  that  he  meant  no  dis- 
respect whatever  to  the  House  by  the  order 
he  made,  because  all  that  he  meant  was, 
that  the  special  plea  of  the  privilege  of  the 
House  was  wholly  unnecessary,  inasmuch 
as  it  was  competent  for  the  defendants  to 
give  that  matter  in  evidence  under  the  plea 
of  the  general  issue.  He  would  just  sug- 
gest to  the  House  that  if  they  did  wish  to 
protect  persons  from  the  consequences  of 
publications  made  under  their  authority, 
it  might  be  necessary  to  have  a  new  law 
upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  O'Coiifie// certainly  did  not  wish  to 
make  any  reflections  on  the  motives  of  the 
learned  Judge ;  but  it  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  that  the  judge  had  taken 
a  most  inconvenient  course.  If  the  plea 
had  been  left  on  the  record  it  would  hove 
been  decided  at  once  whether  in  point  of 
law  it  amounted  to  a  justification  or  not, 
and  that  without  the  expense  of  a  trial, 
because  if  the  plea  had  been  demurred  to, 
then  the  question  would  have  been  simply 
a  question  of  law  and  decided  by  the 
court ;  whereas  under  the  general  issue  it 
could  only  be  tried  before  a  jury.  This 
was  a  demonstration  bow  inconvenient  the 
practice  of  pleading  the  general  issue  in 
many  ssses  was.    The  general  plea  denied 


the  publication,  and  put  it  upon  the  plafn* 
tiff  to  prove  it.  Now  that  was  not  Mr, 
Hansard's  defence  at  all.  He  admitted 
that  he  published  the  Report,  but  he  also 
alleged  that  he  published  it  by  the  author- 
ity of  the  House.  By  striking  out  the 
plea  of  justi6cation,  therefore,  they  were 
to  have  a  trial,  not  to  ascertain  these  facts 
(which  were  already  admitted),  but  to 
ascertain  whether  these  facts  amounted  to 
a  justification.  Now  that  could  have  been 
ascertained  without  a  trial  if  the  plea  had 
been  left  on  the  record.  It  was  impossible 
that  the  House  could  order  a  man  to  print 
and  publish  a  paper,  and  afterwards  allow 
an  action  to  be  brought  against  him,  with« 
out  extending  to  him  the  protection  of  the 
House.  If  a  wrong  had  been  done  by  the 
publication,  the  House  itself  ought  to 
afford  compensation. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  said,  when  the 
House  ordered  a  publication  of  its  Reports, 
not  for  the  use  of  the  Members  only,  or 
when  it  authorised  any  person  to  sell  those 
Reports,  that  certainly  was  a  publication 
by  its  authority,  and  was  within  the  case 
which  occurred  at  the  close  of  the  reign 
of  Charles  2nd.  In  that  case  the  Speaker 
was  proceeded  against  in  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench  for  having  licensed  a  certain 
publication.  He  pleaded  in  justification 
the  authority  of  the  House ;  that  plea  was 
overruled  by  the  judges,  and  it  was  after- 
wards declared  that  the  decision  of  the 
judges  was  a  violation  of  the  privileges  of 
the  House ;  and  the  judges  were  called 
upon  to  answer  for  it  at  the  Bar  of  the 
House.  No  doubt  the  authority  of  the 
House  might  be  given  in  defence  upon  the 
general  issue,  but  if  it  were  put  on  the 
record  it  was  a  plea  which,  in  his  opinion, 
ought  not  to  have  been  overruled.  He 
could  not  conceive  that  it  was  necessary 
to  make  any  new  law  upon  the  subject. 
He  would  not  enter  into  the  question  as  to 
the  expediency  of  licensing  and  selling 
Parliamentary  papers,  but  he  very  much 
doubted  the  expediency;  but  having 
granted  that  licence  he  was  bound  to  lay 
those  acting  under  it  could  not  be  amenable 
to  any  law  for  so  doing.  Unquestionably 
this  case  would  induce  the  House  to  exer* 
cise  a  more  jealous  control  over  the  papers 
published  by  its  authority.  It  was  no 
longer  ago  than  at  the  close  of  the  last 
Session,  to  his  great  surprise,  he  found  in 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  Petition 
a  petition  printed  containtng-the  stronges 
charges,  in  the  most  offensive  and  8can« 
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dalout  language,  against  Lord  Chief 
Justice  ■  *  -.  He  was  sure  if  that  peti- 
tion had  been  read  to  the  House  it  would 
never  have  been  suffered  to  lie  upon  the 
table  unless  some  Member  should  have 
given  notice  that  he  iutended  to  ground 
upon  it  proceedings  that  would  give  an 
opportunity  to  the  learned  Judge  to  make 
a  defence.  As  it  was  now,  it  stood  upon 
the  journals  as  a  most  offensive  production, 
and  be  certainly  should  take  an  opportu- 
nity, unless  some  proceedings  were  in- 
tended to  be  grounded  upon  it,  to  move, 
as  in  other  instances  had  been  the  case^ 
that  the  petition  be  expunged  from  the 
journals  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  said,  that  the 
petitioners  ought  not  to  have  pleaded  the 
general  issue  at  all,  but  only  a  justification. 
He  did  not  think  it.  was  too  late  to  move 
the  court  to  allow  the  plea  of  the  general 
issue  to  be  withdrawn,  and  the  plea  of 
justification  entered  on  the  record.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  such  an  application 
would  meet  with  success. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  hoped  that  the  House 
would  take  no  step  which  would  interfere 
with  the  regular  course  of  justice.  He 
apprehended  that  under  the  plea  of  the 
general  issue  the  defendant  might  give 
evidence  of  his  having  acted  under  the 
authority  of  the  House.  In  his  opinion, 
it  would  be  better  for  them  to  postpone 
the  matter  until  the  decision  6f  the  Court 
of  King's  Bench  had  been  given,  because 
the  House  were  at  perfect  liberty  at  any 
time  to  take  such  steps  as  they  pleased  to 
vindicate  their  privileges.  He  would, 
therefore,  suggest  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  presented  the  petition  should 
move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned  until 
after  the  question  had  been  settled  in  the 
court. 

Sir  W.  Foiled  agreed  with  the  sugges- 
tion of  his  right  hon.  Friend.  He  thought 
that  many  of  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  were 
totally  without  foundation.  The  learned 
Judge  had  no  discretion,  but  was  bound 
to  remove  the  plea  from  the  record,  on  the 
ground  that  Mr.  Hansard  had  not  thought 
fit  to  stand  upon  the  defence  that  he  had 
printed  the  Report  by  the  authority  of  the 
House  alone ;  but  he  had  also  pleaded  the 
general  issue,  and  bad,  moreover,  taken 
upon  himself  to  plead  that  the  allegations 
which  were  printed  were  in  point  of  fact 
true.  He  having  so  done,  upon  a  sum- 
Aotia  being  takeo  oat  before  the  learned 


Judge  to  remove  the  special  plea^  he  was 
bound  to  remove  it  if,  in  his  opinion,  the 
matter  of  that  plea  could  be  given  under 
the  general  issue,  unless  Mr.  Hansard 
first  withdrew  the  plea  of  the  general 
issue.  If  Mr.  Hansard  had  been  content 
to  stand  upon  what  was,  in  his  (Sir  William 
Follett's)  humble  judgment,  a  conclunive 
defence — namely,  that. he  printed  the  Re* 
port  on  the  authority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  learned  Judge  would  have 
allowed  that  to  remain  upon  the  record» 
and  a  judgment  would  at  once  have  been 
taken  upon  it.  If  it  should  appear  on  the 
trial  to-morrow  that  Mr.  Hansard  did  so 
publish  it,  it  would  be  a  justification. 
Therefore  this  House  ought  not  to  inter* 
fere  at  all,  unless  it  saw  that  the  court  of 
law  was  running  counter  to  the  orders  of 
the  House.  He,  therefore,  agreed  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  that  the  best  course 
to  adopt  would  be  to  see  what  should  be 
done  before  the  learned  Judge  to-morrow ; 
and  if  he  should  tell  the  jury  that  the 
defence  was  a  conclusive  one,  then  there 
would  be  no  necessity  for  the  House  to 
interfere. 

Mr.  O'Connell  certainly  thought  that 
Mr.  Hansard  had  embarrassed  himself. 
Why  should  he  plead  the  truth  of  the 
publication  ?  Neither  had  he  any  reason 
to  plead  the  general  issue.  Having  done 
so,  he  must  take  the  consequences. 

Lord  John  Russell  hoped  there  was  a 
general  agreement  in  the  House  that,  with 
respect  to  the  publication  of  papers  by  the 
authority  of  the  House,  the  protection 
which  the  privileges  of  the  House  afforded 
would  be  extended  over  those  who  made 
such  publication.  It  did  not  appear  to 
him,  however,  that  the  order  for  printing 
and  publishing  the  papers  by  indiviiluale 
at  all  differed  from  the  species  of  publica* 
tion  which  took  place  previously  among 
the  Members  themselves.  He  would  add, 
that  he  trusted  this  case  would  be  disposed 
of  in  the  way  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Exeter.  With  re- 
spect to  this  particular  case,  it  did  not  at  all 
resemble  the  case  of  the  petition  alluded  to 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  containing 
matter  of  a  scandalous  nature  concerning 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice.  It  was  one  which 
formed  a  legitimate  subject  for  the  atten* 
tive  consideration  of  the  House  and  the 
public.  It  would  be  recollected,  the  in- 
spectors of  prisons  had  been  appointed  in 
consequence  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed 
tbe  year  before  last  \  and  they  were  ordered 
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by  klmself,  as  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  to  make  a  report.  In 
one  of  those  reports,  it  was  stated  that 
they  had  found  in  some  of  the  prisons 
Tarious  newspapers  and  other  publications, 
and  the  inspectors  did  no  more  than  their 
duty  in  communicating  to  him  what  they 
thought  of  the  character  of  those  books 
and  newspapers ;  while,  in  his  opinion,  the 
House  of  Commons  did  no  more  than  its 
duty  by  ordering  that  report  to  be  printed. 
It  was  a  publication  which  was  essential  to 
their  proceedings  and  to  a  due  considera- 
tion of  the  important  subject  of  prison 
discipline. 

Mr.  Roebuck  considered  no  person 
publishing  papers  under  authority  ought 
to  be  exposed  to  the  trouble  and  expense 
of  such  an  action  as  this.  On  the  con- 
trary, whoever  published  under  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  House  ought  to  do  so  under 
perfect  security.  To  say  that  there  was  a 
difference  between  publishing  and  selling 
that  which  was  published,  was  a  distinction 
worthy  of  lawyers,  but  not  consistent  with 
common  sense.  The  moment  a  thing  was 
printed  it  was  published  to  all  intents  and 
purposes;  and  courts  of  justice  had  de- 
termined that  putting  a  letter  in  the  Post- 
oflfice  was  a  publication ;  and  whenever 
the  votes  of  that  House  were  printed  they 
were  published — all  the  world  knew  them 
—-all  the  world  would  know  them— and 
the  publisher  ought  to  be  protected. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  publica- 
tion was  of  the  same  kind  when  a  court 
ordered  documents  to  be  printed  for  its 
own  use,  and  when  it  was  sent  out  to  the 
public.  There  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  de- 
cided difference  between  one  case  and  the 
other.  The  House  could  order  documents 
to  be  printed,  not  only  for  its  own  use, 
but  for  that  of  the  public  ;  this,  therefore, 
called  for  greater  circumspection  as  to 
what  documents  should  be  published,  and 
he  wished,  in  making  these  observations, 
merely  to  show  what  inconvenience  might 
arise  from  a  want  of  this  circumspection. 

Mr.  Bernal  said,  that  whatever  was  the 
result  of  the  action,  he  was  sure  the  House 
would  not  suffer  the  Messrs.  Hansard  to 
suffer  any  loss.  He  looked  upon  this  as 
a  matter  of  course,  and  he  would  therefore 
move  that  the  petition  do  lie  on  the  table. 

Agreed  to. 

Mr.  WiUiams  Wynn  then  asked  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
witb  respect  to  the  petition  be  had  recently 


referred  to,  whether  it  was  his  intention  to 
found  any  proceedings  upon  it  ? 

Mr.  0*Connell  said,  when  he  was  re- 
quested last  Session  to  present  the  petition 
he  told  the  parties  that  he  did  not  think  it 
was  a  petition  that  ought  to  be  presented 
to  the  House,  unless  somebody  was  dis- 
posed to  follow  it  up  by  bringing  an  accu- 
sation against  the  judge,  and  that,  in  his 
opinion,  it  contained  statements  of  that 
nature  which  could  not  be  well  followed 
up.  The  party  replied,  that  all  he  re- 
quired him  (Mr.  O'Connell)  to  do,  was  to 
present  the  petition,  and  he  (the  party) 
would  get  persons  to  bring  the  matter  of 
it  before  the  House.  He  begged  to  add, 
that  when  he  presented  the  petition  he  had 
no  idea  of  its  being  printed  or  published. 

Select  Committees  Evidence.] 
The  Select  Committee  to  incjuire  into 
fictitious  votes  (Scotland)  having  been 
nominated. 

The  Speaker  said,  I  hope  that  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  recall  their  atten- 
tion to  the  discussion  which  took  place  a 
few  nights  ago,  with  respect  to  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  Select  Committees.  It 
is  probable  that  it  will  be  an  important 
part  of  the  duty  of  the  Committee  now 
appointed  to  examine  witnesses,  and  to 
report  their  evidence  to  the  House.  The 
occasion,  therefore,  is  appropriate.  When 
this  House  appoints  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  any  matter 
referred  to  them,  a  very  important  duty  is 
devolved  upon  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee, who  are  responsible,  end  are 
bound  to  discharge  it  with  accuracy  and 
fidelity.  A  practice  has  prevailed  of  al- 
lowing witnesses  to  alter  and  add  to  the 
testimony  they  have  given  before  the 
Committee  ;  and  this,  too,  without  the 
alterations  and  additions  being  submitted 
to  the  Committee,  so  that  the  witness 
might  be  examined  as  to  the  alterations  or 
additions.  This  practice  cannot  be  de- 
fended. It  is  not  evidence  given  in  the 
presence  of  the  Committee,  hut  evklence 
altered  and  added  to  by  the  witness  in  his 
private  apartment.  This  practice,  when 
carried  to  the  extent  that  is  now  not  un- 
common, tends  to  destroy  the  character 
for  accuracy  and  fidelity  which  ought  to 
be  impressed  on  evidence  which  purports 
to  have  been  given  in  the  presence  of  the 
Committee.  The  witnesses  have  been  in 
the  habit  of  retaining  the  evidence  in  their 
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to  famve,  in  very  many  instaoce»»  delayed 
the  printing  and  circulation  of  the  Report 
and  Evidence,  to  the  serious  inconveni- 
ence of  this  House.    The  simplest  way  of 
correcting  these  evils  is,  by  requiring  that 
the  evidence,  when  written  out  from  the 
shorthand  writer's  notes,  should  be  sent  di- 
rectto  the  printer, 'so  that  it  may  be  printed 
forthwith.     If  the  witness  chooses  to  see 
his  evidence  after  it  has  been  printed,   he 
may  attend  the  Committee  for  the  purpose 
of  correcting    any  verbal    mistakes,    to 
which,  as  a  rule,  corrections  ought  to  be 
limited.    If  the  witness  wishes  to  vary  and 
add  to  his  evidence,  he  ought  to  be  re- 
examined before  the  Committee,  and  be 
subjected  to  proper  examination.      It  has 
been  suggested,  that  cases  occur,  in  which 
witnesses  are  examined  as  to  opinions  on 
difficult  and  abstrase  subjects ;  and  that 
they  cannot  answer  satisfactorily  on  the 
sudden ;  and,  therefore,  that  in  such  cases 
alterations  and    additions   ought  to    be 
sanctioned.    The  remedy  for  this  is,  that 
the  witness,  if  he  be  not  prepared    to 
answer  on  the  sudden,  should  ask  for  de- 
lay, and  a  future  day  should  be  appointed 
for  his  examination.     By  these  means  the 
evidence  will  be  what  it  ought  to  be — evi- 
dence given  before  the  Committee;   and 
where  an  opportunity  has  been  afforded 
for  examining  the  witness  as  to  all  the 
facts  and  opinions  contained  in  his  evi- 
dence.    Greater  attention  on  the  part  of 
the  Chairman  and  the  Committee  may  be 
necessary,  if  these  rules  are  adhered  to. 
But,  in  truth,  time  is  always  saved  by  doing 
business  with  care  and    accuracy  ;    and 
especially  it  is  important  that  the  ques- 
tions proposed  by  Members    should    be 
stated  with  brevity,  clearness,  and  preci- 
sion. The  shorthand  writers  ought  always 
to  be  sure  that  they  have  collected  accu- 
rately the  question  or  the  answer  before 
they  write  it  down ;  and  hence  the  neces- 
sity for  alteration  will  be  avoided.     If  the 
shorthand  writers  be  inefficient,  the  Com- 
mittee have  a  right  to  expect  that  they 
shall  be  attended  by  efficient  persons,   as 
the  lemuneration  given  by  this  House  is 
ample.     The  name  of  the  shorthand  writer 
who  attends  a  Committee,  should,  on  each 
day  of  the  sitting  of  such  Committee,  be 
given  to  the  Chairman  ;  and  the  shorthand 
writer  ought  to  sign  his  own  notes.    In  all 
this  there  is  nothing  of  novelty :  it  is  only 
averting  to  the  ancient  and  better  practice 
of  this  House,  and  it  is  in  conformity  with 
|be  praelice  which  prevails  in  Election 


Committees.  If  it  shall  be  the  pleasure  of 
the  House  to  sanction  the  course  now 
suggested,  it  will  be  my  duty  to  do  all  in 
mv  power  to  secure  the  observance  of  these 
rules. 

Imprisokment     for    Debt.]      The 
Attorney-Oenercd^  in  rising  to  move  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  abolish  Impri- 
sonment for  Debt  except  incases  of  fraud, 
said,  that  he  did  not  propose  to  enter  at 
large  into  the  subject.     It  had  been  fre- 
quently discussed*  in  that  House,  and  the 
House  bad  frequently  expressed  a  strong 
opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  abolishing 
imprisonment  for  debt,  except  in  cases  of 
fraud.     He  would  explain,  as  briefly  as 
possible,    the  points   in  which    the    Bill 
which  he  now  asked  leave  to  bring  in,  dif- 
fered from  the  Bill  which  he  had  formerly 
presented  to  the  House.    One  difference 
was,  that  the  present  Bill  was  much  shorter 
than  the  former  Bill.  He  therefore  trusted 
that  some  of  those  hon.   Members  who 
had  offered  opposition  to  his  former  Bill 
would  not  offer  any  to  the  present.  Indeed, 
he  entertained  some  hopes  that  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Knaresborough, 
would  second  his  present  motion  ;    for  he 
had  discarded  that  part  of  his  old  Bill  to 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  objected  so 
strenuously — he  meant    that    part  of  it 
which   related  to  speedy  judgment  and 
execution  upon   bills  of  exchange.     He 
considered  that   that  part  of  his  former 
Bill  might  be  spared  now,  on  account  of 
the  great  improvement  which  had  recently 
been  introduced  into  that  department  of 
the  law  by  the  judges.    The  progress  of 
causes  had  been  so  much  accelerated,  the 
means  of  procuring  justice  were  now  so 
much  more  economical  than  formerly,  that 
he  thought  he  might  safely  omit  that  part 
of  his  Bill  altogether.    Another  part  of 
his  former  Bill  related  to  a  cemohonorum. 
That  he  had  also  omitted,  because  he 
thought  it  ought  to  form  a  separate  mea- 
sure of  itself.    He  had  also  discarded  a 
third  portion  of  his  former  Bill— he  al- 
luded to  the  penal  portion  of  it,  by  which 
several  new  misdemeanours  were  created, 
which,  if  they  existed  at  all,  he  thought 
they  ought  to  form  part  of  the  new  Bill 
for  the  consolidation  of  the  criminal  law, 
which  he  hoped  would  be  introduced  dur- 
ing the  present  Session  of  Parliament.  The 
main  objects  of  his  Bill  were  to  give  the 
creditor  an  immediate  remedy  against  the 
property,  and  to  take  away  from  him  bif 
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remedy  against  the  person  of  his  debtor. 
To  those  two  ohjects  his  present  Bill  would 
be  confined.  It  had  been  stated  by  the 
late  Sir  Samuel  Romilly,  and  indeed  by 
every  person  who  had  considered  this  sub- 
iect,  that  the  law  of  England  was  in  a 
lanientable  state  as  to  the  remedy  of  a 
creditor  for  any  debt  adjudged  to  be  due 
to  him.  He  had,  in  fact,  no  direct  remedy 
against  a  great  part  of  the  property  of  his 
debtor.  He  could  not  seize  the  money, 
the  bills,  the  book-debts^  the  bonds,  or  in* 
deed  any  security  of  his  debtor.  All  the 
freehold  property  of  his  debtor  was  exempt. 
His  copyhold  property  could  not  be 
touched.  Half  of  his  funded  property 
might  be  taken,  but  that  only  under  pecu- 
liar circumstances.  Was  it  not  much 
better  that  the  creditor  should  have  a 
remedy  against  the  money,  the  funds,  the 
book-debts,  the  bonds,  the  bills  ef  ex- 
change, and  the  landed  property  of  his 
debtor,  than  that  he  should  seize  his  per- 
son, incarcerate  him,  when  he  could  set 
all  his  creditors  at  defiance  by  living  in 
prison  on  the  proceeds  of  his  property  ? 
The  first  great  object  of  his  Bill  would  be 
to  enable  the  sheriff  to  seize  on  the  money, 
the  bills,  the  book-debts,  the  bonds,  the 
funded  property,  the  copyhold  and  free- 
hold lands  of  the  debtor.  He  proposed 
that  a  judgment  should  be  a  charge  on 
the  real  estate,  so  that  if,  after  twelve 
months,  the  debt  should  not  be  discharged 
the  party  holding  that  judgment  should 
have  the  same  remedy  against  the  land  as 
if  he  held  a  mortgage  upon  it.  Givin? 
this  advantage  to  the  creditor,  he  proposed 
to  enact  that  he  should  no  longer  have 
any  power  over  the  person  of  his  debtor.* 
At  present  the  creditor  had  power  to  seize 
the  person  of  his  debtor  in  order  to  get  at 
his  property ;  but  if  the  Legislature  gave 
the  creditor  power  to  get  at  the  property 
of  his  debtor,  it  ought  not  to  place  the 
person  of  the  debtor  at  the  mercy  of  his 
creditor.  He  proposed,  therefore,  that 
except  in  cases  of  fraud,  the  creditor  should 
not  have  the  power  of  seizing  on  the  per- 
son of  the  debtor.  The  number  of  persons 
confined  in  gaol  for  debt  was  between 
13,000  and  14,000  and  three-fourths  of 
them  were  living  on  the  gaol  allowance, 
and  had  no  property  to  dispose  of.  He 
thonght  it  rtgnt  that  those  persons  should 
be  discharged  out  of  custody,  and  that 
thejr  should  be  allowed  an  opportunity  of 
mamtaining  themselves  and  their  families 
by  honest  industry.   He  by  no  means  pro- 


posed to  take  away  the  power  of  imprison* 
ing  for  debt  in  all  cases  ;  on  the  contrary, 
it  would  be  provided  by  his  Bill,  that 
whenever  fratid  was  discovered  it  should 
be  punished ;  and  consequently  the  judge 
would,  in  every  such  case,  be  allowed  a 
discretion,  to  be  exercised  according  to 
circumstances,  of  ordering  that  the  debtor 
should  be  imprisoned.  Moreover,  when- 
ever  a  creditor  should  swear  that  he  had 
reasonable  cause  to  believe  that  his  debtor 
was  about  to  abscond  from  the  country, 
with  the  view  of  defrauding  bis  creditofs, 
the  power  of  securing  the  person  of  the 
debtor,  which  at  present  existed,  would 
still  remain.  He  proposed  that,  after 
judgment  had  been  obtained,  the  debtor 
should  be  required  either  to  pay  his  debt 
within  a  certain  time,  or  to  give  an  account 
of  his  property.  If  that  account  should 
be  considered  unsatisfactory,  the  debtor 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  ofieriog 
explanations  relative  to  it  before  the  com- 
missioner; but  should  it  be  found  that  he 
did  not  honestly  disclose  the  amount  of  his 
property,  or  refused  to  surrender  it  for  the 
benefit  of  his  creditors,  he  would  then  be 
liable  to  a  strict  imprisonment— not,  as 
was  often  the  case  at  present,  to  a  mock 
imprisonment,  which  did  not  prevent  the 
debtor  from  keeping  a  handsome  house, 
and  living  in  a  style  of  the  greatest  luxury. 
He  would,  in  fact,  be  kept  in  salvd  Bt  ardi 
custodid.  Such  was  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  which  he  believed  would  prove  mu- 
tually beneficial  for  the  creditor  and  the 
debtor.  There  was  another  point,  with 
respect  to  which  the  present  Bill  differed 
from  the  one  which  had  been  formerly 
introduced.  It  was  urged,  as  a  strong  ob*- 
jection,  that  the  Government,  while  endea- 
vouring to  amend  the  law,  proposed  to 
create  a  great  number  of  new  judges;  and 
it  was  said  that  the  patronage  of  the  Crown 
would  be  increased  in  an  alarming  manner. 
Now,  he  would  declare  most  sincerely, 
that  he  always  found  that  in  introducing 
new  Bills  the  creation  of  new  ofiices  was, 
so  far  from  being  desirable,  to  be  if  pos- 
sible avoided,  because  it  always  threw 
serious  obstacles  in  the  way  of  any  im- 
provement of  the  law.  It  was  difficult  to 
determine  how  the  patronage  thus  created 
should  be  disposed  of.  If  it  was  given  to 
the  Crown,  it  was  immediately  said  that 
the  patronage  of  the  Crown  was  impro* 
perlv  increased.  If  it  was  given  to  the 
Lords-lieutenant,   to  the  cuitodes  roiu^ 

torum,  or  to  the  Quarter  SessioDSi  tfieie 
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woaid  then  always  amist  a  graal  danger 
that  improper  appointments  would  be 
made,  and  that  much  mora  jobbing  would 
take  place  than  could  be  apprehended  if 
the  patronage  were  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  a  responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  was  happy 
to  inform  the  House,  that  he  had  so 
framed  the  present  Bill  as  to  render  new 
appointments  unnecessary.  He  hoped 
that  the  new  system  might  be  worked 
by  means  of  the  machinery  already  in 
existence.  A%  that  part  of  the  Bill  relat* 
ing  to  the  cessio  bonorum  had  been  got 
rid  of,  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  might  be 
carried  into  effect  within  a  radius  of  forty 
miles  round  London  by  the  Bankruptcy 
CommissioneVs ;  and  in  other  cases  the 
Court  of  Review  would  be  empowered  to 
appoint  a  special  commissioner,  to  examine 
the  debtor  and  to  do  justice  between  him 
and  his  creditors.  There  would,  conse. 
quently,  be  no  permanent  addition  to  the 
judicial  establishment  of  the  country,  and 
the  proposed  system  would  be  less  expen- 
sive than  the  existing  one;  for  the  House 
would  remember  that  it  appeared  by  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  on  this  sub- 
ject, that  the  expense  of  giving  bail  alone, 
which  would  be  rendered  unnecessary  by 
the  provisions  of  his  Bill  amounted  to  the 
annual  sum  of  300,000/.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  "  to  extend  the 
remedy  of  creditors  again.st  the  property 
of  debtors,  and  to  abolish  imprisonment 
for  debt,  except  in  cases  of  fraud.*' 

Mr.  Richards  quite  concurred  in  the 
propriety  of  making  a  broad  distinction 
between  the  fraudulent  and  the  honest 
debtor ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  a  more 
difficult  task  to  draw  the  line  than  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seemed  to 
think.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  not  shown  the  House  how  that  diffi- 
culty was  to  be  overcome.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  especial  care  would  t>e  taken 
to  make  the  provisions  of  the  present  Bill 
answer  the  expectations  which  its  title  gave 
rise  to.  The  last  Bill  brought  forward  on 
the  subject  would  have  created  immense 
patronage  for  the  Government,  and,  instead 
of  being  of  benefit  to  creditors,  would  have 
been  a  mere  Bill  of  pains  and  penalties. 
The  individual  to  whom  the  drawing  up 
of  that  Bill  had  been  intrusted  seemed  to 
have  the  same  opinion  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers. 
The  Bill  had  been  drawn  up  knavishly  for 


the  purpose  ef  increasing  the  patronage  of 
the  Ministers,  and  of  bringing  down  the 
landed   aristocracy.     He  did  not  acoUse 
the  Ministers  of  having  read  that  Bill.  He 
was  sure,  from  an  expression  which  he 
heard  fall  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Osn* 
tleman  (Sir  J.  Campbell),  that  the  Bill  had 
not  been  read    by    him  until    after  the 
second  reading.     As  for  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
he  doubtless  was  too  much  engaged  in 
writing  learned  disquisitions  on  the  con* 
stitution,  or  too  much  attracted  by  the 
charms  of  the  drama,  to  pay  any  atten- 
tion to  the  subject.    Nor  was  ii  to  be  ex- 
pected that  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  or  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  could  have  devoted  any 
time  to  the  consideralion  of  the  subject—- 
for  the  former  had  been  trying  to  give  a 
practical  lesson  of  non-intervention  to  the 
Spaniards;   and  the  latter  had  been  en- 
deavouring to  sustain  the  value  of  his  Ex- 
chequer-Bills.    The    hon.    Member    for 
Oxford  (Mr.  Maclean)  had  frequently  put 
questions  to  the  Government  respectmg 
the  re-introductton  of  that  Bill,  but  he  sus* 
pected  that  even  that  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  read  the  Bill  about  which  he  appeared 
to  be  so  anxious.     It  was    undoubtedly 
true  that  the  Bill  passed  that  House,  but, 
to  quote  the  words  of  the  late  Mr.  Cob- 
bett,  **  he  thanked   God  that  we  had  a 
House  of  Lords."  That  House  plainly  saw 
that  the  professed  object  of  the  Bill,  viz.j 
the  improvement  of  the  law,  was  all  a  pre- 
tence.    Their  Lordships  were  not  long  in 
discovering  that  it    proceeded   from  the 
same  shop  as  the  Irish  Corporations*  Bill 
and  the  Irish  Church  Bill  came  from,  and 
that  its  object  really  was,  to  increase  the 
patronage  of  the  Ministers.     He  did  not 
say  it  was  directly  the  Bill  of  Ministers; 
it  might  have  been  drawn  up  by  some  of 
the  understrappers  of  Government,  and  he 
had  denounced  it,  as  he  did  the  present, 
as  a  knavish  Bill  and  calculated  to  under- 
mine the  landed  aristocracy  of  the  country* 
He  hoped  such  a  Bill  would  never  pass 
that  House,  and  that  ample  time  would  be 
afforded  for  its  discussion,  at  an  earlier 
hour  than  two  in  the  morning,  and  that  it 
would  not  be  allowed  to  go  forth  to  the 
country  deserving  the  character  which  he 
had   felt  bound  to  attribute  to  it.     He 
trusted  that  ample  opportunity  wonid  be 
given  for  the  consideration  of  the  new 
Bill,  and  he  hoped  that  if  it  shonld  be 
found  at  all  similar  to  the  former  Bill,  the 
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Mr*  Maclean  assured  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down,  that  he  had 
read  the  former  Bill ;  and  that  his  object 
in  questioning  the  Government  about  the 
introduction  of  a  new  BilU  was  to  ascer- 
tain whether  or  not  an  opportunity  would 
be  allowed  for  fully  considering  .its  pro- 
visions. It  appeared  to  hiro>  from  the 
great  many  alterations  proposed  to  be 
made  in  the  new  Bill^  that  'the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (the  Attorney- 
General)  admitted,  that  the  House  of 
Lords  had  acted  perfectly  right  in  not 
agreeing  to  the  former  measure.  There 
were  parts  of  the  present  Bill,  which  he 
thought  the  House  ought  to  watch  with 
extreme  jealousy.  The  power  which  it 
was  proposed  to  give  to  any  creditor  who 
should  be  prepared  to  swear  that  he 
suspected  his  debtor  was  about  to  ab- 
scond^ of  causing  the  latter  to  be  incar- 
cerated^ was  one  extremely  liable  to 
abuse.  The  old  Bill  contained  a  provi- 
sion which  he  considered  highly  dan- 
gerous^ and  to  which  he  should  be  disposed 
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same  opinion  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  had  of  them. 

Mr.  Ewart  put  it  to  the  House,  whether 
the  words  used  by  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  convey  an  imputation  against  the 
Gentleman  who  had  drawn  up  the  former 
Bill.  The  animus  which  dictated  the  ex- 
pression was  evident. 

Mr.  Richards :  I  have  explained  the 
animus. 

Mr.  Efvart  continued.  He  was  glad  of  the 
introduction  of  a  measure  so  calculated  to 
benefit  the  people  as  that  of  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (the  Attorney- 
General)  had  explained  the  nature.  It 
had  been  said  by  Lord  Chancellor  Eldon, 
that  the  law  in  its  present  state  was 
barbarous^  and  he  thought^  that  no  one 
would  be  found  to  object  to  the  intro. 
duction  of  a  Bill  for  its  amendment. 

Mr.  (yConnell  said,  that  when  the 
former  Bill  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  he  inquired  whether  it  was 
to  be  extended  to  Ireland,  and  was  told 
in  reply,  that  the  machinery  which  was 
requisite  for  its  operation  was  inapplicable 
to  that  country.     He  then  resolved,  after 


to  object,  if  it  was  comprehended  in  the    the  Et^lish  Bill  should  have  passed,  to 


present  Bill;  he  alluded  to  the  power 
given  to  the  creditor  of  breaking  into  the 
house  of  a  third  party,  in  order  to  ob- 
tain possession  of  goods  belonging  to  his 
debtor. 

Mr.  Poller  felt  sure,  that  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill  with  the  proposed 
alterations  would  give  great  satisfaction 
to  the  country,  and  particularly  to  the 
trading  community. 

Mr.  Ewart  said,  that  the  former  Bill, 
which  had  been  described  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough,  as  tending 
to  undermine  the  landed  aristocracy,  only 
went  to  make  them  liable  for  their  just 
debts  ;  and  if  the  hon.  Member  dared  io 
maintain  that  that  was  an  improper  ob- 
ject of  legislation^  he  should  like  to 
know  what  sort  of  constituency  it  was 
Chat  sent  that  hon.  Member  to  that 
House }  He  was  astonished  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member  charge  the  party  who  had 
drawn  up  the  former  Bill  with  having 
knavish  purposes  in  view. 

Mr.  Richards  rose  to  order.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  had  attributed 
words  to  him  which  he  had  never  used. 
He  never  charged  the  party  who  drew  up 
the  Bill  with  having  knavish  purposes  in 
view.  What  he  said  was,  that  the  Bill 
had  been  knavishly  drawn  up ;  and  that 
the  drawer  of  it  seemed  to  entertain  the 


ask  for  the  introduction  of  one  of  a 
similar  nature,  adapted  to  the  circum- 
stances of  Ireland.  It  now  appeared,  if 
he  properly  understood  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (the 
Attorney-General),  that  there  existed  no 
reason  why  the  proposed  measure  should 
not  be  extended  to  Ireland,  as  all  intention 
of  erecting  new  tribunals  was  disclaimed. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  thought  it 
would  be  wise,  as  the  proposed  provision? 
were  in  his  opinion  highly  salutary,  to 
legislate  for  both  countries  in  one  and  the 
same  Bill. 

Mr.  Hames  said,  that  with  regard  to 
the  opinions  of  the  Common  Law  Com- 
missioners upon  the  question,  he  would 
mention^  for  the  information  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough,  that  they, 
if  not  unanimous,  were  nearly  so,  as  to 
the  policy  of  abolishing  imprisonment 
for  debt,  and  those  few  who  differed  from 
the  rest  had  published  the  reasons  for 
their  dissent.  They  had  founded  their 
opinions  upon  the  evidence  of  tradesmen 
and  other  persons,  capable  of  forming  a 
correct  judgment  ou  the  question,  the 
mfgority  of  whom  had  stated,  that  the 
credit  of  the  country  could  not  be  in  the 
least  degree  affiected  by  the  abolition  of 
imprisonment  for  debt.  Under  the  ex- 
isting   system    there  was  the    greatest 
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facility  for  gtuing  wk  the  peraon  of  m 
ddrtor,  but  none  wlMtever  for  getting 
at  his  properlj.  Many  hon.  Members 
thonghtj  that  securing  the  body  of  m 
debtor  was  a  step  towards  getting  hold 
of  his  property;  but  they  were  much 
mistaken.  Debtors  weredisdiarged  from 
prison  without  examination,  and  the 
greater  part  of  those  who  remained  in 
prison  were  extremely  poor,  and  that  at 
once  ought  to  do  away  with  any  objection 
to  their  being  set  at  liberty.  He  should 
give  the  Bill  his  best  support. 

Mr.  Pemberiam  did  not  rise  to  prolong 
the  discussion  relatire  to  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.   and  learned  Gentleman    opposite, 
but  to  inquire  of  the  GoTcmment,  whe- 
ther it  was  their  intention  to  submit  to 
that  or  to  the  other  House  of  Pariiament, 
any  measure  for  the  improvement  of  the 
administration  in  the  Courts  of  Chancery. 
I>uriDg  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  a 
measure  was    introduced    by   the    Lord 
Chancellor,  but  it  was  considered  so  in- 
adequate for  its  purpose,  both  by  lawyers 
and   all    other    persons,  that    no    great 
regret  was  felt,  that  the  measure  was  not 
proceeded  with.    The  erils  which  then  ex- 
isted had  unce  increased  to  a  degree  of 
which   the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  might    not   perhaps  be   aware. 
Two  years  and  a-half  ago  the  arrears  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery  were  between  300 
and  400,  and  they  had  now  increased  to 
between  800  and  900.     In  the  House  of 
Lords,    too,    the    duties    of    the    Lord 
Chancellor  had  greatly  increased^  so  that  the 
sittings  in  his  own  Court  were  frequently 
interrupted.     Added  to  this,  the  Court  of 
Privy   Council  had  occasioned  extreme 
inconvenience    by    totally    altering    its 
arrangements.     It  formerly  used  to  hold 
its  sittings  during  the  holidays,  when  no 
other  Court  was  open  ;  but  it  now  sat  at 
times  when  business  was  being  transacted 
in  other  Courts.    Still  its  sittings  were  so 
un frequent,  that  it  could  not  acquire  a 
bar  for  itself;  and  consequently  the  gen- 
tlemen of  the  profession  were  obliged  to 
neglect    the    interests    of   their    clients, 
either  at  the  Privy  Council  or  at  another 
Court.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
proposed  by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  he 
had  asked  leave  to  introduce,  to  throw 
some  duty  on  the  judges  of  the  Court  of 
Review.     He  was  very  glad  to  hear  of 
such  an  arrangement,  for  there  certainly 
was  no  body  of  men  in  the  country  so 
much  in  want  of  employment  as  those 
learned  individuals.    It  was  not  his  in- 


tention to  comment  on  that  matter  j  all 
he  wished  to  know  was  whether  the 
Government  intended  to  bring  the  whole 
subject  to  which  he  had  alloded  under 
the  con»leralion  of  Pburliament?  He 
could  not  help  thinking,  that  it  might  be 
de^rable  to  have  it  first  discussed  in  that 
House.  There  were,  undoubtedly,  in  the 
other  House,  persons  of  high  eminence, 
but  they  filled  or  had  filled  judicial 
situations  ;  and  persons  at  the  bar  might 
be  able,  on  account  of  their  peculiar  posi- 
tion, to  throw  some  light  on  the  subject, 
which  perhaps  could  not  be  aflbrded  by 
individuals  in  a  superior  station. 

The  Attormfy-Gmeral  adn;itted  the  ex- 
istence of  the  evils  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  drawn  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  He  believed  there 
could  be  no  doubt,  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  increased  population,  and  the  increased 
wealth  of  this  country,  the  present  judi- 
cial establishment  was  inadequate.  That 
judicial  establishment  continued,  in  point 
of  fact,  in  almost  the  same  state  as  it  was 
at  a  period  when  the  kingdom  was  six 
times  less  populous,  and  twenty  times 
less  wealthy.  He  could  assure  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  that  the  sulject 
to  which  he  had  alluded  was  under  the 
serious  consideration  of  the  Government, 
and  he  had  no  doubt,  that  during  the 
present  Session,  and  at  an  early  period* 
it  would  be  brought  under  the  consi- 
deration of  that  House,  care  being  taken 
to  give  time  for  the  fullest  and  most 
mature  discussion. 

Leave  was  given.  The  Bill  was  brought 
in  and  read  a  first  time. 

ANSWsa  TO  THE  Addrkss.]  Lord 
J.  Russell  appeared  at  the  Bar,  and  read 
his  Majesty's  answer  to  the  Address* 
which  is  as  follows  : — "  1  have  received 
with  satisfaction  your  loyal  and  dutifhl 
Address.  1  rely  with  confidence  on  your 
mature  consideration  of  those  subjects  to 
which  I  have  called  your  attention.  It 
will  be  my  earnest  endeavour,  with  the 
blessing  of  Divine  Providence,  to  pre- 
serve the  peace  of  Europe,  to  maintain 
the  honour  of  the  Crown,  and  promote 
the  happiness  of  my  subjects.*' 

Rbgistration  of  Votms.]  The 
Attomey-General,  in  moving  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  better  regulation 
of  the  Registration  of  Voters  in  England, 
said,  that  upon  reconsideration  of  the 
measure  submitted  to  the  House  during 


165         Joint'Siock  Banks.         {COMMONS}         Jotnt-Siack  Banks. 


166 


the  past  Session^  he  had  judged  it  proper^ 
with  the  consent  of  the  House,  to  intro- 
duce a  few  changes,  the  tendency  of 
which  would,  in  his  judgment,  decidedly 
be  to  improve  the  system  of  registration 
generally.  Instead  of  having  175  judges, 
as  at  present,  of  the  claimant's  fitness  for 
the  concession  of  the  franchise,  he  proposed 
having  only  eight  or  ten — an  abundantly 
sufficient  number  for  practical  utility. 
He  also  purposed  introducing  a  modiB- 
cation  into  the  questions  which  were  pyt 
to  electors  upon  going  to  the  poll,  respect- 
ing the  fact  of  their  residence  in  the  pre- 
mises, out  of  which  they  registered  during 
the  year  preceding.  By  the  existing 
system,  not  fewer,  perhaps,  than  10,000 
persons  were  liable  to  disfranchisement, 
ID  consequence  of  change  of  premises, 
although  they  had  moved  to  a  better 
house  than  that  which  they  had  occupied 
at  the  period  of  registration,  and  were 
subject  to  the  payment  of  a  higher  rent« 
He  ( the  Attorney-General)  proposed  in. 
troducing  an  alteration,  to  meet  this  in- 
convenience, into  the  Bill  which  he 
should  have  the  honour  to  submit  to  the 
House,  and  he  hoped  to  be  permitted  to 
do  so  without  opposition. 

Mr.  Maclean  wished  to  know  in  whom 
was  to  be  vested  the  appointment  of  the 
individuals^  whO|  according  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  were  to  be  mtrusted  with 
the  superintendence  of  the  r^istries,  and 
the  right  of  deciding  upon  claims  to  the 
franchise  ? 

The  Attorney- General  entertained  the 
hope,  that  in  this  respect  an  arrange- 
ment every  way  satisfactory  to  the  House 
would  be  entered  into.  He  had  been 
most  anxious  before  the  introduction  of 
the  Bill  of  last  Session  to  vest  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  superintendents  of  the 
registration  in  the  Speaker;  but  that 
right  hon.  personage  disclaimed  the  exer- 
cise of  any  such  power.  A  difficulty  now 
existed  as  to  whether  the  right  of  ap- 
pointment should  be  vested  in  the  Secre* 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  or 
in  the  Lord  Chancellor.  He  would, 
however,  apply  his  attentive  consider- 
ation to  the  fittest  arrangement  in  this 
matter. 

Leave  granted.  Bill  brought  in  and  read 
a  first  time. 

Joint-Stock  Banks.]  The  Chancellor 
qf  the  Exchequer,  in  rising  to  move  the 
renewal  of  the  Committe  on  Joint-stock 
Banks^  sald^  it  would  be  in  the  recollection 


of  the  House  that  last  Session,  on  the 
motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him,  the 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  a  select 
Committee  was  appointed  to  consider  the 
state  of  the  law  in  relation  to  Joint-stock 
Banks.  That  Committee  was  generally 
assented  to,  and  although  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  there  ap* 
peared  a  disposition  to  extend  its  inquiries 
further  than  was  contemplated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets, 
there  was  evinced  no  desire  to  resist  the 
inquiry  itself.  The  Committee  which  was 
appointed  in  May,  proceeded  to  apply  it- 
self with  great  industry  to  the  points  re- 
ferred to  it  by  the  House.  It  sat  till  the 
close  of  the  Session,  and  examined  vast 
numbers  of  witnesses,  on  whose  testimony 
it  was  no  part  of  his  present  business  to 
comment;  but  the- whole  of  it  was  be- 
fore the  House.  It  then  became  a  ques- 
tion with  the  Committee  whether  it  would 
be  wise  or  prudent  to  legislate  at  that 
period.  The  subject  was  nilly  considered 
by  the  Committee,  and  the  advantages 
and  disadvantages  of  immediately  legisla- 
ting occupied  their  attention  during  two 
days*  deliberation.  The  opinion  of  the 
Committee  on  the  point  was  stated  in  the 
report,  to  the  effect,  that  they  saw  so  many 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  immediate  legis- 
lation, and  so  many  objections  to  imper- 
fect legislation,  that  they  preferred  re- 
commending that  the  Committee  should 
be  revived  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session,  and  that,  in  the  meanwhile,  their 
report  should  be  circulated  in  the  coun- 
try. It  was  in  obedience  to  that  recom- 
mendation that  he  now  begged  to  propose 
the  revival  of  that  Committee.  He 
trusted  that  those  gentlemen  whose  co- 
operation he  had  benefitted  by  in  the 
Committee,  that  those  gentlemen  who 
had  acquiesced  in  the  appointment  of  that 
Committee,  had  since  the  12th  of  May 
seen  no  circumstance  which  could  induce 
them  to  withhold  their  support  from  him 
on  the  present  occasion.  He  trusted  that 
the  experience  which  they  had  had  in  the 
interval  between  the  close  of  the  last  Ses- 
sion and  the  present  period,  was  not  such 
as  to  indispose  them  from  at  least  renew- 
ing the  Committee.  As  the  proposition 
he  was  about  to  make  was  for  the  con- 
tinuation of  the  Committee,  it  would  be 
highly  inexpedient  on  his  part  to  presume 
any  anticipation  of  what  might  be  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  on  the  subject* 
but  he  should  be  greatly  misconceived  if  it 
were  considered  that  his  motion  was  ono 
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nuide  in  bostOity  to  the  principle  of  Joint- 
ttock  Banks,  or  the  established  system. 
It  was  wen  understood  that  the  Act  2 
Geo.  4th,  was  rather  considered,  when  it 
was  passed,  as  an  experiment,  and  it  was 
obrioDsly  necessary  that  time  should 
elapse  before  it  would  be  possible  to  form 
a  deliberate  opinion  on  the  subject.  Now, 
however,  a  great  many  facts  were  before 
them  which  would  enable  them  to  judge 
whether  the  practice  under  the  Act  in 
question,  and  the  Act  itself,  required 
amendment.  The  very  large  majority  of 
witnesses  examined  on  the  part  of  the 
banks,  while  maintaining  the  decided  use- 
fulness of  a  well-understood  system  of 
Joint-stock  Banking,  united  in  the 
opinion  that  the  law  required  amendment, 
for  the  protection  of  the  banks  themselves, 
of  the  people,  and  for  the  general  protec- 
tion of  the  credit  and  currency  of  the  coun. 
try.  [Hear.]  It  had  been  suggested  that  the 
Committee  should  extend  the  range  of  its 
inquiries ;  but  he  would  appeal  from  the 
Crentlemen  who  cheered  to  the  Gentlemen 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  who  had  been 
on  the  Committee,  and  ask  them  whether 
the  subjects  l>efbre  them  had  not  been  in 
therosebres  sufficiently  complicated  and 
difficult  without  embarrassing  themselves 
with  new  and  still  more  intricate  and 
delicate  subjects  for  consideration.  It  was 
out  of  the  question  to  require  the  Com- 
mittee to  embark  upon  the  whole  question 
of  the  currency,  or  the  renewal  of  the 
Bank  of  England  charter  in  connection 
with  Joint-stock  Banks.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say,  that  it  would  have  been  pos- 
sible to  carry  on  the  investigation  before 
the  Committee  without  looking  into  the 
effect  of  the  Bank  of  England  circulation 
in  relation  to  these  banks  ;  this  sort  of  in- 
cidental inquiry  was  indispensable  to  the 
development  of  the  subject ;  but  to  open 
the  wnole  question  of  the  currency  and 
the  Bank  Charter  in  that  Committee  would 
only  tend  in  a  very  great  degree  to  em- 
barrass its  proceedings.  The  House 
would  recollect,  that  in  the  last  Session 
his  language  on  this  subject  had  been  at 
all  times  that  of  caution  and  warning ; 
that  he  had  said  nothing  in  any  part  of 
the  discussions  of  last  year  that  in  the  least 
degree  tended  to  give  an  exaggerated  hope 
of  national  prosperity  or  increased  enter- 
prise ;  indeed^  an  hon.  Member  had  almost 
reproved  him  for  his  extreme  caution  in 
this  respect.  But,  at  the  same  time,  the 
language  of  caution  need  not  be  the  lan- 
guage of  despair,  and  he  was  as  little  dis- 


posed to  speak  despairingly  now  as  thtft ; 
but  in  the  same  spirit  of  caatkm  he 
would  now  entreat  hon.  Members  who 
might  be  disposed  to  extend  the  ciide  of 
the  Committee's  inquiries  to  beware  lest 
they  thus  inflicted  a  permanent  injury  on 
the  best  interests  of  the  country.  He 
should  reserve  to  himself  the  full  power 
of  addressing  himself  to  the  sul:ject  of  any 
amendment  which  might  be  made  upon 
his  motion.  It  was  bis  intention  to  pro- 
pose the  extension  of  tlie  inquiry  of  the 
Committee  to  Ireland.  Several  cireum- 
stancea  in  connexion  with  the  circulating 
medium  in  that  country,  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  course  of  the  last  six  months 
had  been  such  as  greatly  to  excite  public 
attention.  Whatever  amendments  hon. 
Gentlemen  might  be  disposed  to  move  to 
extend  the  inquiry,  with  a  view  to  improve 
the  law  respecting  banking,  he  begged  to 
say  he  was  himself  prepared  to  extend  it 
to  Ireland ;  and  in  order  to  give  the 
Committee  the  assistance  of  some  Irish 
Members  in  the  course  of  its  deliberations, 
he  proposed  to  add  to  the  Committee  of 
last  S^ion  four  Irish  Representatives} 
two  taken  from  one  side,  and  two  from  the 
other  side  of  the  Houses  It  was  perhaps 
absurd  in  him  to  talk  of  the  two  sides  of 
the  House  in  relation  to  a  subject  of  this 
nature ;  for  he  was  bound  to  say,  that  in 
the  inquiry  of  last  year  all  party  feeling 
was  completely  lost  sight  of*  as  it  surely 
ought  to  be  in  a  question  in  which  were 
involved  interests  on  such  immense  mas- 
nitude  as  the  banking  interests  of  this 
country^-interests  on  which  the  com- 
mercial credit  of  the  country  was  entirely 
dependent.  When  such  interests  were 
at  stake  all  might  be  satisfied  that  no 
party  feelings  or  differences  would  be 
allowed  to  interfere  with  the  due  exer- 
cise of  the  best  judgment  which  each  in- 
dividual Member  of  the  Committee  could 
bring  to  bear  on  the  subject.  He  should 
conclude  with  moving,  in  the  terms  of  the 
motion  of  last  year,  that  a  Select  Com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
operation  of  the  acts  for  promoting  the 
establishment  of  Joint-stock  Banks  under 
certain  restrictions  in  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  and  to  determine  whether  it  was 
expedient  to  make  any  alteration  In  the 
provisions  of  those  Acts. 

Mr.  HuvM  was  fully  aware  of  the  im- 
portance of  the  present  question,  and  he 
begged  the  indulgence  of  the  Houle 
while  he  made  a  few  observations  in  re* 
lation  to  it.    The  right  hos.  Geatltoiao 
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had  stated  that  the  Committee  of  last 
year  was  appointed  with  no  hostile  view 
towards  Joint-stock  Banks,  and  he  was 
not  disposed  to  say  it  was ;  but  he  be- 
lieved the  Joint-stock  Banks  entertained 
a  different  opinion.  He  would  set  out  by 
declaring  it  his  conviction  that  no  banking 
system  could  be  perfectly  safe>  unless 
(bunded  on  the  principle  that  bank-notes 
should  be  changeable  for  bullion  or  coin 
on  demand.  That  was  the  very  essence 
of  the  security  which  the  commercial  in- 
terests were  entitled  to.  Unfortunately 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
granting  the  last  Bank  Charter,  consented 
to  the  introduction  of  a  clause  in  which 
that  essential  principle  was  departed  from. 
He  took  the  sense  of  the  House  on  the 
Clause  to  which  he  was  referring,  and  in 
doing  so  told  them  that  it  was  fraught 
with  evil ;  that  sooner  or  later  even  those 
authorities  of  the  Bank  who  recommended 
it  to  him  would  regret  its  being  embodied 
in  their  charter ;  that  it  would  most  cer- 
tainly lead  to  such  a  surplus  of  paper,  and 
consequently  to  such  accommodation  and 
speculation,  as  must  eventually  endanger 
the  credit  of  the  country.  This  was  the 
opinion  he  had  expressed  in  the  debates 
on  the  Bank  Charter,  and  he  would  now 
proceed  to  vindicate  the  course  he  took 
last  Session,  when  he  proposed  to  extend 
the  inquiry,  uuless  it  were  apparent  that 
it  was  proposed  for  some  very  different 
purpose  than  the  one  avowed  ;  but  here 
was  a  question  mooted  of  deep  public  in- 
terest, and  he  expected  that  his  motion 
for  the  omission  of  the  clause  he  had  al- 
luded to  would  have  received  some  atten- 
tion from  the  Committee.  He  was  sorry, 
on  reading  the  evidence,  to  find  that  not  a 
single  question  wbs  put  to  ascertain  what 
was  the  effect  of  the  paper  of  the  Joint- 
.  stock  Banks  being  made  payable  in  the 
country  in  Bank  of  England  notes.  If 
such  a  question  had  been  put,  the  inquiry 
was  certainly  not  pursued.  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  he  regretted  now  that 
his  amendment  was  not  carried,  and  also 
the  manner  in  which  the  present  inquiry 
was  carried  on.  He  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  was  a 
eritical  period — he  agreed  with  him  that 
mischief  or  good  would  result  according 
as  this  inquiry  was  proceeded  with — but 
he  must  press  for  inquiry  when  he  saw 
enactments  on  Banking  which  he  believed 
to  be  fraught  with  the  sacrifice  of  millions 
of  capital.  He  told  Mr.  CanninK  and  Mr. 
Hoskision  that  they  were  mistaken  as  to 


the  sources  of  the  mischief  when  they 
were  attributing  the  panic  of  1825  to  the 
country  banks^  without  any  proof  that 
it  was  so.  He  observed,  on  that  occasion, 
that  the  whole  issue  of  the  country  Banks 
could  not  possibly  produce  the  least  effect 
on  the  circulation.  The  House,  he  would 
contend,  legislated  on  wrong  information ; 
and  let  any  commercial  man  look  back  to 
the  withdrawal  of  the  small  notes  from 
circulation,  and  say  whether  that  had  not 
been  productive  of  the  most  serious  and 
lamentable  inconvenience.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  them  that  an  inquiry 
into  the  Bank  Charter  would  be  an  inci- 
dental inquiry ;  his  proposition,  however, 
was  not  to  open  the  question  of  the  Bank 
Charter,  but  only  to  inquire  with  a  view 
to  ascertain  what  had  been  the  discretion 
exercised  by  the  Bank  of  England.  He 
felt  bound  to  say  that  he  knew  no  in- 
dividuals who  were  more  anxious  than 
were  some  of  the  official  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  Bank  of  England  to  do 
justice  and  see  the  duties  or  their  office 
efficiently  performed,  yet  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  also  declaring  that  he  did  not 
think  their  proceedings  had  manifested  a 
knowledge  of  the  principles  on  which 
they  ought  to  act,  and,  therefore,  what- 
ever changes  had  taken  place  in  the  cur- 
rency in  the  last  few  years  had  been  owing 
to  the  management  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, and  not  to  that  of  the  Joint-stock 
Banks.  If  he  could  make  that  out  he 
hoped  the  House  would  go  with  him  in 
adopting  his  proposition,  which  was  to 
extend  the  inquiry  to  Banks  in  general, 
and  to  the  causes  of  those  changes  in  the 
currency  which  had  occurred  during  the 
last  two  years.  His  object  was  to  show 
what  ought  to  be  the  principle  of  Bank- 
ing; to  show  what  ought  to  be  the 
system  here  and  what  had  been  the  results 
from  the  system  adopted  here  and  else- 
where. The  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  proposed  that  the  Bank 
Charter  should  be  the  subject  of  an  inci- 
dental inquiry;  he  would  have  it  the  sub- 
ject of  their  principal  inquiry.  He  was 
prepared  to  show  that  if  evils  had  resulted 
from  a  surplus  currency,  they  were  not 
produced  by  the  Joint-stock  Banks,  but 
by  the  Bank  of  England.  If  he  should 
show  that  the  evils  of  speculation  had 
arisen  which  bad  led  to  a  sudden  restric- 
tion of  the  currency — if  he  should  show 
that  great  changes  had  taken  place  which 
had  thrown  an  artiffcial  value  of  Ave.  ten, 
or  more  per  cent,  on  some  particular  oom- 
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modities,  and  in  a  few  montht  had  de- 
preased  Ibem  to  an  equal  amount— if  be 
ahould  show  that  anything  had  occurred 
which  had  interfered  with  the  public  credit, 
and  placed  it,  though  it  had  always  here- 
tofore been  as  high,  below  the  credit  of  a 
neighbouring  country — if  he  should  show 
that  the  interest  paid  on  Exchequer  Bills 
in  England  was  higher  than  the  interest 
paid  on  Exchequer  Bills  in  France — if  lie 
should  show  that  within  the  last  twelve 
months  the  credit  of  England,  as  regarded 
Exchequer  Bills  and  the  Funds,  was 
higher  than  that  of  France,  whereas  now 
it  was  deteriorated — if  he  should  show  the 
existence  of  such  a  state  of  things,  he 
would  ask  the  House  was  not  that  a  6t 
subject  for  inquiry  ?  The  right  hon.  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  nothing 
had  occurred  since  the  last  meeting  of 
Parliament  to  throw  doubt  on  the  utility 
of  the  inquiry.  Certainly  nothing  had 
occurred.  His  object  was,  to  urge  inquiry, 
not  to  limit  it.  VVhen  he  saw  an  attempt 
made  to  attribute  an  evil  to  Joint-Stock 
Banks  of  which  they  were  comparatively 
innocent— he  admitted  they  were  not  alto- 
gether 60 — he  considered  himself  bound  to 
endeavour  to  fix  it  on  those  whom  he  con- 
sidered the  real  offenders.  In  character- 
ising the  course  which  had  been  taken  as 
an  offence  he  did  not  mean  to  attribute 
anything  worse  than  a  want  of  caution 
and  the  violation  of  an  important  principle. 
The  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said,  they  ought  to  proceed  with 
great  caution  in  an  inquiry  of  this  descrip- 
tion, inasmuch  as  the  interest  of  every 
roan  in  the  community  was  more  or  less 
affected  by  it ;  he  agreed  so  far  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  on  that  very 
ground  would  ask  the  House  to  go  along 
with  him  in  his  proposition.  He  begged 
to  divert  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  must  have  attracted  considerable 
notice  during  the  inquiry  of  the  Committee 
of  1819;  he  referred  to  a  portion  of  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Alexander  Baring,  who 
was  considered  one  of  the  best  of  the  au- 
thorities examined  by  the  Committee.  A 
question  was  asked  of  him,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  ascertain  whether  greater 
changes  in  the  currency  had  taken  place  in 
France  or  in  England.  Everybody  knew 
irhat  changes  had  taken  place  in  this 
country  from  1797  till  the  period  when 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  introduced  his  Currency  Bill.  He 
admitted  that  one  of  tite  greatest  benefits 
VOL.  XXXVI.  {JlSl} 


which  had  been  conferred  on  this  country 
was  that  Act  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  by 
which  he  placed  the  currency  on  its  present 
footing.  Though  the  sufferings  were 
great  through  which  we  arrived  at  a  sound 
principle,  those  sufferings  could  not  be 
fairly  attributed  to  the  measure  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  but  were  the  result 
rather  of  the  previous  misgovernment.  It 
appeared  from  the  evidence  that  there  waa 
a  paper  currency  in  France,but  none  below 
the  value  of  20/.  He  believed  it  would  be 
found  he  had  stated  the  value  correctly.  The 
circulation  in  France  was  essentially  me* 
tallic.  The  paper  was  issued  by  the  Bank 
according  to  the  demand,  and  it  was  never 
pushed,  as  it  was  in  this  country,  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  profit  by  the  issuCi 
or  for  the  encouragement  of  speculation. 
It  discounted  at  all  times  at  four  percent., 
and  was  a  Commercial  Bank.  The  re- 
duction of  the  rate  of  interest  by  the  Bank 
of  England  had  been  the  cause  of  much  of 
the  evil  of  which  we  had  to  complain. 
The  reduction  of  the  rate  of  interest,  and 
the  amount  of  surplus  money  possessed 
by  the  Bank  had  increased  speculation. 
The  Bank  of  England  currency  had  been 
chiefly  paper.  Let  any  one  draw  his  con- 
clusion from  the  results  of  the  system  in 
France,  as  compared  with  the  results  of 
the  system  in  this  country — let  him  make 
that  comparison,  and  reconcile  his 
mind  to  our  system  if  he  could.  Franca 
had  stood  the  shock  of  two  invasions — 
she  had  to  pay  immense  sums  to  the 
allies  in  the  course  of  a  few  years—- she 
had  to  bear  up  against  the  importation  of 
corn  to  an  immense  amount,  .in  conse- 
quence of  the  failure  of  her  corn 
crops  —  she  also  suffered  at  another 
time  from  the  failure  of  her  wine 
crops,  which  were  equally  import- 
ant  to  the  industry  of  that  country. 
Surely  this  would  have  been  enough  under 
other  circumstances  to  have  deranged  her 
whole  monetary  system.  Notwithstand- 
ing, however,  that  she  had  had  these  large 
sutns  to  pay,  no  such  changes  in  her  cur. 
rency,  no  panicSy  had  occurred  in  that 
country  as  had  taken  place  in  En^and 
over  and  over  again.  The  Bank  of  Eng- 
land availed  itself  of  its  assets  to  derive 
profits,  and  in  doing  so  occasioned  that 
excess  in  the  currency  which  led  to  a  re- 
striction, and,  the  restriction  being  sud- 
denly felt,  a  panic  took  place.  By  such 
management  as  was  seen  in  1B25,  at)  well 
as  at  the  present  period,  the  whole  com- 
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mercial  community  was^  as  it  were  para, 
lysed.  These  were  periods  of  the  utmost 
clanger  -,  no  man  knew  what  to  do,  and 
no  man  knew  what  might  be  the  result. 
He  was  anxious  that  they  should  look,  not 
to  Joint^tock  Banks  under  the  idea  that 
they  had  created  the  difficulty,  but  that 
they  should  inquire  into  the  proceedings 
of  the  Bank  of  England,  which  he  believed 
in  his  conscience  had  occasioned  it.  He 
would  have  them  ask  themselves  how  it 
was  that  a  wealthy  country  like  England 
should  be  in  a  tenfold  degree  subject  to 
these  violent  changes,  while  France,  while 
Holland,  while  every  other  country,  ex- 
cept America,  renriained  undisturbed ;  and 
America  had  followed  in  a  degree  the 
steps  of  England,  in  consequence  of  the 
facilities  which  existed  of  her  getting  mo- 
ney from  this  country ;  she  had  suffered, 
but  from  the  information  he  had  obtained 
from  an  American  paper  he  had  received 
this  morning,  he  believed  her  sufferings 
were  entirely  at  an  end.  The  great  ad- 
vantage which  the  commercial  world  en- 
joyed in  America  was,  that  they  were 
enabled  to  borrow  money  at  three  per  cent, 
while,  if  it  were  to  save  the  first  houses  in 
London,  no  money  could  be  borrowed  here 
below  the  rate  of  five  per  cent,  for  a  period 
extending  beyond  three  months.  He  sin- 
cerely wished,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  take  a  lesson  from  their 
mode  of  proceeding  in  America,  and  place 
the  merchants  of  England  iu  a  similar 
situation  to  that  of  which  the  former  en- 
joyed the  benefit.  He  was  desirous  that 
the  Committee  should  extend  their  in- 
quiries with  a  view  to  ascertain  the  causes 
which  had  led  to  this  state  of  things  in 
England.  For  his  part,  he  would  state 
without  hesitation  what  appeared  to  him 
to  be  the  cause.  He  dated  the  com. 
mencement  of  the  present  panic  to  the 
15,000,000/.  loan  which  was  raised  in  this 
country  in  1834.  It  would  be  recollected 
what  was  the  situation  of  the  country 
when  the  vote  for  the  West-India  loan 
was  passed.  It  was  upon  the  circum- 
sCances  which  arose  immediately  subse- 
quent to  that  vote  that  he  founded  his 
complaint  against  the  discretion  conceded 
to  the  Bank  of  England.  On  the  30th  of 
Jane  the  Hank  of  England  had  a  circula- 
tion of  29,000,000/.,  and  the  circulation 
of  the  joint-stock  banks,  according  to  the 
report,  amounted  to  10,939,000/.  The 
circulation  of  joint^tock  banks  was  in 
reality  considerably  greater  than  the  report 
alleged.    For  the  year  ending  the  28th  of 


December,  18S3,  the  aggregate  of  the 
issues  of  the  joint-stock  banks,  as  stated 
in  the  report,  was  10,152,000/.;  and  for 
the  year  terminating  on  the  25th  of  June> 
1836,  it  was  alleged  to  have  amounted  to 
12,302,000/.,  showing  an  increase  of  be- 
tween 1,000,000/.  and  1,500,000/.  But 
it  is  worthy  of  observation  that  the  pe- 
riods at  which  the  amounts  were  selected 
were  the  months  of  December,  March, 
June,  and  September,  within  one  week  of 
the  times  at  which  the  dividends  were 
paid?  and  the  issues  of  the  banks  were 
therefure  taken  at  those  periods  of  the 
year  when  the  amount  of  their  issues  was 
necessarily  the  smallest.  In  consequence, 
therefore,  of  the  dividends  not  being  taken 
into  account,  there  was  never  less  than 
4,500,000/.,  sometimes  5,000,000/.,  to  be 
added — a  sum  which  was  uniformly  issued 
during  the  week  after  the  estimates  were 
taken,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  divi- 
dends. The  Committee  had  in  no  part  of 
their  report  stated,  or  in  their  evidence 
elicited  this  important  fact,  without  a 
knowledge  of  which  it  was  impossible  to 
form  a  correct  judgment  on  the  subject. 
Having  guarded  the  House  against  this 
error,  and  shown  that  the  amount  of  the 
joint-stock- bank  issues  were  nearly 
1,500,000/.  greater  than  the  report  stated, 
he  would  revert  to  the  subject  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Bank  of  England  in  relation 
to  the  West- India-Loan  Fund.  A  paper 
which  was  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  at  the 
period  to  which  he  referred  contained 
these  words  : — "  It  is  desirable  to  effect 
this  loan  with  as  little  disturbance  to  the 
currency  of  the  country  as  possible."  For 
which  purpose,  in  the  preamble  of  the  Sd 
and  4th  of  William  4th  were  inserted 
these  words:— "The  payments  of  this 
compensation  to  be  made  out  of  the  in- 
stalments as  tliey  become  due.''  He  had 
before  him  a  list  of  the  awards  made  by 
the  Commissioners  for  Claims  to  Com- 
pensations ;  and  he  had  also  a  list  of  the 
payments,  in  making  which  the  regulation 
properly  introduced  into  the  preamble  of 
the  Bill  had  been  departed  from.  On  the 
l6th  of  August,  when  the  last  five  per  cent 
was  paid,  the  amount  of  payment  was 
4,500,000/.,  and  the  amount  of  award 
4,700,000/.  But  although  there  had  been 
a  great  regularity  of  payment,  there  had 
been  no  regularity  of  distribution,  and 
hence  the  panic  which  followed.  This 
he  would  endeavour  to  explain  to  th« 
House.    The  Bank  Directors  had  ooomitt* 
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nfcated  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
their  resolation  not  to  give  any  accommo. 
dation  ;  and  they  were  perfectly  right,  for 
hy  restraining  the  disposition  to  make 
advances  they  did  much  to  prevent  irre. 
gularity.  But  the  consequence  of  this 
was,  that  the  contractors  screwed  down 
the  Government  to  the  utmost ;  they  felt 
that  the  Government  had  no  choice  but 
that  of  treating  with  them,  and  therefore 
they  drove  a  harder  bargain  with  the  Mi- 
nister, by  which  naturally  the  public  suf- 
fered. When,  however,  this  damage  to 
the  public  had  been  ejected,  then,  and  not 
till  then,  but  just  then,  within  one  week 
namely,  a  notice  was  issued  by  the  Bank, 
signifying  its  readiness  to  make  advances 
on  all  good  securities,  at  the  rate  of  3;^ 
per  cent.  Here  was  a  temptation,  and  one 
difficult  of  resistance  to  the  holders  of 
omnium,  to  come  forward  and  pocket  } 
per  cent.  But  this  was  not  all ;  it  threw 
the  whole  sum  of  money  into  the  coffers  of 
the  Bank,  although  the  awards  had  not 
been  made,  they  actually  getting  at  one 
time,  1 1 ,000,000/.  As  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  got  the  money,  he  paid  it 
into  the  Bank ;  the  Bank  began  to  feel  the 
redundancy  of  its  capital ;  it  began  to  feel 
that  appetite  for  lending  which  was  so 
natural  to  men  having  a  surplus  at  their 
disposal,  and  accordingly  loans  were  most 
readily  granted.  But  what  was  the  conse- 
quence? Why,  that  the  same  money 
was  actually  paying,  at  the  one  and  the 
siHse  moment,  two  distinct  interests. 
No  bank  was  ever  known  to  have 
had  such  assets;  at  one  time  they  had 
amounted  to  20,000,000/.;  an  increase 
certainly,  as  could  be  proved  by  figures, 
on  what  they  had  previously  possessed, 
but  then  one  half  of  it  was  a  loan  of  public 
money.  When  the  notice  of  the  willing- 
ness of  the  Bank  to  discount  was  made 
fiublicly  known,  there  were  also  certain 
imitations  announced,  beyond  the  pale  of 
which  its  assistance  was  not  to  be  expected. 
These  limits,  however,  did  not  fix  any 
mtzximum  boundary  to  loans;  no,  they 
merely  fixed  the  minimum^  but  of  a  fixation 
of  maximum  they  had  no  idea.  He  who 
wanted  a  sum  less  than  2,000/.  could  not 
get  it ;  but  he  who  wanted  a  sum  above 
that,  even  were  it  half  a  million,  could 
obtain  it.  This,  of  course,  induced  private 
bankers' to  make  deposits  of  stock,  or  any 
other  securities,  with  the  Bank,  and  get 
advances  on  them,  for  the  Bank  discounted 
at   2|  per  cent.,  and  they,  the  private 


bankers,  at  five  per  cent.  With  the 
advances  thus  made,  with  this  lucrative 
getting  into  debt,  the  private  bankers  fur- 
nished the  means  of  starting  railroads,  and 
other  speculations,  which  many  regarded 
with  so  much  apprehension.  But,  without 
attempting  to  determine  whether  or  not 
those  apprehensions  were  just,  one  thing 
at  least  might  be  asserted — the  stimulus 
they  had  received  was  produced,  not  by 
the  expenditure  of  private  capital,  but  by 
the  maUadministration  of  public  funds.  Up 
to  that  time,  the  Exchequer  had  been 
accustomed  to  draw  on  the  Bank,  and  the 
money  had  been  going  out — that  is,  the 
Bank  was  placing  itself  under  the  obli« 
gation  of  taking  up,  if  called  on  in  1833, 
10,000,000/.;  in  1834,  8,000,000/.;  and 
in  1835,  6,000,000/.  thus  making  a  re^ 
d  uction  of  4,000,000/.  But  on  the  30lh  of 
June,  of  that  year,  they  had  29,369,000/. 
out  in  circulation ;  for,  of  course,  the  notes 
which  were  out  must  be  paid  in  metal,  if 
sent  in.  When  he  had  notes  of  the  Bank 
of  England,  they  became  his  debtors  for 
the  amount  of  those  notes,  and  those  notes 
were  to  him,  as  against  them,  what  his 
checks  were  on  his  private  banker.  There 
was  certainly  one  species  of  deposits  which 
was  not  likely  to  undergo  conversion  often, 
and  that  was  the  species  which  represented 
trust-monies;  but  then  the  amount  of 
trust- monies  was  never  very  large,  and,  as 
it  varied  but  little,  might  be  treated  after 
the  fashion  of  mathematicians,  when  deal* 
ing  with  what  they  termed  constant  quan« 
tities,  and  be  disregarded.  During  the 
whole  of  this  period,  the  exchange  had 
been  adverse  to  this  country,  yet  in  Au* 
gust  their  liabilities  had  increased  to 
36,600,000/.,  and  in  the  following  January^ 
the  aggregate  of  all  demands  against  the 
Bank,  amounted  to  36,421,000/.  So  little 
judgment,  so  little  discretion,  had  they 
shown,  that,  although  constantly  losing 
money,  they  had  increased  their  circulation 
to  an  excess  of  7,000,000/.  above  that  of 
the  previous  June.  What  was  the  conse* 
quence  of  all  this  ?  Why,  that  panic  which 
in  August  last  had  so  extensively  pre* 
vailed,  and  which,  even  at  the  present  mo« 
ment,  had  not  wholly  subsided.  In  August, 
a  disinclination  to  deal  with  American 
bills  was  manifested  $  then  there  followed 
a  reluctance  to  discount  general Ivt  without 
reference  to  the  class  of  bills.  This  feel- 
ing, of  course,  did  not  remain  confined 
within  the  walls  of  the  Bank  of  England, 
but  was  disseminated  throughout  tbecoaa* 
09 
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try.  l(  the  Bank  would  not  discount  for 
private  bankers,  private  bankers  could  not 
discount  for  their  customers,  and  thus  the 
whole  country  felt  the  mischit.*f  of  the  un- 
willingness, or  the  inability.  Hence  the 
present  restriction  of  discount,  which  was 
not  confined  to  Joint-stock  Banks  only,  but 
extended  to  bunks  of  all  kinds,  no  matter 
how  the  capital  by  which  they  were  sup- 
ported was  contributed.  The  Joint-stock 
Banks  would  bear  comparison  with  the 
Bank  of  England  ;  for  what  was  the  fact  ? 
Their  liabilities  in  1835  were,  in  round 
numbers,  10,000,000/.,  the  present  excess 
above  that  sum  1,300,000/.;  while  the 
excess  on  the  part  of  the  Bank  of  England 
was  7,000,000/.  And  what  was  the  amount 
of  the  difficulties  under  which  the  Joint- 
stock  Banks  were  labouring? — 800,000/. 
only.  If,  then,  the  culpable  excess  of  cir- 
culation ■  on  the  part  of  the  Joint-stock 
Banks  was  only  800,000/.,  the  daneer 
produced  by  this  was  nothing  comparecTto 
that  caused  by  the  Bank.  In  January,1837, 
the  liabilities  amounted  to  31,776,000/., 
which  was  2,500,000/.  more  than  the  sum 
to  which  they  had  reduced  them  in  1835 ; 
but  if  there  were  a  diminution  of  obli- 
g^ationsto  the  amount  of  2,000,000/.  and 
an  increase  of  circulation  to  2,500,000/., 
it  was  not  possible  that  gold  could  remain. 
The  bullion  had  been  reduced  from  six 
millions  and  a  quarter  to  four  millions  and 
an  eighth.  There  had  been  a  diminution 
in  the  bullion  to  the  amount  of  two  mil- 
lions, and  an  increase  of  two  millions  in  the 
circulation.  What  did  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  say  to  this?  Why,  his  only 
answer  was  this^-that  there  was  a  com- 
plaint from  every  part  of  the  countrythat 
the  Joint-stock  Banks  had  not  capital ; 
that  they  ought  to  have  paid  up  their 
capital;  and  not  having  done  so,  they, 
tberefore,  were  not  in  a  condition  to  meet 
their  issues.  What,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  asked, 
was  the  condition  of  the  Bank  of  England? 
Why.  they  had  not  one  shilling  of  capital ; 
it  was  all  lent  to  the  Government.  This 
was  a  matter  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  bound  to  look  to.  He 
could  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
if  he  permitted  the  present  system  to  go  on, 
unless  that  system  was  changed,  very 
considerable  danger  must  follow,  and  they 
would  have  to  interfere  with  the  public 
credit.  It  was  on  this  account  that  he 
considered  the  sound  policy  was  at  once  to 
look  the  danger  in  the  fare.  Last  year 
the  bon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 


referred  to  this  subject^  and  alluded  to  the 
difficulties  likely  to  occur  to  their  state  of 
credit.  The  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  quite  right  in  saying  now, 
that  he  had  at  the  period  referred  to  ex- 
pressed a  doubt  as  to  the  state  of  credit 
leading  to  danger  and  difficulties.  His 
(Mr.  Hume's)  answer  was,  that  there 
would  be  no  danger  and  no  difficulty  if 
the  Bank  had  acted  as  it  ought  to  have 
done.  It  had  been  said,  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  that 
the  best  security  for  the  public  was  the 
discretion  of  the  able  and  honest  men  who 
acted  as  the  managers  of  the  Bank.  Now, 
he  should  wish  to  know  how  the  Bank 
allowed  two  and  a  half  and  three  per  cent, 
on  deposits,  while  upon  Excheqt^er  Bills 
there  was  only  two  and  a  quarter.  Public 
credit  had  been  injured.  It  was,  he 
considered,  the  duty  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  have  prevented 
this,  knowing,  as  he  must  have  done,  the 
continual  drain  of  gold  that  was  going  on. 
When  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer 
found  that  Exchequer  Bills  were  at  a 
discount,  they  ought  to  have  been  instantly 
raised  instead  of  allowing  the  matter  to 
proceed  as  it  had  done.  By  not  doing  so, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  to  do 
that  doubly  which  there  would  have  been 
no  necessity  for  if  done  at  the  proper  time. 
What  situation,  then,  did  they  come  to  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer  paid 
228,000/.  discount  for  the  loan,  and  the 
consequence  was,  the  money  was  paid  into 
the  Bank,  which  they  lent;  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  then  paid  460,000/. 
interest  :  thus,  upon  both  transactions; 
there  was  a  loss  of  700,000/.  to  the  public. 
He  had  already  shewn  that  the  present 
difficulties  were  to  be  ^  attributed  to  the 
excess  of  currency  and  not  to  Joint-stock 
Banks,  and  that  that  excess  was  to  be  at- 
tributed to  the  Bank  of  England.  The 
House,  under  these  circumstances^  ought 
not,  he  considered,  to  be  led  away  by  any 
inquiry  into  the  state  of  Joint-stock 
Banks.  There  had  been  no  failure  of 
Joint>stock  Banks.  As  to  the  Bank 
which  had  been  assisted  by  the  Bank  of 
England,  he  considered  the  latter  estab- 
lishment would  lose  by  giving  that  assis- 
tance. The  Bank  of  England,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  had  endangered  the 
public,  and  their  issue  of  paper  in  that 
matter,  would  be  yet  found  to  be  a  drain 
on  the  public.  It  would,  he  thought,  be 
much  better  (o.  have  let  the  Joint-stock 
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Bftnk  take  the  consequences,  than  for  the 
Bank  of  England  to  run  any  risk.     Now, 
he  observed,  there  was  no  inquiry  as  to 
private  Banks.      Had  no   private  Bank 
failed  ?     Why  limit  the  inquiry  when  the 
House  entered  into  it?  He  felt  no  hesitation 
in  saying,  that  he  had  made  out  a  case  of 
complaint  against  the  Bank  of  England. 
He  bad  shown  that  there  had  been  a  loss 
to  the  public  in  the  dealings  on  the  Ex- 
chequer Bills.  They  paid  more  as  interest 
now  than  was  paid  in  France,  a  thing  that 
never   before  occurred  in   the  history  of 
England.    Did  they  want  capital  in  Eng. 
land  ?     No.     Did  they  want  enterprise  ? 
Did  they  want  prudence  in  the  manage- 
ment of  their  own  affairs  ?     No ;  but  there 
was  a  body  over  whom  they  had  no  con- 
trol, that  raised  and  depressed  at  their  will 
the  value  of  currency,  and  of  course  of 
every  commodity    in    the  country.     He 
wanted  to  have,  then,  an   extended  in- 
quiry, to  ascertain  whether  or  not  such  a 
state  of  thing;s  was  for  the  ad^ntage  of 
the  public.  No  man  could  be  more  happy 
than  he  should  be,   if  it  were  proved  that 
his  opinions  were  erroneous  on  this  sub- 
ject.    As  to   the  facts   upon   which   his 
opinions  were  founded,  they  could  not  be 
disproved,  because  they  were  in  the  Re- 
turns then   before  the   House.     He  was 
quite  sure  that  the  public  who  were  so 
deeply  interested   in  this  subject,  would 
not  be  satisfied  unless  they  looked  at  ex- 
isting evils  as   they  really   were.     They 
should  front  the  danger — they  ought  not 
to  leave  it  behind  them  ;    to  do  otherwise 
was  not   the  way  to  pilot   the  vessel    in 
safety.     If   the  Chancellor  of   the   Ex- 
chequer would  take  his  advice  he  would 
ascertain  what  were  the  real  causes  of  the 
difficulties  under  which  they  had  now  been 
labouring  for  upwards  of  a  year.     He  in. 
tended  to  move,   as  an  amendment,  that 
there  be  a  general  inquiry  into  the  state  of 
banking,  and  the  causes  for  the  changes 
in  the  circulation  for  the  last  two  years. 
It  had  been  su^ested  to  him  that  the  in- 
quiry ought  to  be  extended  to  December, 
1833,  as  the  documents  before  them  refer- 
red to  three  years  instead  of  two.     He, 
Uierefore,  should  alter  his  amendment,  so 
that  the  inquiry  into  the  state  of  banking 
would  be  from    December,   1833.      He 
meant  that  they  ought  to  go  into  a  general 
inquiry  as  to    the  state  of  banking  in 
Qreat  Britain    and  Iteland,  because  he 
could  not    understand,    if  a  system  of 
banking  aoawered  well  in  one  country. 


why  they  were  not  to  have  the  benefit  of 
that  experience  in  another.  Having  used 
the  word  **  currency  "  in  his  amendment 
as  originally  written,  he  wished  to  say, 
lest  there  might  be  a  mistake  on  the 
point,  that  it  was  not  to  the  currency  but 
to  the  circulating  medium,  that  he  wished 
the  inquiry  to  be  directed.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving,  that  there 
be  an  inquiry  into  the  state  of  banking  and 
the  causes  for  the  changes  of  the  circula- 
tion since  1833. 

Mr.  W.  Williams  rose  to  second  the 
motion.  It  must  be  evident  to  every  one 
in  the  House  that  an  inquiry  was  neces- 
sary into  the  proceedings  of  joint-stock 
banks,  for  at  present  the  House  had  no 
information  whatever.  But  he  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not 
object  to  this  amendment;  for  although 
the  joint-stock  banks  had  contributed  to- 
wards producing  the  direful  distress  which 
the  manufacturing,  trading,and commercial 
classes  were  sufFerin;.',  yet  the  part  they  had 
had  in  it  was  very  small  compared  with 
the  Bank  of  England.  He  considered  the 
imprudent  conduct  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, in  the  management  of  its  issues,  the 
entire  cause  of  the  difficulties  which  ex- 
existed.  The  joint-stock  and  country 
bankers  had  undoubtedly  extended  their 
issues,  but  it  was  in  consequence  of  the 
way  being  led  by  the  Bank  of  England. 
He  had  a  return  showing  the  state  of  the 
circulation  of  the  Bank  of  England  for 
three  or  four  years,  and  he  thought  such 
a  want  of  management,  and  such  a  reck- 
less disregard  of  the  intereslsofthe  country, 
had  never  been  shown  by  any  public  body  m- 
trusted  with  the  management  of  its  financial 
resources.  On  the 28thof  December,  1833, 
the  issues  of  the  Bank  were  32,600,000/., 
and  their  stock  was  10,000,200/.  On  the 
28th  of  March,  1835,  being  15  months 
afterwards,  their  issues  were  28,124,000/., 
being  a  reduction  in  those  15  months  of 
not  less  than  four  millions  and  a  half; 
going  on  to  the  26th  of  December  in  the 
same  year,  a  period  of  nine  mouths,  there 
was  an  increased  issue  to  the  extent  of 
8,800,000/.,  making  an  increase  of  consi- 
derably more  than  one-fourth  of  theircircu- 
lation.  This  was  produced  by  the  cause 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex— by  the  avarice  of  the  Bank,  in 
getting  a  small  profit  on  the  interest 
offered  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche* 
quer,  and  no  doubt  a  large  proportion  of 
the  increase  of  8,800,000/,  was  produced 
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bj  that.  But  what  was  the  consequence 
to  the  country?  An  advance  in  prices, 
until,  in  September  last,  the  price  of  every 
article  of  import  was  raised  from  40  to  100 
per  cent.  In  the  article  of  cotton,  there 
was  an  advance  of  80  per  cent.  When 
we  had  to  pay  high  prices  for  the  material 
which  came  to  be  manufactured  here, 
foreign  nations  would  never  give  us  a  cor- 
responding price  for  the  manufactured  ar- 
ticle. The  consequence  was  a  falling-off 
of  our  trade.  In  January  last  the  cir- 
culation of  the  Bank  of  England  was 
31,000,000/.,  and  they  had  4.000,000/.  to 
pay  that  amount,  being  very  little  more 
than  half  a  crown  in  the  pound,  to  pay 
their  engagements.  He  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  any  corporation  to 
be  permitted  to  produce  so  much  mischief 
to  the  country  and  to  every  branch  in  it  ? 
Why  were  they  ail  to  be  in  such  a  state  of 
alarm  and  uncertainty  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  indeed  that  he  saw 
DO  ground  for  despondency.  He  (Mr. 
Williams)  should  like  to  know  how  the 
Bank  issues  were  to  be  regulated — how,  by 
reducing  the  circulation  to  such  an  extent, 
they  were  to  bring  the  prices  of  all  com- 
modities down,  so  as  to  turn  the  exchange 
in  their  favour?  He  asked  the  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  did  not  see  any  ground  for 
despondency   in   looking  to  the   conse- 

Juences  of  such  a  state  of  things?  The 
istress,  in  his  opinion,  was  only  in  its 
commencement,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  give  to  the  question  proper 
consideration.  What  had  been  done  in 
1 8-24  and  1 825  ?  They  all  recollected  the 
effects  then  produced  by  the  Bank  of 
England  upon  the  interests  of  the  country. 
He  remembered  to  have  heard  it  stated  by 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown  in  that  Hou.e, 
that  this  great  commercial  and  m  tnu- 
facturing  country  '^was  brought  within 
eight  and  forty  hours  of  bankruptcy." 
What  was  the  answer  of  their  leading 
men  ?  One  of  their  directors  stated  before 
the  Committee,  he  understood,  that  at  last 
they  had  discovered  the  safe  principle 
upon  which  to  regulate  their  issues.  They 
had  discovered  the  proper  mode  of  regu- 
lating them,  and  that  if  they  kept  gold  in 
their  coffers  one  third  of  the  amount  of 
their  issues,  they  would  be  always  safe. 
He  admitted  that  they  would;  and  the 
Bank  went  on  for  some  time  upon  that 
principle.  But  what  was  the  condition  of 
the  Bank  of  England  now?  Instead  of 
having  the  one«third  of  the  amount  of 


their  issues  in  gold — they  had  in  gold 
only  about  the  one-seventh  or  one-eighth 
of  their  issues.  He  asked,  was  that  a 
state  of  things  (hat  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
continue?  Ought  a  great  country  like  this 
to  be  thus  drove  about  from  pillar  to  post, 
and  nothing  fixed,  regulated,  or  certain  7 
He  had  watched  the  proceedings  of  the 
Bank  of  England  and  its  issues  for  the 
last  ten  years,  and  he  took  upon  himself 
to  say  this,  that  the  Bank  had  been  so 
changeable — so  much  up  and  down  in 
their  issues,  that  no  man  could  engage  in 
any  commercial  or  trading  transaction  for 
six  or  nine  months  and  be  able  to  tell 
what  the  result  would  be — whether  it 
would  be  allowed  to  be  advantageous, 
whether  it  would  bring  to  him  a  large 
profit,  or  be  attended  with  very  great  loss. 
In  a  country  like  this,  some  certain  prin- 
ciple ought  to  be  laid  down.  The  currency 
was  the  measure  of  all  property.  The 
prosperity  of  this  and  every  other  country 
depended  much  upon  this,  that  they 
should  keep  the  currency  in  such  a  state 
as  it  would  not  vary,  as  it  had  been  con- 
tinually varying,  under  the  management  of 
tlie  Bank  of  England.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  institute  a  thorough  and 
searching  inquiry  into  the  causes  of  the 
present  evils,  and  whether  they  had  be«n 
produced  by  the  management  of  the  cir- 
culating medium.  Such  au  inquiry  ought 
at  once  to  be  instituted ;  its  result,  he 
trusted,  would  be  to  have  a  regular  cur- 
rency established. 

Mr.  Robinson  was  desirous  to  take  that 
opportunity  of  offering  a  few  remarks  on 
the  question  before  them.  The  proposition 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
for  the  revival  of  the  Committee  of  last 
year,  which  had  been  appointed  on  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets.  The  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex proposed,  not  merely  that  the  inquiry 
should  be  extended  to  Ireland,  but  that  it 
should  embrace  the  entire  monetary  system 
of  the  country.  Now  the  House  had 
repeatedly  refused  to  grant  an  inquiry 
into  the  general  system  of  the  currency  of 
the  country.  He  did  not  mean  to  discuss 
whether  the  House  had  acted  wisely  or  not 
in  refusing  that  inquiry.  He  would  not 
then  say  whether  the  currency  was  in  a 
satisfactory  state  or  not,  or  whether  it 
might  not  be  improved ;  but  he  would  itate 
that  if  an  inquiry  was  to  be  granted  it 
ought  to  be  granted  directly  to  that  effect, 
and  not  be  ingrafted  on  a  motion  of  the 
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nature  of  that  before  the  Hooae.  Bat  even 
though  a  direct  motion  was  brought  forward, 
he  would  still  object  that  such  an  inquiry 
should  be '  confided  to  a  Coromittee  so 
constituted  as  the  present.  He  freely  ad- 
mitted that  the  present  Committee  were 
perfectly  competent  to  enter  upon  the  ques- 
tion as  limited  by  the  motion  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer ;  but  he  must  deny 
that  a  Committee  so  constituted  was  com- 
petent to  enter  into  the  whole  question  of 
the  currency  and  monetary  system  of  the 
country.  If  the  Committee  of  last  year 
were  revived  they  might  expect  that  the 
result  of  the  inquiry  and  the  report  would, 
during  the  present  Session,  lead  to  some 
system  of  legislation  with  respect  to  Joint- 
stock  Banks;  but  if  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  was  carried 
into  effect,  and  the  Committee  pursued  the 
more  extensive  inquiry,  they  would  not  be 
able  to  come  to  any  satisfactory  decision, 
and  the  Session  would  pass  away  without 
any  advantage  being  derived  from  their  in- 
quiry. He  was  enabled  to  state^  with  re- 
spect to  Joint-stock  Banks,  that  some  le« 
gislation  was  necessary  on  the  subject.  He 
differed  from  the  opinion  of  ihe  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  that  Joint-stock  Banks 
could  with  safety  be  left  to  themselves.  He 
certainly  admitted  that  it  might  be  safe 
to  leave  Joint-stock  Banks  of  deposit  to 
their  own  system  of  operation  ;  but  with 
respect  to  Joint-stock  Banks  of  issue,  they 
were  so  mixed  up  with  the  general  con- 
cerns of  the  country,  and  so  intimately 
connected  with  its  commercial  affairs,  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  deal 
with  that  branch  of  the  subject.  He  would 
not  say  a  word  with  respect  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Bank  of  England,  or  how  far  the 
conduct  of  the  Directors  of  the  Bank  of 
England  might  have  contributed  to  the  re- 
cent derangement  of  the  commercial  in- 
terests of  the  country.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Governor  of  the  Bank  of  England  was 
present,  and  if  he  felt  disposed  to  offer  any 
remarks  upon  the  subject  he  would  listen 
to  them  with  great  pleasure.  He  did  not 
want  to  enter  into  any  vindication  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Bank  of  England  but,  as  a 
commercial  man,  he  had  particular  oppor- 
tunities of  knowing  that  during  the  late 
crisis  the  commercial  interests  of  the 
country  were  materially  indebted  to  the 
Bank,  and  the  public  inconvenience  would 
have  been  materially  aggravated  but  for 
the  conduct  of  the  Directors  of  the  Bank 
of  England  on  that  occasioot    He  was  at 


a  loss  to  know  how  far  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land was  chargeable  for  any  of  the  incon« 
venience  of  a  metallic  currency.  No  doubt 
they  might  sometimes  be  chargeable  with 
too  much  enlarging,  or  too  much  restrict-* 
ing,  the  currency,  because  being  the 
largest  establishment  in  the  country,  all 
the  other  banking  establishments  looked 
to  its  operations  to  guide  them  how  to  act. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  had  kept 
out  of  view  the  derangement  that  might 
result  from  the  extension  of  the  currency 
without  limitation.  Another  great  bank 
— the  London  and  Westminster  Bank— - 
had  lent  to  a  bank  in  Manchester  150,000/.^ 
and  the  bank  at  Manchester  was  com- 
pelled to  have  recourse  to  the  Bank  of 
England  to  prevent  it  from  stopping  pay- 
ment. Private  and  Joint-stock  Banks 
went  on  increasing  and  limiting  their  issues 
by  the  example  of  the  Bank  of  England^ 
and  so  long  as  they  had  a  metallic  currency 
co-existing  with|the  circulating  medium,  so 
long  they  would  be  subject  to  this  fluctu* 
ation.  He  would  not  go  into  the  general 
question,  but  if  the  House  were  disposed 
to  consent  to  the  revival  of  the  Committee 
of  last  year  he  certainly  was  of  opinion 
that  the  inquiry  should  be  limited  to  the 
proposition  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. The  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex had  gone  at  great  length  into  the 
question.  He  was  not  disposed  to  follow 
the  hon.  Member  throughout  all  the  argu« 
ments  he  had  urged,  but  he  could  not 
avoid  noticing  some  fallacies  which  had 
been  made  use  of  by  the  hon.  Member  with 
respect  to  the  commercial  interests  of  thii 
country  and  of  France.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  had  said  that  the  publks 
credit  of  this  country  had  always  held  an 
eminent  position,  beyond  that  of  any  other 
country,  yet  that  our  credit  had  been  im- 
paired,  whilst  the  credit  of  France  had 
maintained  its  ground.  Now  this  admitted 
of  a  very  simple  solution.  This  country 
was  the  general  mart  of  all  the  commerce 
of  the  world,  and  a  large  portion  of  the 
commerce  of  Europe  and  America  centered 
here.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
late  derangement  of  commercial  interests 
in  America  had  contributed  to  the  difiicul* 
ties  that  had  been  felt  here.  France  had 
remained  in  a  great  degree  free  from  any 
participation  in  those  circumstances,  and 
that  accounted  for  this  country  having 
suffered  some  inconvenience  from  which 
France  remained  free.  Without  entering 
into  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  Bill  of 
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1819  he  quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middieiex,  that  it  ought  to  be  an 
inquiry  with  the  Committee  how  far  it  was 
advisable  to  have  followed  up  that  mea- 
sure two  years  afterwards,  by  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  one  and  two  pound  notes,  and 
Kow  far  it  was  advisable  that  this  Bill 
should  be  repealed.  He  thought  that  the 
fact  that  one  and  two  pound  notes  were 
circulating  in  Scotland  and  Ireland  was  a 
sufficient  ground  to  make  that  part  of  the 
subject  enter  into  their  inquiry.  He  would 
not  go  into  any  discussion  of  the  advan- 
tage of  allowing  the  notes  of  the  Bank  of 
England  of  61.  and  upwards  a  legal  tender 
instead  of  gold,  but  he  was  satisfied  that 
the  advantage  of  that  measure  had  been 
fully  proved  during  the  late  panic,  and 
whatever  diflPerence  of  opinion  might  have 
existed  with  respect  to  the  renewal  of  the 
Bank  charter,  he  certainly  thought  that 


This  reason  involved  in  his  mind  in  the 
strongest  possible  degree  the  propriety  of 
including  the  Bank  of  England  in  the  in- 
quiry. With  respect  to  banks  which  were 
not  banks  of  issue  the  Bank  of  England 
was  immediately  interested ;  and  it  would, 
therefore,  be  an  absurd  proceeding  to  in- 
quire into  the  one  set  of  banks  without  in- 
quiring into  (he  other.  This  would  be 
proved  by  referring  to  the  answer  given  by 
Mr.  Gibbons (1,059)  before  the  Committee, 
in  order  to  shew  the  connexion  between 
the  Bank  of  England  and  those  banks 
which  were  not  banks  of  issue.  He  said 
that  inducements  were  held  out  by  the 
Bank  of  England  to  Joint-stock  Banks 
which  were  not  banks  of  issue.  He  wanted 
to  know  whether  this  was  not  an  operation 
as  dangerous  and  as  necessary  to  be  in* 
quired  into  as  any  that  could  arise  out  of 
the  issue  of  notes?     But  this  was  not  the 


there  could  be  no  difference  with  respect  to  r  only  mode  in  which  the  Bank  of  England 
the  advantage  of  making  the  notes  of  the  ;  was  connected  with  Joint-stock  Banks. 
Bank  of  England  a  legal  tender  instead  of.  The  Bank  cast  a  particular  stigma  on  all 
gold.  In  conclusion,  he  had  no  objection  ^  (hose  banks  that  did  not  enter  into  a  bar- 
to  the  limited  inquiry.  He  considered  it  gain  with  them.  Not  only  would  the 
would  be  advantageous  to  inquire  into  the  Bank  of  England  not  discount  their  bills 
whole  system  of  Joint-stock  Banks,  and  ,  for  them,  but  they  would  not  even  discount 
to  determine  how  far  the  Legislature  bills  for  an  independent  customer,  if  such 
should  interfere  on  that  subject ;  but  he  bills  bore  the  indorsement  of  those  banks, 
was  decidedly  averse  to  entering  upon  the  He  would  ask  the  House,  with  this  inti- 
more  extensive  inquiry  asked  for  by  the  mate  connexion  between  these  banks, 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  and  which  whether  they  would  agree  to  the  limitations 
could  only  have  the  effect  of  increasing  proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
taisting  difficulties  and  creating  alarm  in  quer,  or  the  s(ill  stricter  limitations  8og« 
the  country.  '  gested  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 

Mr.  Gisborne  said,  that  as  between  the  her  for  Worcester  (Mr.  Robinson)?  He 
limited  inquiry  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  had  resisted  the  renewal  of  the  Bank 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche-  charter.  He  had  seen  periodically  for  many 
quer,  and  the  more  extended  inquiry  pro-  years  the  Bank  getting  into  troubles  and 
posed  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  difficulties,  and  he'  ventured  at  the  time 
Mkldlesex,  he  could  not  for  a  moment  en-  upon  a  prediction  as  to  what  would  be 
tertain  any  doubt.  It  seemed  that  the  .  its  future  f<ite.  He  had  not  waited  long 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  not  satisfied  .  for  the  verification  of  that  prediction.  The 
with  the  limits  proposed  by  the  inquiry, '  reason  was,  that  the  Bank  had  placed  on 
wished  them  to  be  still  further  contracted,  '  its  shoulders  that  for  which  they  were 
for  he  said  that  they  had  no  right  to  inquire  totally  incompetent.  The.  Bank  of  England^ 
into  the  proceedings  of  banks  which  were  ;  being  desirous  of  securing  their  monopoly, 
not  banks  of  issue  merely  on  the  ground  of   and  of  keeping  up  an  adulterous  connexion 


Joint-stock  Banks  being  Banks  of  issue. 
He  would  maintain  the  right  of  the  House 
to  institute  inquiries  with  respect  to  the 
proceedings  of  all  banks,  and  he  could 
state  that  many  of  the  most  important 
Joint-stock  Banks  were  not  banks  of  issue. 
If  this  were  to  be  an  inquiry  he  was  ready 
to  maintain  that  it  was  even  more  impor- 
tant that  tliose  banks  should  be  inquired 

into  than  those  which  were  banks  of  issue. 


with  the  Government,  continued  to  bear 
the  burthen.  The  consequences  were  in- 
evitable. He  hoped  he  would  not  be 
considered  as  speaking  disrespectfully  of 
the  Committee  if  he  drew  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  their  Report.  His  objection 
to  it,  and  to  the  inquiry,  in  the  first  place 
was,  that  it  led  to  expectations  which  it 
was  impossible  to  satisfy.  The  object  of 
the  inquiry  was,  no  doubt,  to   form   • 
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gnwnd-wwk  for  legislaiioD.    The  Con- 
mittee  consisted  of  the  same  Members, 
widi  the  addition  of  four  Members,  becanse 
Ireland  was  indnded  in  the  inquiry.    He 
found  thirteen  different  points  enumerated 
by  the  Committee,  and  suggested  as  topics 
for  legislation.     He  apprehended   that  if 
they  were  going  to  legislate  they  would  do 
so  for  the  protection  of  some  one.    They 
must  either  Legislate  for  the  shareholders, 
or  for  those  who  did  the  business,  or  ]astl]f 
tbey  must  legislate  for  the  public ;  that  was 
the  country  generally.  As  far  as  legislation 
could  be  applied  to  the  two  first  objects,  it 
was,  in  his  opinion, altogether  illegitimate; 
he  considered  it  totally  impossible  to  pro- 
mote the  interests  either  of  the  shareholders 
or  the  directors  by  dictating  to  them  how 
they  ^oold  conduct  their  business.    The 
right  non.  Gentleman  ihe  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  forgotten  that  for  many 
years  Joint-stock  Banks  were  disallowed, 
and  that,  therefore,  in  their  childhood  he 
onght  to  have  expected  some  freaks.    The 
right  hon.  Qentkman  would  not  let  them 
get  wise  by  experience ;  he  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  was  determined  to  make 
tbem  wise  by  Act  of  Parliament.     But  the 
two  species  were  dissimilar — one  inch  of 
tbe  wisdom  of  experience  was  worth  a  fa- 
thom of  Act  of  Parliament  wisdom.  There 
were,  as  he  had  stated,  several  topics  for 
legislation  pointed  out  by  the  Report  of  the 
Committee.     He  found,  from  a  question 
aaked  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
in  page  39,  that  it  was  contemplated  having 
the  aid  of  a  settlement  devised  by  compe- 
tent authorities,  in  order  to  see  that  it  con. 
tained  no  clause  unjust  between  the  pro- 
prietors and  the  directors.     Now  he  (Mr. 
Gtsborne)  held  that  this  was  a  business 
with  which  that  House  had  no  concern. 
The  business  of  that  House  was  to  give  the 
most  direct  remedy  against  fraud  of  every 
kind,  and  to  give  the  greatest  facilities  for 
the  recovery  of  debts,  but  they  had  no 
right  to  interfere  in  the  transactions  be- 
tween man   and  man  except  when   they 
interfered  with  the  public.     The  lieport  of 
the  Committee  complained  of  the  amount 
of  nominal  as   compared    with    paid-up 
capital.     He  should  like   to  know  why 
banks  should  not  have  the  power  of  keep- 
ing up  as  much  capital  as  their  bnsiness 
required.  The  Report  also  complained  that 
the  law  did  not  impose  any  restrictions  on 
the  amount  of  the  shares  subscribed.  Was 
it  reasonable  that  there  should  be  any  such 
reytrietions  7    The  Report  also  complained 


that  the  law  did  not  enforce  any  rule  te* 

specting  the  nominal  amount  of  the  shares, 

or  respecting  the  amount  of  capital  paid 

up  before  the  commencement  of  business. 

With  respect  to  this  point  he  had  looked 

into  the  eyidence,  he  had  read  the  whole 

of  it  carefully,  and  he  would  venture  to 

say  that  there  was  nothing  in  the  evidenoe 

to  establish  a  better  conduct  in  the  slight* 

est  degree  on  (he  part  of  the  banks  of  lai|pe 

shares  as  compared  with  those  with  small 

shares,  or  between  those  which  had  a  large 

proportion  of  their  capital  paid  op  and 

those  having  a  smaller  paid-up  capital.  If 

the  evidence  did  not  furnish  any  ground 

for  such  a  conclusion,  did  the  manner  in 

which  the  different  banks  were  conducted 

do  so  ?     He  would  refer  to  the  case  of 

the  Stourbridge  and  Kidderminster  bank. 

This    bank  had   two  branches  and   four 

agencies.     The  amount  of   the  nombal 

capital  is  250,000/.,  consisting  of  shares  of 

26/.   each.    Nine    thousand   shares  had 

been  issued,   and  the  amount  paid  has 

been  6/.  per  share,  amounting  to  a  capital 

of  25,000/.    This  bank  never  discounted 

bills.    The  manager  appeared  to  have  a 

great  horror  of  discounting   bills.    The 

manager,  in  conclusion,  stated,  that  since 

the  bank  had  been  established  they  had 

not  incurred  any  loss  from  discounts  or 

otherwise;    that  they  had   not  a  single 

overdue  bill,  and  that  their  returns  showed 

an  excess  of  assets  over  their  liabilities  of 

62,386/. or  17,386/.  above  their  paid-upca- 

pital.  The  next  instance  was  that  of  a  bank 

conducted  on  an  entirely  different  principle, 

namely,  the  Birmingham  Banking  Com- 

pany.    They  had  no  branches.    They  had 

no  reserved  shares.  The  capital  was  50,000/. 

in  50/.  shares,  and  it  was  all  paid.    This 

bank  discounted  largely,  and  re-discounted 

extensively,  with   the  Bank  of  England ; 

yet  this  bank  had,  since  its  commencementi 

paid  an  annual  dividend  of  ten  per  cent. 

on  its  capital.    The  hon.  Member  referred 

to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Samuel  Gurney, 

who,  in  reply  to  the  question  whether  a 

well-conducted  bank  ought  not  "always  to 

have  a  quantity  of  Exchequer  Bills  on 

wiiichtorely  in  case8ofdifficulty,ansvMred, 

that "  bills  of  exchange  are  quite  as  good  a 

security  in  time  of  difficulty  as  Exchequer 

Bills ;  in  most  respectB|bettef."  Now  there 

were  two  banks  conducted  on  distinctly 

different  principles,  and  if  it  were  left  to 

the  Committee    to  decide,    which    they 

would  establish  as  a  model,  it  would  be 

difficult  tQ  determine  to  limit  the  operatioo 
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of  a  Joint-8tock  Bank  to  one  particular 
system.  The  sbareholders  ought  to  be  the 
best  judges  of  their  own  interests,  and  it 
would  be  most  injudicious  to  interfere 
unless  it  could  be  shown  that  the  public 
interest  required  it.  There  were  several 
other  points  indicated  in  the  Report  as 
topics  of  legislation.  With  respect  to  the 
publication  of  the  liabilities  and  assets  to 
the  shareholders  at  large,  that  would  not  be 
advisabldas  the  information  might  not  at  all 
times  be  trustworthy,  and  only  calculated 
to  mislead.  He  trusted  that  the  proposed  li- 
mited inquiry  would  not  be  assented  to  by  the 
House.  The  next  point  of  the  law  referred 
to  the  non-payment  of  doubtful  debts. 
How  could  any  one  judge,  he  should  like 
to  know,  whether  parties  gave  in  a  proper 
account  of  bad  debts  or  not  ?  He  thought 
it  was  unwise  to  make  such  a  point  a  sub- 
ject for  legislative  enactment,  for  it  was 
in  reality  impossible  ever  to  decide  with 
certainty  concerning  it.  There  were  four 
or  five  other  points  referred  to  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  which  he  thought  were  completely 
out  of  the  scope  of  the  notice  of  the 
House.  The  real  objects  to  be  aimed  at 
were  to  obtain  a  direct  remedy  against 
fraud,  and  to  derive  the  readiest  and  most 
e6Scient  mode  to  recover  debts.  He  was 
sure  that  any  attempt  to  legislate  beyond 
^iiat>  could  not  be  made  with  advantage. 
Another  reason  against  the  interference 
was,  that  the  modes  of  conducting  those 
banks  were  so  various  that  it  would  be 
found  exceedingly  difficult  to  come  to  a 
right  and  definite  conclusion  on  that  point 
by  itself.  For  instance,  some  banks  were 
accustomed  to  hold  Government  securities, 
whilst  others  transacted  business  without 
them.  How  could  the  House  legislate  on 
such  a  point,  when  conflicting  testimony 
could  be  brought  forward  in  favour  of  both 
practices?  Again,  there  was  the  question 
of  discounting  bills.  His  hon.  Friend  near 
him  (Mr.  Hume)  was  against  the  practice, 
while  others  on  the  Committee  would,  he 
doubted  not,  be  found  in  its  favour.  Here, 
again,  how  could  legislative  enactments 
be  framed  to  meet  the  question  ?  He  could 
not  perceive,  in  looking  over  the  evidence, 
that  this  could  be  considered  a  safe  or 
useful  subject  of  legislation.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  asked,  with 
the  most  infantine  simplicity,  several  ques- 
tions  on  this  subject,  which  betrayed,  he 
thought,  most  groundless  fears.  He  in- 
quired, for  instance,  if  a  banker  in  Cum* 
berland  ehould  eitabliih  an  agency   in 


Cornwall,  and  should  make  his  notes 
payable  at  Newcastle,  would  it  not  be  a 
hardship  on  the  persons  in  the  neighbour- 
hood ?  He  could  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  no  fear  need  be  entertained  on  that 
head  ;  for  if  one  note  was  issued  from  the 
bank  in  Cornwall  there  was  no  danger  of 
a  second  one  being  taken*  For  what 
would  be  done  in  the  case  alluded  to  ? 
Why,  the  person  who  holds  the  note  goes 
to  another  bank,  and  demands  cash  for 
the  note ;  this  is  at  once  acceded  to,  for 
the  Cumberland  banker  is  considered  a 
safe  man.  The  holder  of  the  note  is 
charged  the  postage  to  Newcastle  and 
back,  amounting  to  ds.,  to  which,  if  Is.  is 
added  for  commission,  he  will  have  to 
pay  48.  for  the  5/.  note.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  think  that  this  wot^d  be 
an  inducement  to  him  to  receive  a  second 
note  from  the  same  quarter  ?  The  right 
hon.Gentleman*s  fears  were  entirely  vision- 
ary, and  still  he  had  repeated  his  inquines 
on  the  point  just  alluded  to  at  least  a  dozen 
times.  He  felt  sorry  to  have  been  obliged 
to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  with  so 
much  dry  detail;  but  he  had  thought  it 
absolutely  necessary,  in  order  to  show  that 
the  inquiry  could  not  prove  useful.  He 
thought  it  would  be  exceedingly  unwise  to 
renew  the  Committee,  for  it  would  only 
excite  expectations  which  could  not  be 
realized.  He  would  therefore  move  the 
previous  question,  and  if  supported  by 
many  of  the  Members  he  would  divide 
the  House ;  but,  if  not  so  supported,  he 
should  rest  contented  with  having  proposed 
what  he  thought  would  beat  contribute  to 
an  effective  and  impartial  treatment  of  the 
question,  and  would  support  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex. 

Mr.  Filliers  thought,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Worcester  would  sanction  an 
inquiry  into  the  Joint-stock  Banks,  and 
into  the  effects  of  the  suppression  of  one 
pound  notes  in  1823,  and  that  he  was  not 
averse  to  the  whole  truth  being  disclosed 
respecting  the  operations  of  banking  in 
this  country,  there  was  something  whim- 
sical in  his  opposition  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Member  for  Middlesex.  He  was 
anxious  for  the  truth  to  be  elicited,  and, 
therefore,  should  vote  for  that  amendment. 
He  did  not  expect  much  good  from  the 
revival  of  this  Committee,  if  the  inquiry 
was  to  be  confined  to  the  operations  of 
Joint-stock  Banks,  for  he  was  afraid  that» 
from  partial  evidence,  no  rules  could  bo 
deduced  that  could  hare  any  general  ap« 
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plication ;  and,  if  the  Committee  had  it 
Dot  in  view  to  devbe  regulations  which 
should  affect  all  banking  establishments  in 
the  country,  he  feared  that  theii  labours 
would  be  of  very  limited  utility,  and  that 
it  would  tend  to  confirm  an  impression  that 
already  prevailed,  that  this  mquiry  was 
promoted  rather  with  the  view  of  restrict- 
ing one  branch  of  the  trade  in  order  to 
favour  the  other,  than  of  promoting  the 
public  welfare.  He  thought  that  Parlia* 
inent  could  usefully  apply  itself  to  discover 
on  what  principles  banks  should  be  regu- 
latedy  with  the  view  to  their  advantage  and 
their  safety ;  but  when  thev  had  made  such 
discovery,  he  was  more  disposed  to  leave 
the  enforcement  of  those  principles  to  free 
cooipetition  than  to  legislation,  for  sure  he 
was,  that  the  more  the  public  were  encou- 
raged to  lean  upon  Parliament  for  the 
regulation  of  their  interests,  the  more 
careless  and  incautious  would  they  become. 
He  thought  the  evils  now  imputed  to  Joint* 
stock  Banks  were  greatly  over-rated,  and 
their  advantages  greatly  under-rated,  and 
the  difficulty  of  legislating  for  such  evils 
as  they  were  chargeable  with,  was  shown 
by  tbe  various  nostrums  which  were  pre- 
scribed for  their  remedy.  Every  person 
was  confident  in  his  own,  but  not  many 
agreed  with  the  other.  His  bon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  had 
no  less  than  three,  which  he  proposed  to 
combine — paid-up  capital,  unlimited  lia- 
bility, and  complete  publicity.  Now  he 
had  seldom  heard  any  commercial  man 
agree  to  them  all,  some  disapproved  of  all, 
and  he  was  more  disposed  to  agree  with 
the  latter  than  the  former.  The  great  evil 
was  thought  to  proceed  from  these  banks 
being  allowed  to  issue  notes;  but  their 
issues  not  forming  above  one-fifth  of  their 
liabilities,  their  improper  use  of  this  pri- 
vilege did  not  amount  to  more  than  one. 
fifth  of  the  evil  to  be  apprehended.  If  it 
was  an  object  to  discover  the  real  cause  of 
these  disturbances  in  the  currency  (and 
which  now  appear  to  be  of  periodical 
occurrence),  why  they  should  inquire  into 
the  mode  in  which  the  Bank  of  England 
had  exercised  its  powers  and  its  privileges. 
To  inquire  into  Joint-stock  Banks,  and 
omit  the  largest  of  them  all,  which  was  the 
Bank  of  England,  was,  in  his  mind,  a 
perfect  delusion.  He  believed  that  most 
men  who  had  written,  and  who  had  thought 
upon  the  causes  of  these  commercial  panics, 
had  agreed  in  tracing  them  to  the  arbitrary 
and  inconsiderate  operation!  of  the  Bank 


of  England  ;  and  until  that  establishment 
was  placed  upon  a  different  footing,  he  saw 
no  reason  why  the  same  calamities  might 
not  recur.  The  fault,  in  his  judgment, 
was,  that  the  Bank  of  England  was  given 
exclusive  privileges,  which  led  the  country 
to  depend  upon  it  to  regulate  the  currency, 
and  at  the  same  time  it  was  left  with  all 
the  interests  of  a  private  trader ;  the  result 
was,  that  its  interest  and  its  duty  were 
in  constant  conflict,  and  the  commercial 
classes  were  made  the  victims.  Until  the 
currency  of  this  country  was  made  to 
depend  upon  some  sounder  system  than 
this,  he  could  only  expect  a  repetition  of 
those  panics  of  which  we  heard  so  much, 
and  which  must  be  attended  with  such 
serious  injury  to  trade.  On  these  grounds 
he  should  support  an  extension  of  the 
inquiry. 

Mr.  Warburton  did  not  agree  with  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  North  Derby- 
shire,  in  most  of  his  propositions.  The 
question  before  the  House,  as  it  appeared 
to  him,  was  not  whether  they  should 
legislate  on  the  subject  of  Joint-stock 
Banks,  but  whether  they  should  have  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  on  the  subject— 
whether  there  were  not  in  existence  evils 
arising  out  of  the  conduct  of  Joint-stock 
Banks,  which,  for  the  sake  of  public 
information  and  security,  it  was  desirable, 
to  inquire  into.  The  evils  attributable  to 
Joint-stock  Banks  were,  it  appeared  to 
him,  of  a  very  different  nature  from  those 
which  could  be  laid  to  the  charge  of  the 
Bank  of  England.  Amongst  the  charges 
against  the  managers  of  Joint-stock  Banks 
was  that  of  want  of  integrity  in  their  pro- 
ceedings; buthe  had  never  heard,  amongst 
all  the  charges  against  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, that  of  any  want  of  personal  in- 
tegrity on  the  part  of  its  governors.  A 
want  of  prudence  had  occasionally  been 
attributed  to  them,  but  it  had  never  been 
alleged  against  them,  that  they  had  mis- 
managed the  funds  intrusted  to  them  by 
their  customers,  for  their  own  personal 
benefit.  He  would  not  deny  that  the  Bank 
of  England  might  not  be  so  perfect  in  its 
control  of  the  currency  as  might  be  de- 
sirable, and  that  a  time  might  come  when 
it  would  be  advisable  to  inquire  into  such 
a  question.  At  the  same  time,  however, 
he  would  observe,  that  whilst  the  greatest 
good  which  could  be  expected  to  result 
from  such  an  inauiryi  was  that  of  forming 
an  efficient  board,  to  control  the  currency, 
with  as  much  equality  ai  possiblei  the 
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greatest  evil  which  might  be  apprehended 
from  bringing  on  such  an  inquiry,  at  an 
improper  time,  was  such  a  general  feeling 
of  alarm  amongst  the  public,  as  might 
cause  a  stoppage  of  payments  at  the  Bank. 
For  his  own  part,  he  did  not  think  that  at 
the  present  moment,  it  would  be  desirable 
to  take  up  such  an  inquiry,  and  therefore 
he  shoula  not  vote  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Middlesex.  Whenever 
the  Rtting  moment  arrived,  however,  for 
such  an  investigation,  he  should  be  ready 
to  support  it. 

Mr.  Thomas  Baring  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derbyshire  had  opposed  all 
interference  in  Joint-stock  Banks  on  the 
ground,  that  they  were  yet  \n  their 
infancy,  and  that  they  would  improve  by 
experience.  But  would  it  not  be  useful  to 
apply  to  them  some  control,  as  was  done 
to  other  things  not  advanced  beyond 
childhood  ?  He  thought  that  a  great  dif- 
ference might  be  seen  in  the  constitution 
of  Joint-stock  Banks  and  those  established 
on  the  old  system.  Joint-stock  Banks 
advertised  capitals  of  millions,  and  pro- 
ceeded to  business  when  only  thousands 
were  paid  up.  This  appeared  to  him  a 
strong  distinguishing  feature  in  the  system 
of  Joint-stock  Banks.  This  might  cer- 
tainly make  inquiries  into  the  nature  of 
these  establishments  necessary.  With 
respect  to  the  inquiry  being  extended  to 
the  Bank  of  England,  if  it  could  be  proved 
that  there  was  any  intention  of  violating 
the  charter,  then  he  should  think  the  in- 
quiry necessary  ;  but  if  there  was  not  some 
great  and  decided  change  intended  by  that 
body  he  could  not  see  that  the  inquiry 
could  lead  to  any  practical  result.  If  there 
was  any  intention  of  giving  any  additional 
powers  he  thought  the  House  ought  to 
inquire  into  the  nature  of  those  powers, 
and  their  effect  on  the  Bank  of  England ; 
but  if  the  powers  it  already  possessed 
were  wielded  with  foresight  and  discretion 
any  farther  inquiry  on  the  subject  would 
be  useless.  But  it  appeared  that  no  such  in- 
crease of  power  was  contemplated.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
in  his  remarks  on  the  fluctuations  which  took 
place  so  frequently  in  the  circulating  me- 
dium. He  thought,  also,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's observations  on  the  subject  of  pub- 
licity of  assets  were  worthy  of  observation. 
Indeed,  sufficient  proof  of  the  necessity  for 
such  publicity  had  lately  been  given.  He 
also  thought  the  allusion  made  to  the  rate 
of  exchange  with  America,  and  the  em* 


barrassment  in  the  commercial  affairs  of 
that  country,  was  not  uncalled  for.  There 
was  one  point  on  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  dwelt  to  which  he  was 
desirous  of  referring.  That  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  spoken  with  some  com- 
placency of  the  caution  which  he  had 
given  last  year  on  the  subject  of  specula- 
tion in  Joint-stock  Banks.  He  certainly 
had  made  some  remarks  of  a  cautionary 
character ;  but  not  in  such  explicit  terms 
as  that  they  could  be  laid  hold  of  and 
be  of  service;  he  had  merely  said  that 
that  state  of  things  could  not  last  for  ever. 
An  assertion  so  vague  could  scarcely  be  of 
much  service.  He  thought  the^  House 
undoubtedly  ought  to  pay  attention  to  the 
subject  of  Joint-stock  Banks,  for  he  felt 
assured  that  the  public  would  not  trouble 
themselves  much  about  the  matter.  Each 
person  would  continue  his  speculations, 
flattering  himself  that  he  had  so  well  and 
so  safely  disposed  of  his  money  that  his 
particular  speculation  could  not  fail.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  if  the  House  in 
general  should  say  that  a  floating  deb  of 
thirty  millions  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to 
remain  without  some  legislative  interfer- 
ence being  made  respecting  it,  such  inter- 
ference would  meet  with  the  approbation 
of  the  sound-thinking  part  of  the  commu- 
nity. He  certainly  thought  that  inquiry 
should  be  instituted. 

Mr.  Clay  said,  that  the  observations 
which  he  hiid  intended  making  were  in  a 
great  measure  superseded  by  the  remarks 
which  had  already  fallen  from  his  hon. 
Friend  to  the  right  (Mr.  Hume).  He  was 
decidedly  of  opinion  that,  if  any  inquiry 
was  useful  it  should  not  be  limited  to  any 
particular  banking  establishment,  but  ex- 
tended to  the  whole  system.  He  also 
begged  to  say  from  what  he  knew  of  the 
state  of  the  money  market,  and  of  the  state 
of  public  opinion  on  this  question,  that  this 
inquiry  was  imperatively  demanded.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire  whom  he  did 
not  see  in  his  place,  had  stated  that  this 
inquiry  could  be  of  no  public  service.  If 
he  (Mr.  Clay)  thought  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber gave  expression  to  the  sentiments  en- 
tertained by  any  considerable  number  of 
the  persons  interested  in  Joint -stock 
Banks,  when  he  stated  this  opinion,  he  for 
one  should  consider  it  as  the  strongest 
possible  reason  why  the  inquiry  ought  to 
be  proceeded  virith,  and  he  would  further 
add,  if  such  opinions  were  entertained  by 
the  parties  to  whom  he  had  referred,  it  waa 
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anything  but  creditable  to  them  to  attempt 
to  arrest  the  progress  of  this  investigation, 
and,  for  his  part,  he  certainly  had  imagined 
that  the  re-appointment  of  this  Committee 
would  not  have  been  opposed.  He  thought 
80  because  it  must  be  apparent  to  every 
one,  from  what  had  recently  taken  place, 
that  the  most  searching  inquiry  was  ne- 
cessary. With  regard  to  the  argument 
that  the  Legislature  had  no  right  to  inter- 
fere between  one  individual  and  another, 
he  admitted  that  it  might  hold  good  if 
those  concerned  in  Joint  -  stock  Banks 
were  to  be  the  only  sufferers  by  their  ope- 
rations; but  when  ihe  whole  community 
was  affected  by  them,  and  when  the  entire 
fabric  of  commercial  credit  was  liable  to 
be  shaken  by  the  acts  of  those  bodies,  he 
conceived  that  the  Legislature  had  not 
only  a  right  but  it  was  their  bounden  duty 
to  interfere.  He  concurred  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  that  Joint- 
stock  Banks  had  conferred  great  benefit  on 
the  community;  but  in  order  to  render  that 
benefit  permanent  it  was  necessary  that 
the  public  mind  should  be  satisfied  that 
they  rested  on  a  secure  foundation,  and 
this  confidence  could  oniv  be  established 

0 

by  the  most  searching  inquiry  into  the 
principles  on  which  the  transactions  of 
those  concerns  were  conducted* 

Mr.  Pattison  was  understood  to  state, 
that  it  might  perhaps  be  expected  that  he 
should  express  his  opinion  on  the  question 
before  the  House.  He  felt  that  he  was 
placed  in  a  most  awkward  predicament, 
from  being  unaccustomed  to  address  them. 
He  would,  however,  simply  advert  to  a  few 
of  the  topics  touched  upon  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  preceded  him,  and  in  the  first 
place,  he  must  observe  that  he  could  not 
concur  in  opinion  with  those  who  thought 
that  sufficient  cause  had  not  been  shewn 
for  this  inquiry.  Events  which  had  taken 
place  during  the  recess,  in  his  opinion  fully 
justified  the  re-appointment  of  this  Com- 
mittee. With  respect  to  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  management  of  the  Bank  of 
England,  he  considered  them  uncalled 
for ;  and  he  could  only  tell  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  thought  fit  to  find  fault  with 
the  management  of  the  Bank,  that  the 
accounts  of  that  establishment  had  been 
regularly  published — that  its  affairs  were 
conducted  under  the  auspices  of  Govern- 
ment— and  that  all  its  transactions  were 
in  strict  conformity  with  the  rules  and  re- 
gulations prescribed  by  the  Legislature. 


If,  then,  there  were  any  grounds  for  this 
accusation  why  v;as  it  not  brought  for- 
ward before,  and  why  should  the  present 
moment  be  selected  for  the  attack  ?  When 
the  proper  time  arrived,  the  Governors  of 
the  Bank  would  be  ready  to  meet  any  ac- 
cusations which  might  be  brought  against 
them,  and  he  had  no  doubt  but  it  would 
then  be  satisfactorily  shown  that  those 
charges  of  mismanagement  were  without 
foundation.  He  repeated,  that  sufiicient 
cause  had  not  been  shewn  why  this  inquiry 
should  not  take  place.  He  would,  there- 
fore, support  the  motion  for  the  re- appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee,  and,  if  the  Joint 
Stock  Banks  were  not  conducted  on  the 
principle  admitted  by  the  Legislature,  that 
principle  must  be  altered. 

Mr.  Cayley  said,  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex,  that  the  inquiry 
should  be  extended  to  the  affairs  of  the  Bank 
of  England.  The  difficulty  which  the  Bank 
of  England  had  to  contend  with  under  the 
present  system  was,  that  it  had  to  attend 
not  only  to  its  own  interest — to  bank 
stock,  for  instance,  as  well  as  other  pro- 
perty connected  with  that  establishment — 
but  also  to  the  interes  s  of  the  mercantile 
body.  The  Bank  on  the  late  trying  occa- 
sion had  acted  with  great  humanity,  and  had 
attended  to  its  own  interests  as  well  as  the 
great  interests  of  the  public,  without  draw- 
ing the  cord  too  tight.  But  he  would  now 
ask  what  was  the  danger  to  the  Bank  at 
present  ?  The  danger  arose  in  a  great 
measure  from  the  circumstance,  that  the 
exchanges  were  not  favourable,  and,  con- 
sequently, so  long  as  this  was  the  case  the 
necessary  result  must  be,  to  create  derange- 
ment, to  a  certain  extent,  in  the  affairs  of 
the  Bank.  In  the  crisis  of  1825,  the  state 
of  the  exchanges  was  not  so  bad  or  so  in- 
jurious to  the  Bank.  On  that  occasion, 
the  rale  of  exchange  had  been  unfavour- 
able for  only  six  months ;  whereas,  when 
the  difficulties  commenced  last  autumn, 
it  had  been  unfavourable  for  twelve  or 
eighteen  months,  and  then,  as  in  1825,  the 
Bank  was  compelled  to  make  the  greatest 
exertions  to  stave  off  the  evil  day,  and  to 
counteract  the  evil  arising  from  the  price 
of  commodities  being  higher  than  the 
standard  of  value.  He  considered  it  im- 
possible that  the  standard  of  value  could 
be  higher  than  the  prices  of  commodiiies, 
unless  the  circulation  had  diminished  in 
order  to  raise  the  price.  He  therefore 
supported  the  inquiry,  while  at  the  same 
time  he  expressed  it  as  his  opinion,  that 
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the  Bank  of  England  could  not  have 
managed  in  any  other  way  than  they  had 
done  for  the  last  few  months.  In  the 
antnmn,  the  Bank  was  in  a  most  perilous 
state.  He  considered  it  was  yet  in  greater 
peril  still  at  the  present  moment ;  and  was 
it  then  wise  and  prudent  to  wait  till  they 
got  deeper  into  the  mud  before  they  insti- 
tuted inquiry? 

Mr.  0*Connell  said,  that  the  question 
before  the  House  was  really  whether  the 
inquiry  should  be  as  extensive  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  called  for.  He 
did  not  think  that  anybody  had  intimated 
the  least  intention  of  opposing  an  inquiry. 
One  Gentleman  had  argued  against  it, 
but  he  did  not  say,  that  he  meant  to  vote, 
aeainst  it.  If  the  inquiry  implied  hos- 
tility to  Joint-stock  Banks — if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  stated  a  case 
of  misconduct  against  the  directors  of 
Joint-stock  Banks,  he  (Mr.  O'Connell) 
should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  negative  the 
motion.  He  had  heard  something  of  that 
kind  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport, 
but  nothing  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  was  for  inquiry.  If  in- 
quiry was  to  imply  Legislation  according 
to  the  report,  he  would  be  decidedly 
against  it;  but  he  thought  that  inquiry 
was  necessary,  because  it  should  be 
courted  by  those  who  asked  for  public  con« 
fidence,  and  in  the  next  place,  the  notion 
that  Joint-stock  Banks  contributed  to  the 
evils  of  the  present  state  of  affairs,  was  a 
reason  why  there  should  be  inquiry.  His 
own  opinion  was,  that|in8tead  of  increasing 
the  distress,  they  tended  to  mitigate  it, 
and  afforded  a  ground  of  security  never 
before  introduced  into  the  banking  system, 
A  Joint-stock  Bank  had  stopped  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  and  private  Banks  had 
stopped.  The  Bank  of  Carlisle  had  stop- 
ped, although  it  had  been  many  years  in 
existence,  and  we  were  told  its  creditors 
would  receive  14^.  or  15^.  in  the  pound. 
There  would  be  no  loss  upon  the  stoppage 
in  England,  and  he  was  thoroughly  con- 
vinced there  would  be  no  loss  upon  the 
stoppages  in  Ireland,  because  the  number 
of  individuals  was  such,  that  with  a  small 
loss  to  each,  they  would  cover  the  public 
loss.  To  talk  of  Joint-stock  Banks  in- 
creasing the  evil  could  have  no  other 
meaning  than  this^  that  their  issues  pressed 
upon  the  Bank  of  England.  That  they 
filled  up  the  channel  of  circulation  which 
he  said  was  wanted,  was  proved  by  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Yar< 


mouth,  who  said,  that  we  were  in  a  state  of 
great  prosperity  at  the  time  the  inquiry 
was  first  instituted,  and  therefore  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  have 
seen  that  adversity  would  follow.  What 
species  of  country  was  it  in  which  pros- 
perity was  a  symptom  of  distress  and 
ruin  ?  If  there  was  no  other  reason  for 
inquiry,  was  not  that  a  reason  ?  Must 
there  not  be  something  rotten  in  the  sys 
tem  ?  You  are  too  prosperous,  and  there- 
fore you  must  come  to  misery  at  once. 
When  Dr.  Majendie  set  about  dissecting 
a  dog,  he  nailed  his  nose  to  a  board,  and 
then  dissected  him.  The  Directors  of  the 
Bank  of  England  were  in  that  situation — 
they  were  nailed  by  the  nose.  The  gold 
standard  had  been  introduced— too  dear 
an  instrument  of  exchange  for  such  a 
country  as  this — and  it  had  nailed  them. 
They  were  not  to  consider  how  the  price 
of  every  other  article  varied,  and  the  price 
of  gold  varied  ;  but  by  a  kind  of  equivocat- 
ing species  of  policy,  they  were  to  indulge 
in  the  malady  until  it  gained  a  kind  of 
feverish  strength  that  was  not  health.  In 
that  situation  they  were  placed,  not  by  any 
misconduct  or  fault  of  theirs^  but  by  the 
fault  of  the  system  which  the  Legislature 
would  not  look  directly  in  the  face.  In 
what  a  situation  were  the  two  countries  ! 
It  was  said  there  was  an  union  between 
England  and  Ireland.  Accordingly,  we 
had  here  a  Government  Bank.  How  were 
they  off*  in  Ireland  ?  They  had  a  national 
Bank.  For  what  purpose  ?  For  the  sole 
purpose  of  monopoly.  Within  a  district 
of  Bfty  miles  of  Dublin,  no  man  could  issue 
notes  except  the  Bank  of  Ireland.  Yes, 
five  or  six  individuals  might,  but  if  you 
increased  the  security,  by  having  more 
liable  for  their  payments,  in  proportion  as 
you  increased  the  security,  you  diminished 
the  right  to  issue.  The  House  was  aware 
that  the  Bank  of  England  last  autumn 
raised  the  rate  of  discount  to  five  per  cent, 
while  the  Bank  of  Ireland  discounted  at 
three  and  a  half;  and  at  the  same  time  the 
Joint  -stock  Banks  discounted  good  paper 
at  six  per  cent.  What  was  the  conse- 
quence? Bills  came  from  Lancashire  and 
other  parts  in  England,  and  were  dis- 
counted by  the  Bank  of  Ireland  atthree  and 
a  half  percent. ;  the  person  who  got  the  bills 
discounted  wentnextdoor  nnd  got  gold, and 
Ireland  was  thus  drained  of  gold.  When 
a  panic  took  place  in  consequence  of  the 
excitement  caused  by  the  Duke  of  WeN 
lingtoo's  coming  into  office,  it  was  necei- 
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sary  to  send  over  a  milHon  to  Ireland ; 
and  what  would  be  the  consequence  if  it 
should  be  necessary  to  send  over  gold  now 
when  there  was  little  more  than  four  mil- 
lions in  the  Bank  ?  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers approved  of  inquiry,  but  objected 
to  the  lime.  He  could  see  no  reason  in 
that.  Why  not  have  inquiry  now  ?  Why 
should  it  be  postponed  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Brtdport  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets,  said  ithere  was  dan- 
ger. Was  the  Bank  of  England  in  danger  ? 
If  so :  that  was  an  imperative  reason  for  in- 
quiry. If  the  Bank  were  in  danger,  was 
not  the  community  also  in  danger  and  was 
it  not  the  most  rational  way  to  get  out  of 
the  difiiculty  by  meeting  the  danger  at 
once  ?  The  great  danger  arose  from  the 
apprehensions  of  the  public,  and  the  best 
way  to  dispel  those  apprehensions  was  to 
ascertain  what  the  real  evil  was.  Hon. 
Members  had  spoken  of  the  importance  of 
establishing  great  principles.  Now, 
nothing  was  worse  in  many  instances  than 
great  principles  for  individual  injury.  He 
believed,  the  great  principle  sought  to  be 
established  in  1819  had  caused  more 
danger  and  more  injury  to  many  indivi- 
daa»  tban  any  other  of  a  similar  nature.  It 
spread  its  influence  over  a  vast  number  of 
individuals,  and  reduced  many  who  had 
been  living  in  wealth  and  a£9uence  to  the 
greatest  distress.  He  therefore  wished  for 
inquiry.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said  inquiry  would  come 
incidentally ;  why  should  it  not  come 
directly?  Let  the  inquiry  commence 
without  delay ;  and  the  more  estensive  it 
was,  the  more  would  the  public  mind  be 
disabused. 

Mr.  Crawford  bore  testimony  to  the 
correctness  of  the  illustration  eiven  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire  or  the  success 
of  the  Birmingham  Joint-stock  Bank.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  address  the  House, 
as  be  had  not  had  the  honour  of  being 
upon  the  Committee.  He  had,  however, 
endeavoured  to  make  some  estimates  of 
what  might  be  the  probable  profit  of  a 
most  prosperous  bank.  He  left  a  large 
margin  when  he  said  that  ten  per  cent,  of 
that  profit  could  not  arise  upon  a  banking 
principle  unless  it  were  from  the  sale  of 
tb  credit  of  the  banks,  instead  of  money 
on  discount.  So  far  as  the  debate  had 
gone,  it  did  not  appear  that  the  House 
had  been  put  in  ijotsession  of  one  im- 
portant fact  respecting  circulation — viz. 
the  anomit  of  paper  created  by  re-dis* 


counts,  acting  updn  prices  just  as  much 
as  bank  rates  acted  upon  prices.  With- 
out meaning  to  define  to  what  extent  the 
present  evils  had  been  produced  by  the 
circumstance  of  Joint-stock  Banks  lending 
credit,  instead  oflending  money,  he  thought 
he  might  say,  that  such  a  practice  would 
account  for  the  state  into  which  the  coun-* 
try  had  been  thrown. 

Mr.  Poulei  Thomson  observed,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire  had  brought 
forward  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  and 
had  objected  to  its  being  re-appointed, 
because  he  objected  to  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee.  The  Committee 
advised,  in  their  Report  to  the  House,  the 
re-construction  of  the  Committee  of  last 
Session  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  fur- 
ther information  before  they  could  recom- 
mend any  course  of  legislation  to  the 
House.  With  respect  to  what  had  fallen, 
as  to  the  Committee  reporting  that  legis- 
lation, was  unadvisable;  he  need  only 
refer  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Moore  James, 
who  said,  in  reply  to  the  question,  **  Is 
this  a  portion  of  the  law,  which,  in  your 
opinion  requires  amendment?  It  does,** 
He  believed  that  bon.  Members  would 
find  few  witnesses  who  considered  legisla- 
tion unadvisable,  though  they  differed  as 
to  the  mode.  If  it  were  advisable,  then, 
to  legislate  on  the  subject,  was  it  not  better 
to  re-appoint  the  Committee?  Every 
friend  of  Joint-stock  Banks  ought  to  assent 
to  the  inquiry.  All  must  be  aware  that 
these  banks  had  borne  up  well,  and  had 
gained  credit  under  the  trial.  As  a  friend, 
therefore,  to  Joint-stock  Banks,  he  should 
vote  for  the  proposed  inquiry.  Whatever 
difference  of  opinion  there  might  be  as  to 
the  construction  of  some  of  these  banks,  it 
could  not  be  denied,  that  the  large  num<* 
bers  of  persons  of  wealth  and  respecta.. 
bility  who  engaged  in  these  establishments 
formed  a  new  feature  in  the  banking  sys- 
tem of  this  country.  No  doubt  such  a 
number  of  persons  of  this  class  created  a 
greater  degree  of  security  and  no  man 
entertained  a  doubt  that  paper  had  been 
pushed  farther  than  it  ever  had  been 
before.  The  credit  of  the  Joint-stock 
Banks  undoubtedly  produced  such  a  re- 
sult; and  he  agreed  with  an  hon.  Member 
who  stated,  that  great  disadvantage  might 
arise  from  the  market  being  overflooded 
with  paper  at  one  time,  and  too  much 
curtailed  at  another.  But  that  was  an 
evil  which  could  not  be  guarded  against : 
no  Act  of  Parliament  could  make  people 
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wise.  If  people  were  so  an  wise  as  to  act 
10  the  maaner  his  hon.  Friend  had  de- 
scribed,  he  believed  no  legislative  measures 
could  be  found  to  make  them  act  more 
prudently,  and  prevent  them  running  into 
such  evils.  Of  this,  however,  there  could 
be  no  doubt,  that  numbers  of  persons  em- 
barking their  whole  fortunes  in  such  esta- 
blishments formed  a  great  guarantee  for 
their  stability  and  good  management.  If 
the  House  were  to  adopt  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  say  how  far  the  investiga- 
tions of  the  Committee  might  extend.  See 
what  a  field  of  inquiry  would  be  open  to 
them.  They  would  have  to  inquire  into 
the  state  of  bullion ;  they  would  have  to 
inquire  into  the  state  of  the  coinage ;  they 
would  have  to  determine  whether  it  were 
advisable  to  have  a  silver  standard,  or  a 
gold  standard,  or  a  mixed  gold  and  silver 
standard,  or  no  standard  at  all.  Nothing 
could  be  more  injudicious  than  to  founda 
proposition  for  so  extensive  an  inquiry  on 
a  motion,  the  object  of  which  was  merely 
to  revive  a  Committee  on  a  small  branch 
of  that  inquiry.  He  objected  to  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  also, 
on  the  ground  that  the  words  of  that 
motion  went  much  further  even  than  his 
hon.  Friend  himself  wished.  He  objected 
to  the  motion,  because  the  Committee  for 
the  renewal  of  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  moved  would  have  quite  enough  to  do 
if  they  were  confined  to  the  investigation 
of  the  state  and  conduct  of  Joint-stock 
Banks.  But  it  had  been  argued^  that  it 
was  impossible  for  such  a  Committee  ade- 
quately to  discharge  the  duties  intrusted 
to  it,  without  making  an  inquiry  into  the 
stale  and  conduct  of  the  Bank  of  England. 
^¥by  hisright  hon.  Friend  had  admitted, 
tbStlfVCrRr  as  the  Bank  of  England  was 
connected  with  the  Joint-stock  Banks,  an 
inquiry  must  be  made  into  the  conduct  of 
the  Bank  of  England,  but  no  further.  In 
his  opinion,  it  would  be  highly  inexpedient 
to  go  into  an  extended  inquiry  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Bank  of  England.  A  time  of 
difficulty — not  of  difficulty  in  the  condition 
of  the  Bank  of  England,  but  of  difficulty 
in  the  condition  of  the  commercial  world — 
was  certainly  not  the  time  to  choose  for 
entering  into  a  solemn  investigation  of  the 
whole  state  and  conduct  of  the  Bank  of 
England.  Nothing  could  indeed  be  more 
ttnadvisable.  He  did  not  wish  to  impede 
the  operations  of  the  Bank  of  England, 
nor  did  he  wish  to  mix  up  that  House 


with  the  concerns  of  the  Bank  of  England. 
He  wished  the  Bank  of  England  to  be 
allowed,  in  the  faithful  and  honorable  dis- 
charge of  its  duties  (and  he  was  quite  sure 
that  it  would  discharge  its  duties  faithfully 
and  honorably ),to  take  its  own  uninterrupted 
and  independent  course.  An  interference 
with  that  Course  would  not  be  wise,  and 
would  not  be  treating  the  Bank  of  England 
with  the  justice  and  fairness  to  which  it 
was  entitled.  He  would  not  enter  into 
the  various  questions  which  had  been 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex, 
and  other  hon.  Gentlemen.  He  would 
not  inquire  whether  the  recent  commercial 
pressure  might  or  might  not  have  been 
obviated  by  more  early  assistance — he 
would  say  nothing  on  the  general  question 
of  our  currency — and  he  would  conclude 
by  expressing  his  earnest  hope  that  the 
House  would  not  agree  to  the  motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex, but  would  con6ne  the  inquiries  of  the 
proposed  Committee  within  the  limits  re- 
commended by  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  felt  it  his  duty  to  sup- 
port the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  It  was  cer- 
tainly of  great  importance  to  the  commer- 
cial and  banking  interests  of  the  country 
that  Parliament  should  at  an  early  period 
of  the  Session  pronounce  a  decisive  opi- 
nion as  to  whether  or  no  it  could  interfere 
with  them  by  proposing  any  new  restric- 
tions on  Joint-stock  Banks ;  and  if  Par- 
liament decided  that  it  could  so  interfere, 
it  ought  to  make  known  with  as  little  de- 
lay as  possible  what  would  be  the  nature 
of  those  restrictions,  because  the  very  sus- 
pense of  the  question  was  pregnant  with 
almost  as  much  evil  as  unwise  legislation 
upon  it  could  be.  A  Committee  had  been 
appointed,  witnesses  had  been  examined , 
but  the  Committee  had  informed  the  world 
that  it  had  not  time  to  conclude  its  inqui- 
ries, and  therefore  it  proposed  to  renew  its 
inquiries ;  and  now  the  consequence  was, 
that  no  one  could  determine  that  he  might 
safely  enter  into  a  connexion  with  any 
banking  establishment — not  because  his 
prospects  of  the  new  regulations  might 
materially  affect  his  speculation,  but  be 
would  be  unwilling  to  engage  in  it  while 
such  an  inquiry  was  pending.  It  was, 
therefore,  highly  necessary  that  Parliament 
should,  without  delay,  decide  what  could 
be  done,  and  what  it  intended  to  do.  He 
was,  therefore,  unwilling  to  devolve  on  the 
Committee  more  than  was  necessary  for 
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the  object  of  inquiry :  if  the  inquiry  were 
to  be  carried  out  into  every  branch  of 
banking  affairs,  and  into  the  minutiiB  of  the 
currency  question,  they  might  go  on  ad 
injinitum.  If  they  were  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee to  investigate  the  operations  of  the 
whole  of  the  English  banks,  the  Insh 
bbnks,  the  Scotch  banks,  public  banks, 
private  banks,  Joint-stock  banks,  and  all 
the  various  banks  in  the  kingdom,  there 
would  be  no  end  to  the  inquiry,  there 
would  be  no  one  subject  settled,  and  no 
pretext  would  b6  wanting  for  postponing  a 
decision.  Therefore,  while  he  was  for  a 
full  inquiry  into  the  subject,  he  would  have 
it  limited  to  a  special  object.  There  were 
two  propositions  before  the  House  besides 
the  original  motion.  There  was  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex to  multiply  the  objects  of  inquiry ;  and 
there  was  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derbyshire,  which  went  to 
deny  the  right  of  the  House  to  make  any 
inquiry  into  the  subject  at  all.  To  neither 
of  those  propositions  could  he  give  his 
consent.  He  had  already  stated  the  rea« 
sons  which  induced  him  to  oppose  the 
motion  of  the  lion.  Member  for  Middlesex. 
To  the  principle  involved  in  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire 
he  could  by  no  means  agree.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Derbyshire  contended,  that  as 
it  was  generally  allowed  that  Parliament 
ought  not  to  attempt  to  instruct  or  con- 
trol persons,  generally,  in  the  manage- 
ment of  their  own  business^  so  it  ought 
taot  to  interfere  with  the  management  of 
Joint-stock  Banks.  But  the  cases  were 
widely  different.  Parliament  had  already 
interfered  with  reference  to  Joint-stock 
Banks,  and  having  so  interfered,  it  was 
entitled  to  carry  that  interference  further. 
If  the  persons  who  were  engaged  in  Joint- 
stock  Banks  were  to  be  considered  the 
best  judges  of  the  manner  of  carrying  on 
their  own  business,  why  had  Parliament 
restricted  them  in  various  ways?  Why 
were  they  prohibited  from  issuing  five- 
shilling  or  half-crown  notes?  The  mo- 
ment that  Parliament  interfered  with  them 
in  one  respect,  it  acquired  the  right  or 
contracted  the  obligation  to  interfere  with 
them  in  any  other  respect  in  which  such 
interference  might  be  considered  advan- 
tageous to  the  public.  No  one  could 
'deny,  not  only  tlie  right,  but  the  sound 
policy  and  justice  of  acting  on  this  prin- 
ciple. For  instance,  could  any  man  doubt 
Hiat  the  recent  transactions  of  the  North- 
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em  and  Central  Banking  Company  jus- 
tified an  inquiry  into  the  nature  of  those 
transactions?  Where  a  company  had 
been  invested  by  the  Legislature  with  the 
power  of  coinage,  or  with  the  power  of 
issuing  money — ^a  power  affecting  the  in- 
terest not  merely  of  the  shareholders,  but 
of  those  who  took  their  notes— and  when 
that  Company  was  found  to  have  made  an 
application  to  the  Bank  of  England,  and 
to  have  declared  that  they  should  be 
ruined  unless  the  Bank  advanced  them  a 
hundred  thousand  pounds,  surely  that 
was  a  very  different  transaction  horn  a 
speculation  in  sugar  or  tobacco.  The 
moment  that  the  Legislature  devolved 
upon  any  body  of  men  the  power  of  issu- 
ing money  (a  power  absolutely  regal  in  its 
character),  that  moment  it  acquired  the 
right  of  taking  care  that  the  interests  of 
those  whom  such  a  proceeding  affected 
should  be  protected.  The  hoii.  Gentle- 
man opposite  said  that  no  one  could  doubt 
the  disinterested  and  judicious  conduct  of 
the  directors  of  the  Joint-stock  Banks. 
He  doubted  it.  He  had  not  so  much  con- 
fidence in  their  wisdom  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had.  The  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site had  spoken  of  two  banks  that  had 
been  well  conducted.  But  could  the  re- 
gulations observed  by  those  two  banks  be 
enforced  on  others?  Look  at  the  report 
of  last  year,  and  let  any  man  say  whether 
he  could  place  implicit  confidence  in  the 
sagacity  of  Joint- stock  Banks.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  managers  of  one  of  them 
stated  that  every  year  they  had  large  divi- 
dends, they  had  great  profits,  but  though 
they  had  bad  debts  to  the  amount  of 
20,000/.  or  30,000/.  they  never  took  any 
account  of  them,  and  their  shares  were  at 
a  premium  of  ten  per  cent.  How  did  that 
state  of  things  arise  ?  By  the  power  which 
Parliament  had  conferred  upon  the  par- 
ties. The  difficulty  which  private  banks 
felt  in  conducting  their  business  proved 
that  fact.  He  would  not  say  anything  of 
the  wisdom  of  that  course,  but  having 
given  such  a  power  virtually  or  directly, 
legally  or  practically,  they  ought  to  in- 
quire into  the  operation  of  it.  Then,  ano- 
ther hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  to  the 
other  extreme ;  he  had  said  that  all  in- 
quiries were  good,  and,  so  far  from  denying 
to  Parliament  the  right  of  inquiry,  he  was 
for  carrying  it  to  the  fullest  extent. 
While  one  hon.  Gentleman  deprecated  all 
inquiry,  the  other  wished  to  have  an 
inquiry  into  everything,  not  excluding  the 
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afTairs  of  the  Bank  of   £ng1and    itself. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Bank  of  England,  as  far  as  its  relations  to 
the  Government  were  concerned,  that  had 
been  recently  the  subject  of  two  inquiries. 
He  recollected  sitting  on  a  Committee, 
three  years  since,  day  after  day,  which 
was  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring 
into  the  whole  of  the  transactions  of  the 
Bank  of  England  as  far  as  they  related  to 
the  Government,  and,  in  consequence  of 
that  inquiry,  the  Bank  charter  was  extend- 
ed, and  he  apprehended  that  no  man  in- 
tended to  propose  to  revise  the  Bank  char- 
ter.    But  they  bad  a  right  to  ascertain  in 
what  manner  it  would  be  affected  by  the 
subject  of  inquiry.      Even    then,    there 
would  be  no  necessity,  he  would  venture  to 
B^Yi  to  go  into  that  part  of  the  operations 
of  the  Bank  of  England  which  related  to 
the  Government,  or  any  of  its  operations, 
only  so  far  as  Joint-stock  Banks  were  con> 
cerned.     If,  in  the  course  of  investigation, 
it  should  be  stated,  that  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, and  not  the  Joint-stock  Banks,  had 
caused   certain   evils,   then   it  would   be 
difHrult  for  the  Bank  of  England  to  resist 
any  further  inquiry  as  to  the  truth  of  that 
statement.     The  permission  to  Joint-stock 
Banks  to  pay  in  Bank  of  England  paper 
instead  of  gold  might  be  very  proper  and 
profitable  or  not,  but,  as  far  as  the  inquiry 
nad  gone,  that  question  did  not  appear  to 
have  been  put.     That  might  be  because 
the  Committee  had  not  sufficiently  per- 
formed its  duty,  or  had  not  thought  it 
necessary  to  inquire.     [Mr.   Hume  had 
himself  put  the  question  to  a  witness,  who 
had  objected  to  it.]     If  such  a  question 
were  put  and  objected  to,  nobody  could 
deny  the  power  of  the  Committee  to  en- 
force an  inquiry  into  the  subject.     The 
question  was  not  whether  the  power  given 
to  Joint-stock  Banks  to  pay  in  Bank  of 
England   paper  diminished  or  extended 
credit,  but  whether  it  had  not  a  tendency 
to  increase  the    danger   to   credit,   and 
whether  the  evil  concomitant  with  making 
fluctuations  in  the  value  of  money  was  not 
a  greater  evil  than  the  facility  of  doing  it 
could  be  beneficial  ?    Although  he  must 
contend  that  every  relation  of  the  Bank  of 
England  with  Joint-stock  Banks  must  be, 
as  hiM  necessity  required,  intruded  upon, 
he  should  vote  for  the  original  motion, 
dissenting,  as  he  did,  from  both  amend- 
ments.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny  re-opened  the  whole  question, 
but  the  BiU  of  1819  had  been  fo  often 


discussed,  that  he  should  deoline  anleriog 
upon  it  on  this  occasion.    He  should  only 
refer  to  one  position  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  taken  up,  namely, 
that  it  was  very  wise  in  times  of  prosperity 
to  look  forward  to  times  of  diificulty  and 
danger.     He  would  just  remark  that  tba 
evils,  if  evils  had  arisen,  were  not  to  be 
attributed  to  the  Bill  of  1819.    If  they 
chose  to  have  a  large  quantity  of  convert-* 
ibie  paper,  and  then  to  have  a  metallio 
standard,  whether  gold  or  silver,  or  both 
conjointly,  they  could  not  have  a  larg« 
mass  of  paper  converted  into  a  metallia 
standard  without  the  risk  of  a  reaction. 
But  the  reaction  that  followed  the  Bill  of 
1819  was  not  the  effect  of  that  BiU,  bol 
of  the  foreign  exchanges,  and,  whatever 
might  be  the  present  prosperity,  or  the 
future  adversity,  they  were  bound  to  look 
at  the  foreign  exchanges ;  and  if  they  didt 
they  could  not  help  looking  out  for  th% 
time  of  possible  danger.      If   the    hon« 
Gentleman  meant  to  have  a  paper  cur* 
rency  to  an  indefinite  extent,  and  not  to 
have  it  convertible  at  all,  then,  perhapsi 
there  would  l>e  no  necessity  for  his  lookmg 
out  for  times  of  danger.     But  even  then 
his  hope  of  eternal  prosperity  would  be 
very  delusive,  for  there  would  be  a  pro* 
gressive  rise  in  prices,  and  a  progressiva 
decrease  of  trade,  so  that  not  looking  out 
for  danger  would  not  be  the  way  to  avoid 
it.     With  regard  to  the  evils  of  the  Bill  of 
1819,  he  never  denied  the  extent  of  in- 
dividual  distress  occasioned  by  itf  and  he 
had  never  contemplated  that  distress  with* 
out  regretting  the  serious  injuries  that  en- 
sued; but  he  thought  the  system  which 
rendered  that  Bill  necessary,  and  not  the 
Bill  itself,  ought  to  be  made  responsible 
for  those  evils.     He  did  not  believe  any 
measure  was  ever  proposed  which  was  so 
conducive  to  the  comfort  of  the  labouring 
classes  as  that  which  compelled  those  who 
employed  them  to  pay  tliem  their  wages 
according  to  a  certain  fixed  standard. 

Mr.  WakUy  maintained  that  all  who 
voted  for  inquiry  limited  to  Joint-stock 
Banks  implied  at  least,  if  they  did  not  di- 
rectly aim,  an  attack  on  the  character  of 
those  institutions.  There  might  be  defects 
in  ti.eir  constitution,  but  they  were  parts 
of  the  old  system  of  banking,  and  the 
Joint-stock  establish  ments  had  gone  far  to 
remedy  the  evils  formerly  complained  of. 
If  the  present  inquiry  were  restricted  to  the 
Joint«stock  Banks,  Parliament  would,  in 
his  opiniwiact  mottvnfairlj.bj  than;  why 
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mtAt  it  WAS  notoriovt  to  tymij  niati  of 
Mttim<m  sense  end  metnory  that  the  oM 
eyetem  which  they  had  tended  so  ma< 
li&rtallyto  alleviate  led  to  calamities  to 
Hvhieli,  ooder  the  oew  state  of  things,  they 
teOuM  find  no  parallel  t  The  hon.  Memhet 
fbr  toridport  had  takea  a  very  sing^alar 
Tiew  of  tnis  question,  deprecating  as  he 
dM  all  Inauiry  into  the  state  and  manage* 
inent  of  m  Bank  of  England,  although 
he  admitted  that  great  evils  existed,  and 
that  the  time  mignt  come  soon  when  a 
aearching  inqolry  should  be  instituted. 
That  hon.  Gentleman,  he  believed,  was  a 
)>ro(bnnd  Senator,  and  also  learned  in 
medicine.  He  would  put  this  question 
to  him-^supposa  he  had  some  disease 
originating  (n  the  defective  state  of  his 
circulation,  spreading  ftingoses  and  ex* 
creS6ettces  over  his  whole  system,  what 
would  be  thought  if  he  said  to  his  medical 
adviser,  **  1  have  a  radical  defect  in  my 
circulating  medium ;  t  desire  you  will  cure 
me  speedilj  and  effectually, but  I  positively 
interdict  you  ftom  going  to  the  heart,  the 
fountain  of  all  cifculation  \  there  may  be 
n  disease  of  the  heart ;  it  may  be  proper 
to  Institute  inquiry  at  some  future  time, 
but  for  the  present,  and  for  reasons  best 
known  to  myself,  I  positively  prohibit  you 
firom  extendmg  your  observation  into  the 
source  of  all  the  disease,  the  fountain  of  my 
Okistenee  and  energy  ?^  He  maintained 
that  the  seat  of  all  the  evils  at  present 
felt  was  to  be  found  in  the  defective  state 
of  the  Bank  of  England.  If  there  were  no 
derangement  at  that  great  fountain  of  our 
circulation,  it  would  be  utterly  impossible 
for  the  monetary  concerns  of  the  country 
to  be  so  much  distracted.  He  called  upon 
the  House,  looking  at  all  the  interests  io» 
volved  in  this  question,  to  proceed  boldly 
and  fearlessly,  not  upon  any  miserable, 
pMdling,  patchwork  system,  but  ffcoerally 
and  practicallv  with  a  view  tothediscoyery 
and  suecessful  application  of  the  best  re« 
medy  that  could  be  found  for  the  acknow*> 
ledged  evils  of  the  present  system.  He 
for  one  should  cordially  support  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Middlesex,  in  the 
amendment  he  had  moved. 

Mr.  Pettte  disdaimed  everything  sa^ 
vouriag  of  hostility  towards  Joint*stock 
Banks.  Of  their  value,  no  one  in  his 
optnkMi  could  entertain  a  doubt,  provided 
they  Were  properly  conducted.  Those, 
therefore,  which  were  conducted  upon  a 
wHttid  ai^  prudent  system  had  eterything 
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to  hopd  fttM  the  proposed  iaqnfry,  While, 
en  the  othei^  hand,  the  puhlie  should  bn 
put  on  its  guard  against  such  as  were  ea> 
tablished  upon  another  footing.  The  hoAb 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr. 
0*Connell)  deprecated  the  carrying  out  of 
principles  which  might  be  attended  with 
great  private  injury*  But  if  it  wete  main* 
tained  that  erounti  for  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  the  Bank  of  England  arose  out 
of  the  circumstance  of  their  having  re* 
cently  assisted  the  Northern  artd  Central 
Bank,  would  the  Bank  parlour  not  thereby 
be  pat  apon  its  gnard  aa  to  the  pHticipm 
and  conditions  on  which  they  Would  grant 
similar  relief  to  other  important  interests  s 
and  might  there  not  be  thus  produeed  a 
deluge  of  misery  in  Ireland  which  he  would 
shrink  from  combating  T  He  for  one  was 
at  a  loss  to  know  what  object  could  be 
gained  by  extending  this  inquiry  to  the 
Bank  of  England.  They  had  already  aU 
the  elements  of  the  information  required^ 
They  knew  the  amount  of  deposits,  the 
amouat  of  cirealation,  of  ballioai  of  se^ 
enrities,  and  they  all  knew  the  rate  of 
interest.  The  Joint«stock  Banks  had  re» 
cently  grown  up  i  the  state  of  their  afikira 
called  for  investigation,  in  order  that  the 
country  might  know  whether  the  sound 
principles  on  which  they  were  instituted 
had  not  been  departed  from  i  and  as  the 
present  Committee  would  have  quita 
enough  to  do,  the  inquiry  being  restricted 
as  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  proposedi  ha 
protested  against  its  being  etttended  ge« 
nerally  into  the  banking  system  of  the 
country,  and  partksutarly  to  include  the 
recent  conduct  of  the  Bank  of  England. 

The  Ckaneelhr  of  the  JSeoAejaef  said, 
in  reply,  that  he  did  not  see  any  reason 
from  the  statements  which  had  been  madep 
and  the  arguments  which  had  been  ad» 
duced  in  the  course  of  the  diseussMNi,  to 
induce  him  to  alter  the  course  he  had 
taken  the  liberty  of  sugeestlng  at  the  out^ 
set-^that  the  inquiry  should  not  extend 
to  the  Bank  of  England,  and  its  proceed* 
ings,  save  and  except  where  the  Bank  of 
England  connected  itself  with  the  JoinU 
stock  Banks ;  for,  undonlMedly,  wherafer 
its  proceedings  told  npon  or  influeoead 
their  proceedings,  both  most  be  connected 
together  s  in  flict,  it  was  impossible  to 
separate  the  one  from  the  other«  But, 
although  he  was  not  prepared  to  racom* 
mend  an  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the 
Bank  of  England  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee,  although  he  did  not  think  it  neoei- 
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sary  to  enter  into  a  vindication  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Bank  upon  the  present 
occasion,  yet  he  must  be  allowed,  in  com- 
mon justice,  to  say^  that  the  Bank  of 
England  had  not  been  fairly  treated  by 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken  in 
the  debate.  The  very  contradiction  of  the 
charges  brought  against  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land was,  if  not  a  complete  defence  of  the 
course  taken  by  the  Bank,  at  least  in  some 
degree  an  answer  to  the  objections  which 
had  been  urged.  It  had  been  suggested, 
that  the  Bank  had  acted  wrongly  in  the 
assistance  they  had  afforded,  at  a  time  of 
great  emergency,  to  the  Northern  and 
Central  Bank ;  he  should  like  to  know  how 
the  argument  would  have  stood  if  the 
Bank  had  not  come  forward,  not  for  the 
sake  of  that  establishment — not  for  the 
sake  of  an  establishment  which  had  mis- 
conducted its  own  proceedings,  but  for  the 
sake  of  the  public  interests  that  must  have 
been  involved  ?  Would  it  not  have  been 
said,  that  the  Bank  of  England,  jealous  of 
the  Joint-stock  Banks,  seized  the  first 
opportunity — not  doubting  its  solvency 
—without  any  fear  as  to  their  realizing  the 
amount  of  their  advances — the  Bank  of 
England  seized  the  first  opportunity  to 
crush  a  rival  establishment,  and  compel 
Parliament  to  look  at  the  whole  question 
of  Joint-stock  Banks  under  a  new  and 
more  formidable  aspect?  Suppose  that 
Bank,  with  forty  branches,  had  failed,  by 
reason  of  the  inertness  or  disinclination  of 
the  Bank  of  England  to  afford  it  any  as- 
sistance— suppose  that  failure  had  been 
followed  by  that  of  other  Banks,  would 
they  have  heard  so  much  as  they  had 
during  this  discussion,  in  defence  of  the 
system  of  Joint-stock  Banks?  Justice 
ought  to  be  done  to  the  Bank  of  England 
in  a  case  of  this  description,  and  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  it  had  acted  should  not  be 
entirely  overlooked.  Observations  had  been 
made  with  regard  to  the  extension  of  the 
operations  of  the  Bank  of  England  in  the 
provinces,  by  the  establishment  of  branch 
banks.  But  if  there  were  anything  wrong 
in  that,  the  Government  of  the  present 
day,  and  their  predecessors  in  office,  were 
equally  to  blame  with  the  Bank.  The 
establishment  of  those  branches  in  the 
pz^H^ces  originated  with  Lord  Liverpool's 
AdnB^tration,  when  the  Bank  of  England 
was  irot  only  invited,  but  induced  by  va- 
rious considerations,  to  follow  that  plan ; 
and  yet  they  were  now  taunted,  because 
they  bad  adopted  the  course  recommended 


by  the  Legislature.  *  Was  that  acting  justlj 
by  the  Bank  of  England  ?  With  reference 
to  the  observation  which  had  been  thrown 
out  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Yarmouth 
(whose  opinion  he  was  always  disposed  to 
treat  with  profound  respect), he  had  taunted 
him  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
with  having  met  this  subject  last  year  in 
the  language  of  caution,  but  that  he  should 
have  been  more  precise  in  the  language 
he  had  used.  On  the  occasions  to  which 
reference  had  been  made,  namely,  on  the 
6th  and  12th  of  May  last ;  now  what  were 
his  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's) 
words?  Why, on  the  6th  May,  on  making 
his  speech  on  the  budget,  he  had  said — 
"  I  cannot  sit  down  without  again  stating^, 
that,  whilst  we  have  the  greatest  reason  to 
be  grateful  for  our  present  state  of  pro* 
sperity,  at  the  same  lime,  there  are  indica- 
tions, at  the  present  moment,  which  call 
for  every  hon.  Gentleman's  close  inspection. 
The  House  must  see,  in  the  great  extent 
of  speculation  which  prevails,  in  the  num- 
ber of  Banks  which  are  rising  up  in  all 
directions,  grounds  for  the  exercise  of 
vigilance,  caution,  and  prudence."  Then, 
on  the  12th  May,  on  the  occasion  of  the 
discussion  upon  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Clay), 
his  remarks  were  to  this  eflPect— "  The 
House  is  aware,  that  a  general  spirit  of 
speculation  is  abroad ;  that  Joint-stock 
Companies  are  formed  for  all  kinds  of 
purposes,  some  for  purposes  to  which  such 
co-operations  are  by  no  means  applicable ; 
and  the  House  will  feel  that  this  rage  for 
speculation  will  hardly  fail  to  extend  itself 
to  the  banking  business  as  well  as  others. 
•  *  ♦  *  In  proportion,  then,  as  we 
allow  the  application  of  the  Joint-stock 
principle  to  sound  and  legitimate  objects, 
we  are  bound  to  see  that,  under  the  colour 
of  Joint-stock  Banks,  the  country  is  not 
imposed  upon  by  a  number  of  bubble 
companies,  representing  no  property,  and 
incapable  of  affording  the  smallest  se- 
curity." He  was,  therefore,  at  a  loss  to 
conceive  how  any  caution  could,  by  possi- 
bility, have  been  given  in  more  direct 
terms.  But  he  must  beg  more  particularly 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
declarations  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex,  on  the  6th  day  of  May  last. 
6n  that  occasion,  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
addressing  the  House,  said — **  On  the 
whole^  I  think  we  ought  to  be  gratified 
with  the  real  state  of  the  industry  and 
commerce  of  the  country.    The  ri^ht  hon. 
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OentlemaD  seems  to  anticipate  some  great 
and  uofortanate  crisis  from  the  extensive 
spirit  of  speculation  which  now  pervades 
the  country.  I  confess  that  I  have  no 
fears  upon  that  score.  As  long  as  the 
Bank  of  England  continues  to  be  conducted 
upon  the  principles  upon  which  it  now  is 
governed,  there  need  be  no  apprehension 
of  a  crisis,  or  of  a  panic/'  There  were 
several  other  topics,  particularly  in  regard 
to  Exchequer  Bills,  to  which  he  wished  to 
advert,  but  at  that  advanced  hour  he  was 
unwilling  longer  to  detain  the  House.  He 
could  not,  however,  sit  down,  without 
deprecating  most  earnestly  the  tone  of  the 
observations  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coventry  (Mr.  Williams),  which  were  at 
once  upjust,  impolitic,  and  capable  of  great 
misrepresentation  out  of  doors.  Compar- 
ing the  engagements  of  the  Bank  with  the 
present  extent  of  bullion,  the  hon.  Member 
drew  the  inference,  that  the  Bank  could 
only  pay  7s.  6d,  in  the  pound.  Such  a 
statement  going  forth  to  the  world,  without 
contradiction,  was  liable  to  great  miscon- 
ception among  the  vulgar.  It  was  quite 
unjust;  it  proceeded  upon  a  mistaken 
view  of  the  case — as  if  bullion  were  the 
only  assets  which  the  Bank  had  to  meet 
the  liabilities.  It  had  been  said  that  every 
one  who  voted  for  the  restricted  inquiry, 
indicated  distrust  of  the  Joint-stock  Banks. 
He,  for  one,  repudiated  that  principle.  If 
he  were  asked,  whether  he  had  confidence 
in  all  Jointrstock  Banks,  undoubtedly  that 
would  be  a  confession  of  faith,  too  un- 
bounded for  him  to  make;  but  he  was 
anxious  to  see  whether  they  required 
amendment,  and  how  it  could  be  best 
applied.  Before  he  sat  down,  he  was 
anxious  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  very  interesting  document  which  he 
held  in  his  band.  It  had  been  published 
to  the  world,  in  the  shape  of  a  commentary 
on  the  report  of  the  Committee  which  sat 
upon  this  subject  last  Session.  It  stated 
in  terms,  that  the  Northern  and  Central 
Bank  of  England  bad  1,200  partners,  whose 
whole  property  was  liable  to  the  debts  of 
the  concern ;  that  the  paid-up  capital 
amounted  to  700,000/.;  that  it  was,  in 
fact,  safer  therefore  than  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land ;  that  its  chief  dealings  being  with  its 
own  partners,  and  their  connexions,  added 
to  the  probability,  that  in  the  event  of  a 
panic,  the  run  would  be,  not  to  take  money 
out,  but  to  put  money  into  it  for  security. 
Such  was  the  description  i»hich  had  been 
given  after  the  publication  of  the  evidence; 


they  were  told,  that  the  only  danger  was 
the  intense  anxiety  on  the  part  of  the 
public  to  rush  to  it  with  deposits  and 
overwhelm  it,  like  Tarpeia  of  old,  with 
bucklers  of  gold.  He  repeated  that,  in 
his  opinion,  there  was  no  necessity  for 
any  inquiry  into  the  concerns  of  the  Bank 
of  England,  an  investigation  having  lately 
taken  place  upon  that  subject.  A  great 
distinction  existed  between  Joint-stock 
and  private  Banks.  In  the  latter  instancci 
individuals  were  using  their  own  capital 
for  their  own  purposes,  without  any  aid  of 
law ;  but  the  former  were  the  mere  offspring 
and  creatures  of  the  law,  and  it  behoved 
Parliament  to  see  that  they  were  properly 
and  judiciously  regulated. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  mo- 
tion : — ^Ayes  121 ;  Noes  42 :  Majority  79. 

List  of  the  ArEi. 
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Clay,  W.  Lennox,  Lord  G. 
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Elley,  Sir  J.  Ossulston,  Lord 

EUice,  right  hon.  E.  Oswald,  J. 

Fector,  J.  M.  Packe,  C.  W, 
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Fergasson,  rt.  hon.  R.    Farrott,  J. 

Fort,  J.  Patiison,  J. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T.  Pease,  J. 

Freshfield,  J.  Peel,  right  hon.  Sir  R. 

Gaskell,  D.  Perceval,  Colonel 
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Power,  J, 
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Reid,  SirJ.iU 
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Rickford,  W, 
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Robinson,  O.  R. 
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Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
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Stewart,  p.  M. 

Strutt,  £. 
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Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
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TELLBRI. 

Steuart,  R. 
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Brotherton,  J. 
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Cookes,  T.  H. 
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Fielden,  J. 
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Hawkes,  T. 
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Hindley,  C. 
Holland,  B. 
Leader,  J-  T. 
Lewis,  D. 
Lister,  B.C. 
Marsland,  H. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
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Williams,  W. 
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TELLERS. 

Hume,  J. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 


Fictitious  Votes  (Ireland).]  Mr. 
Shaw,  in  pursuance  of  the  notice  which  he 
had  given,  rose  to  move  for  the  appoiot- 
nient  of  a  Select  Committee,  to  inquire 
into  the  practice  of  creating  and  register* 
ing  Fictitious  Votes  in  Ireland,  and  in  doing 
so,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemari  said, 
that  he  freely  admitted  that  abuses  b<|d 
prevailed  on  all  sides,  with  referenee  to 
the  creation  of  fictitious  votes.  He  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  enter  into  any 
lengthened  statement  at  that  late  hour 
of  the  night,  seeing  what  had  been  the 
feeling  expressed  by  the  House  on  a  former 
evening. 

Viscount  Morpeth  said,  that  after  what 
appeared  to  have  been  the  senie  of  the 
House  the  other  night,  it  would  be  useless 
on  his  part,  to  ofier  any  opposition  to  the 
appointment  of  thi|  Committee,    The  io«> 


tention,  he  presumed  W94»  \M^\  M^K  pro- 
ceedings should  he  tb^  fame  in  both 
countries.  He  would,  however,  suggest  to 
the  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman,  We  pro- 
priety of  altering  the  words  of  the  mqtioii 
thus:—**  That  ^  Select  Committee  h* 
appointed  to  inquire  how  far  the  objectti 
of  the  Reform  Bill  have  been  defeated  in 
the  registration  of  voters  in  Ireland." 

'Mx.  Henry  Orattan  was  much  astonished 
that  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  not  have  entered,  at  some  length, 
into  the  grounds  upon  which  he  intended 
to  proceed,  as  had  been  done  on  a  former 
similar  occasion  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cockermouth, 

Mr.  Hodgson  Hinde  believed,  that  th^ 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  last  addressed  the 
House  was,  perhaps,  the  only  Member 
who  would  have  expressed  disapjpointment 
at  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  not 
entering  into  a  long  speech,  at  that  \iOUf 
of  the  night. 

Committee  appointed. 

Recorders  iv  Cobpobate  Towifp.] 
Mr.  Wortley  moved  for  leave  to  bring  |n  ^ 
Bill,  providing  that,  in  certain  cases,  jhe 
Recorders  of  any  city  or  borough-tow^ 
shall  be  at  liberty  to  divide  his  court.  The 
hon.  Member  said,  some  measure  was  ne? 
cessary  to  obviate  some  inconveniences  as 
regarded  the  administration  of  justice  undef 
the  late  Municipal  Corporations*  Act.  In 
many  cases,  the  sessions  in  cities  and 
borough-towns,  at  which  ^he  flecorder 
presided,  occupied  so  long  a  time  as  to 
cause  considerable  loss  of  time  to  the 
jurors,  and  additional  expense,  on  account 
of  witnesses.  The  Bill  he  proposed  to 
introduce  would  merely  give  to  the  Re- 
corders of  cities  and  borough-towns,  the 
same  power  which,  under  the  69  Geo,  3rd, 
c.  2.  was  given  to  the  chairman  of  quarter 
sessions,  who,  when  the  sessions  occupied 
more  than  three  days,  were  at  liberty  to 
depute  some  of  their  own  body*  to  sit  in 
another  Court,  and  thus  divide  the  busi* 
ness.  It  would  enable  the  Recorder  of 
any  city  or  boroug[h-town,  in  case  the 
sessions  lasted  a  longer  period  than  three 
days,  to  delegate  a  barrister  of  five  years 
standing,  to  sit  in  a  separate  court  for  the 
dispatch  of  business. 

Leave  given.    Bill  brought  iui  and  rejtd 
a  first  time. 
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llfMtnrBS.3  Bilb.  RMd  •  flxst  time :— Sbvifll*  Court 
ftdtjOM  |MmMk  By  Mvorsl  Hm*  lIWAUEfl*  fton 
wvioui  jliiWj  9»  Um  Akplttioo  off  Gbusck  IUl8i.->By 
Cdaiiel  CoHOLLTj  ftom  Dom^al*  for  Amendment  of  Orani 
Jtixlct  Aet — By  Captain  Duhdas  and  Lord  Wiluak 
Bsafiifos,  fkon  GiMyBw  and  BiMol,  iir  Repeal  of  Ditty 
m  <ot|k~Py  lit-  D4VI9  EooUi  ftom  Mungret  and 
Crecora,  fv  Abolition  of  Tithes— Reform  of  Municipal 
Corpontloni  -adoption  of  Vote  by  BalloC— and  ProTirion 
foe  Um  Mar  of  liatoil  ^-^j  Ifr.  Siuw  h^wwnm,  ftom 
ttiB  Inntojieyt  to  Hanii»  foe  Conaojidationof  Lawa  relating 
to  Innkeepeii.— By  Lord  Yiaoount  Howies,  from  the 
ftale-Payent  Norttraaberiaad,  for  pladng  the  County 
tibeeoAtsol  of  Rate-FaycM. 


CuuACH  (Irbland).]   Sir  G.  iStnclatr 
said,  that  as  there  was  ihea  no  business 
before  the  House,  and  as  the  noble  Secre- 
tary  for   Ireland   was   in    his   place,   he 
thought  this  was  a  fitting  opportunity  to 
ask  what  were  the  intentions  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  with    respect  to  the 
iatroduction  of  an  Irish  Tithe  Bill  ?   whe- 
ther such  a  measure  might  be  looked  for 
before  Easter  ?   and  whether  it  would  be 
then  carried  through  the  House  as  rapidly 
as  the  Municipal  Corporation  Bill,  which 
stood  for  discussion  thai  evening  ?    The 
tithe  question  was  merely  glanced  at  in  a 
cursory  way  in  his  Majesty's  Speech  ;  but 
it  was  one  which,  by  a  large  proportion  of 
the  religious  and  intelligent    classes  of 
Scotland  as  well  as  elsewhere,  was  deemed 
of  paramount  importance,  involving,  as  the 
appropriation  clause  was  considered  to  do, 
the  very  principle  of  an  ecclesiastical  es- 
tablishment.    He  therefore  hoped  that  no 
time  wQuld  be  lost  in  allaying  the  public 
anxiety  on  this  subject,  especially  as  it  was 
the  yery  question  upon  which  his  Majesty's 
Ministers    had    recovered    possession   of 
their  places  on  the  Treasury  bench ;  and 
thiit  the  Bill  would  not  be  timidly,  and 
Bt  |Q9g  intervals,  carried    through   this 
H^use  at  go  late  a  period  of  the  Session, 
Ih^lf  if  rejected  in  another  place,  no  Mem- 
ber who  took  an  interest  in  the  condition 
of  the  Irish  clergy  could  find  time  to  bring 
forwwi  a  less  objeotionable  measure  in  its 
place. 

ViscQonI  Jfofpnth  was  not  aware  whe- 
IhM  it  was  the  iatentioo  of  his  Majesty's 

flneniMBt  lo  hdog  foniaid  the  Irish 


tithe  questioQ  before  Easter.    It  wag  plaiQ 
that  all  Bills  could  not  be  advanced  with 
ef)ual  rapidityj  and  aoroe  must  of  necea* 
gity  have  precedence  of  others* 
S4bject  dropped* 

MUNICIFAI«       COBPOBATIOVS      (IbB« 

land)— L&A¥B.]      Lord   JoJU  RnneU 

Pake  to  the  following  efiect.*  Mr,  Speaker  i 
movej  Sir,  that  so  much  of  the  King's 
Speech  be  read  as  relates  to  the  afiairs  of 
Ireland. 

The  following  passages  were  th^  read  \^ 
the  Clerk  :— 

^'  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^— His  Ma* 
jesty  has  more  especially  commanded  us  Ip 
brlqg  under  your  notice  the  state  of  Ire. 
land,  and  the  wisdom  of  adopting  all  such 
measures  as  may  improve  the  condition  of 
that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  His 
Majesty  reconm^ends  to  your  early  con- 
sideration the  preaent  constitution  of  the 
municipal  corporations  of  that  country,  the 
collection  of  tithes,  and  the  difficult  but 
pressing  question  of  establishing  some  legal 
provision  for  the  poor,  guarded  by  prudeut 
regulations,  and  by  such  precautions 
against  abuse^  as  your  experience  and  know« 
ledge  of  the  sul^eot  enable  you  to  suggest. 
His  Majesty  commits  these  great  interests 
into  your  hands^  in  the  confidence  that  you 
will  be  able  to  frame  laws  in  accordance 
with  the  wishes  of  his  Majesty  and  the 
expectation  of  his  people.  His  Majesty  is 
persuaded  that,  should  this  hope  he  ful- 
filled, you  will  not  only  contribute  to  the 
welfare  of  Ireland,  but  strengthen  the  law 
and  constitution  of  these  realms  by  se- 
curing their  benefits  to  all  classes  of  his 
Majesty *s  subjects." 

Lord  John  Russell  then  said :  Although 
I  feel  no  immediate  apprehension  as  to 
the  result  of  the  motion  which  I  am 
about  to  make  this  eveuing,  yet  the  subject 
which  I  am  to  introduce,  is  of  such  im- 
portance, and  I  am  so  fully  aware  that  the 
political  condition  of  Ireland  is  difficult  to 
treaty  that  I  approach  it  with  very  great 
anxiety.  Unitul  as  we  are  with  that 
country,  and  although  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  people  of  England  are  either  hostile  or 
indifferent  to  the  welfare  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  yet  I  must  confess,  that  so  much 
oMsapprehension  and  misinformation  on  the 
subject  exist;  that  misrepresentatioaB  are 
so  easily  believed,  and  with  so  much  dif«* 
ficulty  dispelled;  false  impressions  are  so 
readily  reeeived,  and  with  so  much  dif< 
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ficulty  effaced ;  and  mis^tatemenU  are  so 
hastily  put  forward  and  laboriously  pro- 
pagatedy  that  I  am  certainly  much  afraid, 
lest  I  should  not  be  able  to  make  others 
enter  into  my  sincere  convictions  upon  this 
subject,  while,  at  the  same  time,  I  am  con- 
fident, that  if  I  were  able  to  state  forcibly, 
as  I  feel  strongly,  the  considerations  which 
I  have  to  present  to  the  House,  they  could 
not  fail  of  meeting  approval  and  concur- 
rence. The  Bill  which  I  propose  this 
night  to  introduce,  requires  no  long  defence 
or  explanation  from  me.  It  is  a  Bill  to 
remedy  the  abuses,  and  to  provide  for  the 
reform  of  the  Irish  corporations.  Those 
abuses  have  not  been  denied.  They  have 
even  been  stated  to  be  greater  and  more 
notorious  than  the  abuses  which  prevailed 
in  the  corporations  of  Scotland  or  England. 
Neither  is  the  remedy  stated  to  be  an  unfit 
or  insufficient  remedy.  On  the  contrary, 
you  have  admitted— Parliament  has  ad- 
mitted— that  the  remedy  which  has  been 
proposed,  is  a  remedy  fit  for  the  occasion, 
fit  to  be  applied  to  the  corporations  of 
Scotland  and    of   England.    The    whole 

Question,  therefore,  lies  in  this-^whether, 
be  abuses  being  notorious,  and  the  remedy 
a  sufficient  remedy,  you  will  apply  to 
Ireland  that  which  you  have  applied  to 
Scotland  and  to  England.  In  fact,  the 
whole  statement  made  in  opposition  to  this 
Bill  is  little  more  than  this :  that  whereas 
Scotland  is  inhabited  by  Scotchmen,  and 
England  by  Englishmen,  yet,  because  Ire- 
land is  inhabited  by  Irishmen  you  will 
refuse  them  the  same  measure  of  relief  that 
you  have  applied  to  Scotland  and  to  Eng- 
land. With  respect  lo-^he  particular  pro- 
visions of  the  BiU  whidi  I  propose  to  intro- 
duce, they  vary  very  little  indeed  ftom 
those  contained  in  the  Bill  which  passed 
this  House  last  year,  and  that  Bill  was 
not  different  in  its  principle  from  the  Bill 
which  passed  the  year  before,  relating  to 
the  English  corporations.  There  were  one 
or  two  points,  as  the  House  knows,  in 
which  the  English  Bill  differed  from  the 
Bill  which  had  been  previously  applied  to 
Scotland,  and  others  in  which  the  Irish 
Bill  differed  from  the  English  BiU.  Om 
of  these  alterations  was  with  regard  to  the 
franchise.  Ireland  not  having  the  same 
description  of  rate.payers  which  we  have 
in  this  country,  the  10/.  and  the  5L  fran- 
chises were  taken,  the  former  for  the  large 
towns  and  the  latter  for  the  small.  Another 
difference  which  was  made  in  the  Bill  of 
last  year,  though  not  when  it  was  ori- 
ginally introdu^,  but  after  it  came  into 


the  House,  was  a  provision  that  the  ap- 
pointment oi  the  sheriffs  in  Ireland  should 
be  in  the  Crown.  Upon  this  subject,  I 
shall  state,  that  it  is  my  opinion  generally, 
that  in  the  appointment  to  offices  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  justice, 
the  Crown  ought  to  have  a  paramount 
authority.  Our  legislation  has  proceeded 
in  this  direction.  By  the  Act  for  Scot, 
land,  the  selection  of  the  magistrates  is  in 
the  town-councils;  by  the  English  Act, the 
magistrates  are  appointed  by  the  Crown. 
It  was  proposed  in  this  Hou^,  that  the 
council  should  have  a  right  of  recommen- 
dation, which,  however,  was  afterwards 
taken  away,  and  the  power  is  now  in  the 
Crown,  although  the  advisers  of  the  Crown 
have  made  it  a  rule  to  take  into  oon« 
sideration  the  recommendations  of  the  town 
councils.  In  the  Irish  Billy  after  it  was 
brought  in,  we  took  anodier  step,  and  we 
proposed,  that  in  those  towns  which  were 
towns  and  counties  in  themselves,  the  right 
of  appointment  of  sheriffs  should  be  in  the 
Crown.  Now,  I  have  somewhat  altered 
this  provision  in  the  present  Bill.  The 
provision  which  I  now  propose  to  introduce, 
is,  that  the  town-council  shall  nominate 
three  persons  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  of 
whom  the  Lord-Lieutenant  may,  refuse 
any  one,  or  reject  all  three ;  that  upon  that 
rejection  the  council  may  propose  three 
others;  the  Lord-Lieutenant  may  choose 
one  of  these,  or  he  may  set  aside  the  second 
three ;  that  is  he  may  set  aside  the  whole 
six,  and  appoint  a  sheriff^  solely  by  his  own 
authority.  I  think  this  right,  because  I 
consider  it  will  tend  to  make  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Ireland  more  satisfac- 
tory, if  there  be  a  recommendation  firom 
the  council ;  but  I  also  think,  that  where 
the  power  of  the  Crown  is  introduced,  and 
is  to  be  exercised  mutually  with  any  other 
power,  it  should  be  the  paramount  power. 
For  instance,  in  the  year  before  last,  I 
strongly  objected  to  the  powers  given  to 
the  revising  barristers,  to  set  out  the  boun- 
daries of  the  wards  in  the  corporate  towns, 
the  King  in  Council  having  a  right  to  dis- 
approve of  their  decision ;  but  not  to  alter 
or  set  it  aside.  I  objected  to  that  provision, 
because  I  thought  it  derogatory  to  the 
dignity  of  the  Crown.  I  have  since  been 
confirmed  in  that  opinion;  the  King  in 
Council,  conceiving  the  divisions  to  be  in 
some  cases  inconvenient,  has  disapproved  of 
them ;  but,  on  being  sent  to  the  revising 
barristers,  what  has  been  the  result  ?  They 
have  taken  no  notice  of  the  disaUowance, 
the  authority  of  the  King  in  Council  htf 
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been  set  at  naught,  and  ihe  decision  of  the 
leviang  banisters  has  been  adhered  to.  I 
tihinky  therefore,  where  the  authority  of  the 
Crown  is  introduced  at  all — and  I  tMnk  it 
should  be  introduced  [in  a  matter  of  this 
importanoe— ^hat  in  the  erent  of  the  town- 
eonneil  not  recommending  any  proper  per- 
son,  the  Lord-Lieutenant  should  have  an 
ultbnate  power  to  appoint  that  person 
whom  he  should  judge  fit*  It  is  not  very 
Iftely  that  this  power  will  oden  be  ex- 
ercised, as  it  is  not  probable  that  six  persous 
recommended  by  the  council  will  be  rejected, 
unless  from  some  particular  circumstance, 
there  should  be  an  obvious  unfitness  in  all 
those  nominated  for  the  appointment,  and 
in  that  case,  I  entertain  no  d«ubt  that  the 
power  vested  in  the  Lord-lieutenant  will 
be  properly  exercised.  These  are  the  main 
alterations  in  the  Bill  I  now  propose  to 
introduce,  from  the  Bill  of  last  year.  They 
are  not  of  great  importance ;  they  are  such 
alterations  as  might  be  expected  to  take 
place,  when  we  have  to  adapt  a  Bill  to 
another  part  of  the  empire,  after  we  have 
had  Uie  experience  of  the  working  of  an 
Act  havine  the  same  object,  which  has  been 
already  cafied  into  operation,  and  I  do  not 
expect  that  the  BiU  will  meet  with  any 
opposition  in  this  stage,  nor  shall  I  enter 
further  into  its  provisions.  But  there  are 
considerations  connected  with  this  subject, 
to  which  I  think  it  neoeisary  now  to  pro- 
ceed,and  upon  which  Parliament  will  have 
ultimately  to  decide.  We  propose  this 
Bin  as  a  remedy  for  a  civil  grievance, 
suffered  by  the  people  of  Ireland  with 
respect  to  corporations ;  which  in  point  of 
principle  meets  no  objection,  and  which  is 
only  opposed,  because,  as  I  have  stated 
before,  in  spite  of  the  Act  of  Union,  and  in 
spite  ci  the  Act  of  Emancipation,  Irishmen 
and  Roman  Catholics  are  still  to  be  treated 
upon  a  diffisrent  footing  from  their  fellow 
auhjects  in  the  two  other  portiotitof  the 
nnpire.  I  feel  it  necessary  upoH  this 
occasion»  especially  afUr  some  statoknents 
that  have  been  made,  and  some  resolutions 
that  have  been  recently  entered  into  at  a 
certain  meeting  in  Ireland,  to  state  the 
ffrounds  on  which  the  Government  of  Ire- 
knd  has  proceeded  as  an  executive,  and  the 
grounds  on  which  we  have  proceeded  in 
xecommending  to  the  Legislature  to  act  in 
oonformity  with  the  proceedings  of  that 
executive  authority.  I  think  it  right  also 
to  state,  that  I  oonnder  this  is  a  vital  ques- 
tion to  the  present  Administration..  I  am 
foUy  sensiUe  of  the  evil  of  bringing 
finnirnd  UUs   year  after   year,  and  su^ 


fering  them  to  be  defeated  and  lost» 
without  taking  any  further  step  upon 
the  subject.  His  Majesty's  Government 
consider  it  right,  that  Parliament  and 
the  country  should  have  full  time  to  consider 
the  mode  in  which  Government  has  been 
carried  on  in  Ireland,  and  to  consider  the 
measure  and  propositions  that  we  have  to 
make  ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  we  could 
permanently  eo  on,  or  that  we  could  be 
fairly  entiUea  to  ask  for  the  confidence  of 
this  House,  which  hitherto  has  never  been 
withheld  from  us,  if  we,  continuing  an 
Administration,  suffered  principles  to  be 
applied,  with  regard  to  the  Government  of 
Ireland,  against  which  we  decidedly  and 
positivdy  protest.  It  seems  to  me  that 
there  can  be  no  question  more  simple,  that 
there  can  be  no  qaestion  more  direct  to 
brine  this  argument  of  English  policy  to* 
warb  Ireland  to  the  test,  than  the  Bill 
which  I  shall  this  night  propose.  It  is  a 
question  not  properly  interfering  with  any 
religious  prejudice,  not  capable  of  heing 
twirted  or  involved  by  a  curious  display  in 
figures.  It  is  a  plain  question  of  justice, 
iinnether  the  Irish  people  are  fit  to  enjoy 
those  rights  which  you  have  declared  are 
conformable  to  the  constitution  of  this 
country,  or  whether  you  will  proscribe 
them  as  unfit  to  enjoy  the  same  rights  as 
Englishmen,  and  proclaim  them  to  be  an 
inferior  race  of  b^gs.  Now,  before  I  enter 
into  the  question  of  what  the  executive  of 
Ireland  has  done,  and  the  nature  of  the 
proposition  that  we  now  make,  as  bearinff 
upon  the  conduct  of  that  executive.  I  wiu 
take  leave  to  quote  the  principle  of  our 
conduct  from  the  recorded  words  of  a  veiy 
great  man.  I  must  say,  that  whenever  I 
have  to  look  for  a  great  authority  noon  the 
constitution — whenever  I  wish  to  look  for 
enlarged  principles  with  respect  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Government  of  this 
country  should  be  carried  on — I  do  not 
refer  to  the  theories  of  Locke,  or  to  the  legal 
statements  of  Blackstone ;  but  I  refer, 
whenever  I  can,  to  the  authority,  thepreoepts, 
and  the  maxims  of  Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  Fox  stated 
in  a  very  eloquent  speech  which  he  delivered 
in  1797,  the  principles  upon  which  he 
eonceived  the  Grovemment  of  Ireland  should 
be  conducted.  He  stated  in  his  usual  frank, 
it  might  be  said  incautious,  manner,  that 
he  conceived  that  concession  should  be 
made  to  ihe  people  of  Ireland ;— he  said, 
if  he  found  he  haid  not  conceded  enough  .he 
would  concede  more  ;•— he  said  that  he 
thought  the  odLy  way  of  govemingf.  Ireland, 
was  to  please  the  people  of  Iieltmd— that 
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he  knew  ne  beltiHr  eouxoe  of  strength  to 
ibis   couQdjrrrand   he    declared   in   one 

fsqiepce,  whidi  I  will  read  to  the  House, 
is  wiifi  vi^H  respect  to  the  Oovemment 
of  Ireland  "  My  wish  is"  (said  Mr.  Fox) 
''that  the  whole  peqple  of  Ireland  should 
}iave  tha  same  principlesx  the  same  system^ 
the  same  operation  of  Oovemment ;  and| 
tihough  it  may  he  a  suhordinate  consideration 
that  all  classes  should  have  an  equal  chance 
of  emolument ;  in  other  words^  I  would 
have  the  whole  Irish  Government  regulated 
hj  Irish  notions  and  Irish  prejudices  ;  and 
I  firmly  helieve^  according  to  another  Irish 
expression,  the  more  she  is  under  the  Irish 
Government,  the  more  will  she  he  hound 
to  English  interests."  So  deeply  did  Mr. 
Fo^  feel  the  iiyustice  of  treating  one  class 
pf  the  people  of  this  country  different  from 
another,  that  when  in  1805,  towards  the 
end  of  his  life,  he  undertook  to  hring 
forwu*d  in  this  House  the  question  of 
Cathcdic  Emancipation,  and  when  he  was 
told  by  Mr.  Sheridan,  that  a  person  of  very 
high  station,  his  late  Majesty  George  the  4th, 
was  anxious  that  that  question  should  he 
postponed,  he  answered  at  once,  not  only 
that  he  was  determined  to  hring  forward 
the  question,  but  that  he  had  already  fixed 
the  day  ;  the  words  of  his  letter  show  his 
earnestness  upon  this  question,  ''I  did  on 
iThursdav  consent  to  be  the  presenter  of 
Uie  Catholic  petition.  Now,  therefore^ 
any  discussion  on  this  part  of  the  suhjeci 
would  be  too  late ;  but  I  will  fairly  own 
that  if  it  were  not  I  could  not  be  dissuaded 
Irom  doing  the  public  act  which,  of  all 
others,  it  will  give  me  the  greatest  satis- 
faction and  pride  to  perform.  No  past 
event  in  my  political  life  ever  did,  and  no 
future  one  ever  can,  give  me  such  pleasure." 
'tbU  was  the  way  in  which  Mr.  Fo:^ 
answered  when  he  was  entreated  to  post- 
pone bringing  forward  the  question  of 
Catholic  Emancipation ;  and,  by  the  former 
extract  which  I  have  read,  I  think  you  will 
see  that  he  intended,  not  that  it  should  bean 
Act  placed  on  the  statute  book  and  left 

there  inouerative,  but  that  it  should  be  a 
iving  Ac!  of  Parliament — that  it  should  be 
the  rule  and  guide  for  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  oi  this  country— that  it  shoul^ 
be  really  an  union  of  equality  between  the 
(wo  cpuntries,  so  that  by  that  means,  as  he 
said,  you  might  bind  the  people  of  Ireland 
firmly  and  for  ever  to  Enelish  interests. 
Now,  Sir,  I  maintain  that  £ord  Mulsrave 
hal  acted  upon  these  principles  laid  down 
by  Mr.  Fox.     He  has  endeavoured  to  do 

\u%i  whiel^  (  mnit  tof^  bm  not  b^n  fully 


dona  befcvs!,  in  all  the  detaib  of  oflicial  and 
legal  business,  which  is  still  not  done  in 
our  legislation,  to  carry  into  every  past  cf 
the  Ixim  Government  the  spirit  of  impartial 
justice.    When  I  say  it  has  not  baen  done 
before,  much  as  I  admire  the  character  of 
tford  Mulsrave,  I  am  not  going  to  pl^oe 
him,  nor  pbce  those  who  sit  here»  above  any 
Governor  or  above  any  Ministers  who  have 
governed  Ireland  before,  but  I  will  say, 
tuat  while  Lord  Mulgrave  has  governed 
Ireland  with  the  most  upright,  with  the 
most  impartial  f  and  with  tne  most  gene^ou9 
intentions,  he  has  had  this  advantage  that 
his  Government  has  been   one  and  united. 
He  has  had  the  advantage  of  having  a 
Chief  Secretary,  an  Attorney,  and  Solicitor 
General,  all  acting  in  complete  accordance 
with  himself;  ana  I  will  venture  to  say, 
that  although  the  office  of  Attomej«Qenenu 
has  been  placed  in    the  hands  of  three 
different  persons  since  Lord  Mulgrave  has 
assumed  the  Government  of  Ireland,   if 
Lord  Haddington  had  at  any  time  succeeded 
him  at  the  Castle,  not  one  of  those  Gentle- 
men would  have  remained  to  Act  under  a 
Tory  Government.    This,  Sir,  is  a  question 
of  considerable  importance,  because  there  is 
so  much  in  the  Government  of  Ireland  which 
depends  upon  the  detail  that  is  to  be  carried 
on  in  the  difi*erent  offices  of  Government, 
that  any   Lord-Lieutenant,  with  the  best 
and  fairest  possible  intentions,  may  not  be 
aware  of  what  the  precise  evil  is,  and  what 
is    the    actual  remedy  that  ought  to  be 
applied   to  it.     I  will  illustrate  this  with 
reference  to  the  conduct  which  was  pursued 
by  the  present  Master  of  the  Rolls,  when 
Attorney.General  for  Ireland.     He  found 
it  was  then  the  case,  that  when  juries  were 
appointed,  it  was  the  custom  to  put  aside 
men,  not  because  they  had  a  particular 
prejudice  in  the  case  to  be  tried,  not  because 
they  were  known  to  be  connected  with,  or 
favourable  to  the  accused  person,  but  because 
they  were  persons  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion,  or,  being  Protestants,  were  persons 
of  liberal  political  opinions.     But  of  that 
practice  Mr.  O'Loghlen  entirely  disapproved, 
and  he  completely  altered  it.  I  have  a  letter 
here  in  wnich  he  states    the  satisfaction 
which  it  gave  him  that  it  had  been  found 
that  in  consequence  of  that    change  no 
fewer  convictions  had  been  obtained,  and 
that  a  general  impression  of  the  adminiitra* 
tion  of  unpartial justice  had  begun  to  prevail 
throughout  the  country.     I  think  this  is  a 
question  of  the  very  greatest   importance 
because  when  we  consi&r  the  want  of  eonfi* 
denoe  that  baa  esdated,  I  will  not  ^a^  fof 
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jpuh  I  niigfat  my  ibr  centuries  in  tit  «d- 1 
ministraUoii  of  lu^tioe  in  Irdmidj  one  can- 1 
Hd  tbink  that  when  men  tttended  the  courts 
cf  justice,  and  saw  persons  of  respectable 
character  set  aside  only  on  account  of  their 
religion  or  their  opinions  in  politics,  it  was 
patund  for  them  to  infer  that  thej  would 
not  ha  justlj  treated,  and  that  the  verdict 
would  not  he  the  yerdict  of  twelve  honest 
men,  hut  the  verdict  of  twelve  selected  paiy 
tisans.  Mn  CLoghlen,  therefore,  did  a 
very  great  service  to  the  administration  of 
justice  by  the  rule  which  he  laid  down,  that 
Buch  practice  was  not  to  he  persevered  in, 
Itnd  that  it  was  only  on  account  of  the  per- 
son being  connected  with  the  case  to  be 
tfied,  or  mupg  in  some  way  prejudiced  with 
respect  to  its  that  th  right  of  the  Crowh 
should  be  exercised.  There  was  another 
innovAtion  introduced  by  Mr.  O'Loghlen, 
which  was  of  the  greatest  importance  as  af- 
fecting the  police  of  the  country.  Every 
one  has  heard  of  the  faction  fights  that  have 

}»revailed  in  Ireland^  of  the  blood  spilt  at 
airs,  and  the  fierce  and  desperate  battles 
whidi  took  place  between  one  faction  and 
the  other.  It  is  represented,  and  I  believe 
with  truth,  that  there  was  a  great  indifier- 
ence  with  respect  to  the  prosecution  of 
those  offences.  There  were  magistrates 
who,  acting  upon  the  old  and  detestable 
maxim  of  divide  ei  impera,  thought  it  was 
better  to  allow  the  people  to  assuage  their 
bloody  dispositions  upon  those  occasions, 
than  to  put  a  stop  to  them  and  use  the 

rwer  of  the  law  for  their  prevention.  Sir, 
must  say  that,  in  my  view,  nothing  is 
more  mistaken.  There  is  nothing  more 
dreadful — setting  aside  the  iniquity  of  it — 
than  to  allow  these  bloody  and  murderous 
deeds  to  go  on.  But  there  is  also  nothing 
more  likmy  to  lead  to  the  subversion  of  mo- 
rality in  that  country,  than  to  foster  habits 
which  encourage  the  effusion  of  blood.  It 
was  an  observation  made  by  Machiavel  in 
tbe  history  of  the  Florentine  Republic, 
with  suspect  to  the  attempted  assassination 
of  Lorenzo  de  Medid,  that  the  assassination 
failed  because  the  person  who  was  appoint- 
ed to  do  the  work  was  a  priest,  who  had 
not  been  used  to  scenes  of  that  kind,  instead 
of  a  soldier,  one  of  the  persons  in  the  con- 
^racy,  ana  who  for  another  reason  was  not 
employed  to  commit  the  assassination.  There 
i%  no  doubt,  a  great  deal  of  truth  in  such 
^  remark.  I^en  men  are  accustomed^ 
without  much  provocation,  and  in  the  pro- 
•ecutipn  of  some  hereditary  feud,  to  attack 
Que  another  murderously,  and  to  assist  con- 
^m^  m  the  shedding  of  Uood,  they  are 


muclt  more  likely,  when  tb^  have  a  vmm 
whom  thcj  consider  their  enenur  before 
them,  against  whom  the^  have  some  spite, 
or  from  whom  they  tbmk  they  have  sur* 
fered  some  oppression,  to  commit  homicide 
and  murder,  than  men  in  ^honi  those  ha- 
bits have  been  subdued  by  the  timely  intesw 
ference  of  the  law.  It  wa«j  therefore,  Mr. 
O'LoflhIen's  care  to  recommend  and  to  di. 
rect  that  there  should  be  a  solicitor  epi- 
ployed  at  every  quarter  session^  and  wbo 
should  send  to  him  an  account  of  all  tha 
cases  of  this  kind,  and  institute  a  pni|BGu« 
tion  by  the  Crown  in  all  those  in  which  he 
thought  it  lively  to  obtain  a  conviction* 
The  effect  of  that  proceeding  has,  I  believe^ 
been  most  beneficial.  It  has  been  seen  Ifj 
the  people  that  crimes  of  this  kind  are  not 
suffered  to  pass  with  impunity,  and  there  \$ 
some  hope  that  the  inveterate  habits  of  the 
people  will  be  subdued.  Another  measure 
to  which  I  will  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House,  though  it  was  taken,  not  by  Mx; 
O'Lo^^len,  but  by  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land, after  an  Act  had  passed  the  Legisla* 
ture,  was  to  establish  uniformity  of  cnrstem 
in  the  police  force.  That  force  u,  no 
doubt,  a  very  useful  one,  but  it  had  come 
to  be  considered  as  a  force  not  acting  solely 
in  behalf  of  the  law  and  of  order,  but  as 
connected  rather  with  one  party  than  with 
the  other.  It  has  been  the  anxious  care  of 
the  Irish  Government,  and  I  am  sure  they 
will  be  seconded  in  it  by  the  gallant  per- 
son who  is  now  at  the  head  m  the  police 
force,  to  endeavour  to  make  that  force  such 
as  wUl  both  strictly  and  fairly  enforce  the 
observance  of  the  law,  while  at  the  same 
time  it  shall  be  a  force  in  which  the  people 
in  general  shall  have  full  confidence.  Ix^ 
addition  to  this,  it  has  been  Lord  MuU 
grave's  care  on  every  occasion  to  tell  the 
people  it  was  their  duty  to  refrain  from 
those  crimes  of  outrage  and  disturbance 
which  have  hitherto  afflicted  the  country  ; 
and  I  am  happy  in  being  able  to  say,  that 
such  advice  has  not  been  without  useful  and 
beneficial  effect ;  so  much  sq,  that  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  societies  I^ave  beeti 
established,  and  more  especially  in  thosfi 
districts  where  these  crimes  most  exten* 
sively  prevailed,  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 
ing these  outrages  and  disturbances,  and  for 
securing  the  peace  of  the  country  and  the 
observance  or  the  law ;  and  I  am  mosi 
happy  to  say,  that  those  lessons  have  not 
been  without  their  use  towards  obtaining  % 
better  observance  of  the  lawj  and  the  esta« 
blishment  of  greater  tranquillity.  I  will 
mm  proceed  to  atate  to  tbe  House  sgme  of 
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the  results  with  respect  to  the  amount  and 
state  of  crime.  I  know  that  it  has  been 
stated  that  crime  has  not  in  fact  diminished ; 
but  I  conceive  that  it  is  necessary  we  should, 
in  the  face  of  the  evidence  we  possess  on 
the  subject,  have  a  little  better  ground  for 
the  assertion,  than  merely  the  fact  that 
from  time  to  time  a  crime  of  great  horror 
'and  atrocity  has  been  committed  in  the 
country.  If  we  were  to  rely  upon  such  a 
statement  for  the  inference  I  have  referred 
to,  I  could  furnish  instances  in  the  counties 
df  Middlesex,  Surrey,  and  of  Hertford,  of 
the  commission  of  dreadful  crime,  and  yet 
it  cannot  be  denied  that  they  occurred 
amongst  a  people  to  whom  such  crimes  are 
of  rare  occurrence.  I  will  now  proceed  to 
state  the  testimony  of  some  of  the  judges, 
given  at  the  last  summer  assii^es,  as  to  the 
state  of  crime  in  Ireland : — ^The  first  case  is 
that  of  Kilkenny.  Its  condition,  under  the 
dispensation  of  Lord  Mulgrave,  we  may 
learn  from  the  mouth  of  Baron  Pennefather 
— -he  addressed  the  Grand  Jury  briefly, 
and  said,  there  was  '*  no  offence  in  the  ca- 
lendar requiring  particulat  observation  £rom 
him."  Chief  Justice  Doherty  used  similar 
lanffuage  to  the  Grrand  Jury  of  the  city — 
"  He  had  nothing  more  to  say,  than  to  con- 

Satulate  them  upon  the  state  of  the  calen. 
r,  which  contained  only  four,  he  might 
rather  say  three  and  a  half,  cases  for  triu.'* 
Baron  Pennefather  again,  in  Wexford,  gave 
this  testimony : — *'  If  the  calendar  faith- 
fully represented  the  state  of  the  county,  it 
afibrded  him  matter  of  congratulation,  for 
it  was  really  surprising  to  see  a  county  of 
such  extent  so  free  from  crime.'*  Judge 
Johnson,  at  the  assizes  of  Kildare,  said, — 
"  The  light  state  of  your  calendar  scarcely 
requires  an  observation  from  me,  with  the 
exception  of  one  or  two  cases,  which  parti- 
cularly call  for  attention  and  accuracy  in  the 
investigation.'*  At  Maryborough  assizes 
(Queen's  County),  the  same  judge  observed 
^^'*  He  had  cast  his  eye  over  the  calendar, 
and  had  to  congratulate  them  on  its  exceed- 
itif  Hghtness.''  Judge  Burton  said,  at 
Shgo,— "He  congratulated  the  Grand 
Jury  on  the  tranquil  state  of  the  county,  as 
shown  by  the  lightness  of  the  calendar.  In 
amonnt,  the  offences  were  not  more  than 
might  have  been  reasonably  expected  in  a 
county  of  such  extent ;  and  with  respect  to 
quality,  he  was  glad  to  find  there  was  not 
a  single  case  of  murder."  Baron  Foster, 
in  Clare,  observed, — "  I  am  happy  to  con- 
gratulate you  upon  the  mat  diminution  of 
crime  which  has  taken  place  in  this  county, 
cxn^aved  with  fimner  periods.     The  total 


number  on  the  calendar  is  thirty-seven.  The 
number  is  inconsiderable;  and  though  there 
are  crimes  of  some  enormity  on  it,  still  not 
one  appears  to  partake  of  an  insurrectionary 
character.  There  are  some  cases  of  homi- 
cide; the  other  crimes  are  incidental  to 
every  state  of  society."  The  same  Judge 
said  to  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  city  of  Lime- 
rick— **  I  am  happy  to  inform  you,  the 
calendar  is  exceedingly  light.  The  crimes 
for  trial  are  only  of  such  a  nature  as  may 
be  found  in  every,  even  the  best  regulated 
stages  of  society,  and  particularly  amid  the 
population  of  a  densely-inhabited  city.'* 
Judge  Perrin  congratulated  the  Grand  Jury 
of  the  county  of  Limerick — ^"  on  the  re- 
duced state  of  the  calendar,  which  was  evi- 
dence of  the  peaceable  state  of  their  county. 
There  was  no  case  on  the  calendar  demand- 
ing particular  remark  from  him."  Baron 
Sir  W.  Smith  to  the  Grand  Jury  of  the 
county  of  Carlow — **  As  for  the  part  of  the 
calendar  with  which  you  will  have  to  deal, 
it  cannot  be  called  numerous,  and  I  hope 
will  not  prove  heavy.  On  the  contrary,  I 
congratulate  you  on  the  prospect  of  its  be- 
ing light."  At  Louth  assizes,  the  Chief 
Baron  said — "  It  gave  him  ^eat  satisfac- 
tion to  observe,  that  the  calendar  was  so 
very  small  when  compared  with  former 
years,  the  number  of  indictments  being  but 
twenty-three ;  and,  with  the  exception  of 
two  of  these,  the  crimes  were  not  of  that 
lawless  character  which  tended  to  the  dis- 
turbance of  the  peace  of  the  county."  At 
the  Down  assises.  Chief  Justice  Bushe-* 
*'  congratulated  the  Grand  Jury  on  the  ex- 
treme lightness  of  the  calendar;  which 
presented  a  subject  of  lively  congratulation 
to  all  lovers  of  peace  and  good  order."  I 
consider  this  to  be  testimony  which  cannot 
be  contradicted-  It  is  taken  from  public 
documents ;  it  is  furnished  by  the  several 
Judges  in  their  charges  to  the  various 
Grand  Juries  in  the  counties  in  which  they 
judicially  presided,  and  which  bodies  they 
had  to  fliddress  relative  to  the  state  of  crime 
in  the  country.  Will  any  one,  then,  pre- 
sume to  tell  me,  that  the  country  is  in  a 
singular  state  of  disturbance,  and  that  Lord 
Mulgrave  has  connived  at,  and  concealed 
the  state  of  crime,  with  such  evidence  be- 
fore me  of  the  lightness  of  the  calendars. 
I  have  said  nothing  as  to  any  political  bias 
that  there  may  be  supposed  to  exist  on  the 
part  of  the  Judges,  and  I  do  not  suppose 
that  they  have  any  to  any  great  extent ;  but 
I  rely  upon  their  doins  tueir  duty  to  the 
country  impartiaUy,  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
if  the  facts  were  otherwise  than  I  find  them 
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deficribed,  that  they  would  not  have  been 
thus  mentioned.  In  addition  to  this  evidence^ 
I  have  also  got  returns  which  have  lately 
been  made  out  as  to  the  state  of  crime.  The 
return  which  I  hold  in  my  handy  is  one 
which  has  been  completed  during  the  last 
few  days,  with  as  much  accuracy  as  possible. 
At  the  same  time  it  is  right  for  me  to  say, 
that  there  is  some  difierence  between  tlus 
and  former  returns,  a  new  manner  of  clas- 
sifying and  defining  crimes  haying  been 
adopted  since  the  Police  Act  of  last  year 
came  into  operation.  On  this  ground  it  is 
a  somewhat  difficult  matter  to  make  a  com- 
parison with  former  years.  Some  crimes, 
nowever,  are  of  such  a  nature,  that  they 
show  very  evidentiy  what  is  the  state  of  the 
country.  I  believe  that  the  totals  of  these 
returns  may  be  depended  on;  and  above 
all,  in  crimes  of  a  more  serious  nature,  and 
certidnly  with  respect  to  those  of  an  insur- 
rectionary character.  The  total  of  the  prin- 
cipal classes  of  outrages  for  the  last  three 
months  of  183S  was  3,365  j  but  this,  I  must 
remind  the  House,  was  the  year  before  the 
Coercion  Act  was  brought  forward,  when 
there  was,  undoubtedly,  a  great  increase  of 
crime.  The  average  of  totals  for  the  last 
three  months  of  the  years  1833,  1834,  and 

1835,  was  2,377i  while  the  totals  for  the 
last  three  months  of  183G  amounted  only  to 
1,401.  With  respect  to  the  whole  year, 
the  totals  of  principal  classes  of  outrage 
were— for  1832,  11,259;  for  1833,  1834, 
and  1835,  on  the  average,  9^919;  and  for 

1836,  7«827f  being  a  diminution  of  2,092 
from  the  average  of  the  three  preceding 
years.  Again,  from  October  1 832,  to  March 
1833,  the  totals  of  principal  classes  of  out- 
rage were  6,894 ;  from  July  to  December, 
1836,  they  were  3,008,  being  a  decrease  of 
S,886  in  the  amount  of  crime  committed 
within  six  months  at  those  two  different 
periods.  I  will  now  proceed  to  take  three 
or  four  classes  of  crimes  of  ereat  atrocity, 
which  are  generally  connected  with  outrage 
and  violence.  In  the  three  last  months  of 
1832  the  number  of  burnings  was  136*- 
the  average  of  the  three  last  months  of 
1833,  1834,  and  1835,  was  124^the  num- 
ber of  burnings  in  the  three  last  months  of 
1836  was  fifty-seven.  In  the  three  last 
months  of  1832,  the  number  of  burglaries 
was  142;  the  average  of  1833,  1834,  and 
1835,  was  sixty-one;  of  1836,  forty.  In 
the  three  last  montiis  of  1832,  the  number 
of  attacks  on  and  firing  into  houses  was 
553  ;  the  average  of  1833,  1834,  and  1835 
was  226 ;  whilst  the  number  in  1856,  was 
nzt^-eight.    la  the  three  last  months  of 


1832,  the  number  of  demands  for,  or  rob* 
beries  of  arms,  was  288;  the  average  of 
1833, 1834,  and  1855,  was  azty,  whilst  the 
number  in  1836  was  thirty.  I  will  next 
give  the  amount  of  these  different  dassesof 
outrage  for  the  whole  year.  In  1832,  th« 
number  of  burnings  vnis  671 ;  the  average 
number  for  1855, 1854,  and  1855  was  535; 
while  the  number  for  1856  was  565.  In 
1852,  the  number  of  burglaries  was  464; 
the  average  for  the  three  years  1855, 1854|, 
and  1855  was  454;  while  the  number  of 
1856  was  195.  In  1852,  the  number  of 
attacks  on,  and  firing  into  houses,  was 
2,125:  the  average  of  the  three  years  1855, 
1854,  and  1855  was  1,602;  while  the 
number  for  1856  was  518.  In  1852,  the 
number  of  robberies  of  arms  was  673. 
The  average  of  the  three  years  1855, 1854, 
and  1855,  was  269>  while  the  number  for 
1856  was  147.  I  have  many  otiier  returns 
of  a  similar  nature,  and,  more  espedalij^ 
returns  showing  the  state  of  crime  in  the 
counties  of  Kilkenny  and  Tipperary.  And 
here  it  is  proper  for  me  to  observe,  that  the 
restored  peace  of  the  latter  county  is  mate- 
rially owing  to  the  excellent  conduct  of  a 
most  exemplary  magistrate,  namely,  Mr. 
Howley.  with  reference  to  several  species 
of  crime  in  this  county,  including  riots  and 
assaults,  the  number  of  persons  indicted  in 
1855  was  79^9  cii^>  by  returns  made  up  to 
January  1857>  I  find  the  number  indicted 
for  the  same  offences  in  1856,  was  544. 
I  am  happy  in  being  aUe  to  make  a  states 
ment  of  this  kind,  because  it  goes  far  to 
prove  what  is  the  result  of  a  fair  and  im- 
partial administration  of  the  laws,  and  the 
government  of  the  country.  I  now  proceed 
to  another  subject,  on  which  I  do  not  intend 
to  dwell  at  any  length.  It  is  a  subject  that 
was  brought  before  the  House  last  year, 
and  which  occupied  much  of  our  attention-— 
I  mean  the  subject  of  Orange  associations 
in  Ireland.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House,  that  it  was  agreed  to  generally 
by  hon.  Members,  that  those  secret  societiea, 
composed  exclusively  of  persons  of  one  reli- 
gion, and  holding  and  having  secret  signs 
and  symbols,  should  not  longer  be  allowed 
to  exist*  It  will  also  be  remembered,  that 
the  members  of  the  Orange  society  in  this 
House  declared,  at  once  and  unanimously, 
and  I  sincerely  believe,  that  they  have 
faithfully  performed  the  promise  they 
then  made,  that  they  would  abstain  from 
attending,  and  would  cease  to  belong 
to  them.  I  consider  myself  bound  to  ob- 
serve, that  the  conduct  they  pursued  did 
them  the  highest  honottn    They  felt  what 
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was  due  to  tKe  fedings  of  the  ItoMte,  and 
knew  what  courie  was  proper  to  be  pursued 
when  the  opinion  of  the  Crown  became 
loDOwn*  and  therefore  yielded  at  once>  and 
»batained  from  belonging  any  longer  to 
these  flodeties.  The^  took  away  one  of  the 
diief  supports  to  this  society  by  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  then  acted :  they  took 
away  from  the  inferior  members  of  these 
Orange  societiesy  whom  they  were  in  the 
habit  of  meeting,  the  powers  of  their  influ- 
ence;  they  withdrew^  in  a  manner*  the 
belief  from  the  inferior  members  of  these 
societies  that  they  would  be  protected  ^  in 
their  illegal  acts  by  persons  of  high  station 
and  influence^  and  were  authorised  to  join  in 
processions  and  other  breaches  of  the  law. 
The  Loid-Lieutenant  of  Ireland^  upon  re- 
odiving  the  address  of  the  House*  and  the 
answer  of  his  M^yesty  thereto,  immediately 
issued  a  proclamation,  and  ordered  a  circu- 
lar letter  to  be  written  to  the  crown  soli- 
citors at  the  different  assizes*  directing  that 
there  should,  at  the  ensuing  assises,  be  no 
IHTosecutions  for  persons  who  had  joined  in 
Orange  processions;  the  consequence  of 
which  was,  that  many  persons  who  would 
otherwise  have  been  prosecuted  were  dis* 
charged.  Although  the  parsons  holding 
superior  stations,  and  having  hi^h  authority 
in  the  Oranee  lodges  did  theur  duty^  and 
although  the  Lwd-Lieutenant  declared 
that  he  was  willing  to  forget  the  past,  it 
does  not  appear  that  the  mass  of  the  per- 
sons composing  the  Oranee  associations  re- 
frained from  these  processions :  on  the  con- 
trary, I  am  informed,  that  on  the  12th  of 
JulVf  preparations  for  processions  were 
maae  much  more  extensively,  and  on  a  lar* 

f:er  scale,  than  had  ever  been  known  before, 
n  consequence  of  communications  having 
been  made  to  him  on  this  sulgect,  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  acted  promptly:  he  issued 
orders  to  the  magistrates  of  the  districts 
where  these  processions  were  expected  to 
take  place,  in  order  to  put  them  down  at 
every  point;  he  then  ordered  prosecutions 
to  be  instituted  against  the  leaders  of  these 
proceedings;  the  consequence  was,  that 
sixty-eight  perscms  were  convicted  for  bav- 
ins joined  these  processions,  and  428  were 
oraered  to  take  their  trials.  The  Lord- 
Lieutenant  thought  it  necessary,  especially 
after  the  indulgence  be  had  shown  to  those 
who  had  formerly  taken  part  in  them,  to 
show  a  determination  to  put  down  these 
illegal  processions.  No  one,  I  think,  can 
censure  the  conduct  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
on  this  point,  or  say,  that,  in  the  course  he 
pursued,  he  did  not  act  rightly.    The  re*  ] 


suit,  I  think,  shows,  that  the  steps  takett 
will  be  effectual,  fer  no  attempt  has  beea 
made  to  form  such  processions  since  thM 
steps  were  taken  by  the  Government  tb 
suppress  them.  I  ttust,  therefore,  that  th^ 
suppression  of  the  illegal  societies  to  which 
I  allude  may  be  fairly  placed  among  the 
benefits  resulting  from  the  existing  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland,  and  that  those  secret  ai- 
sociations,  which  have  been  found,  by  evi- 
dence before  the  House»  to  be  of  such  an 
unconstitutional  character,  and  to  be  so  in- 
jurious to  the  peace  of  the  empire,  and 
which  are  capable  of  being  perverted  to 
such  mischievous  purposes,  will  be  efl^t* 
ually  put  down  and  edtogether  suppressed. 
There  is  another  point,  with  respect  to  the 
distribution  of  pattonage,  regarding  which 
much  obsetvation  has  been  made.  The 
House  will  observe,  that  in  the  Opinion  of 
Mr.  Fox,  which  I  have  ali'eady  onoted, 
one  of  the  objects  which  he  wished  to 
see  effected  in  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land was,  that  there  should  be  a  fair 
distribution  of  emoluments  amons  all  classes 
of  her  people.  That  this  took  j^aoe  before 
the  arrival  of  Lord  Mulgrave  in  Ireland, 
can  hardly  be  asserted.  I  hold  in  my  hana 
the  list  dT  the  stipendiary  magistrates  ap- 
pointed by  former  Governments  previous 
to  Lord  Mulgrave's  arrival  in  ISSB,  which 
specifies  the  religion  of  each ;  and  idthough 
the  number  of  such  appointments  is  cona- 
derable,  yet  I  find  the  name  of  only  one 
person  professing  the  Roman  Catholio  re- 
ligion. I  have  also  a  list  of  the  stipendiaijr 
magistrates  appointed  since  Lord  Mulgrave 
assumed  the  government  of  Ireland,  and  it 
appears  that  out  of  the  fifteen  appointments 
that  have  taken  place,  six  have  been  con- 
ferred upon  Roman  Catholics,  and  nine 
upon  Protestants ,  no  very  unfidr  distribu- 
tion, and  certainly  showing  no  wbh  to 
fromote  Roman  Catholics  in  preference  to 
^  ^rotestants,  but  showing  that  which  I  think 
it  right  to  show,  that  a  man  because  he  is 
a  Roman  Catholic  is  not  to  be  excluded 
from  those  offices  to  which  by  a  solemn  Aek 
of  the  Legislature,  and  which  this  House 
has  repeatedly  sanctioned,  he  is  declared 
entitled  to  aspire.  1  have  also  here  a  list  of 
other  ap^intments  made  by  Lord  Mulgrave 
and  stating  the  religion  of  the  dinereni 
persons  so  appointed,  but  I  decline  going 
inte  it,  because  I  think  on  the  whole,  that 
unless  the  question  is  raised  it  is  one  which 
it  is  not  desirable  to  enter  upon.  The 
rieht  hon.  Gentleman  cheers,  but  I  beg 
him  to  recollect,  that  this  is  one  of  tfao 
charges  brought  against  Lord  Mulgrave^ 
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QoifBtammkU  It  ii  one  of  thosi  charaM 
wbiah  are  pot  forth  before  the  puluicy 
end  which  are  resorted  to  with  the  Tiew 
of  poiaotting  the  ouhlic  mind.  At  the  fame 
time  it  ii  one  of  those  charges,  and  there 
are  manj,  which  are  not  brought  forward 
on  any  oocasion  in  either  Hoase  of  Parlia- 
ment. Nowy  having  stated  generally  the 
eonduct  of  Lord  Mu^rave's  Government*-* 
having  stated  the  appointments  he  has 
made,  the  measures  he  has  taken — and 
having  stated  also  some  of  the  general  re* 
suits  with  regard  to  the  prevention  of  crime, 
I  come  now  to  state,  as  I  think  that  I  am 
bound  to  state,  as  no  notice  up  to  this  time 
has  been  given  on  the  sul^ject — I  come  now 
to  make  some  observations  on  some  charges 
made  against  him  in  certain  resolutions. 
When  Mr.  Fox  stated  what  concessions  he 
wished  to  be  made  to  Ireland— which  in- 
cluded equal  rights  and  an  equal  division 
and  participation  of  emoluments— 'he  said 
that  these  concessions  would  not  give  satis- 
fiiction  to  all.  ''Who,  then/' he  asked, 
'^  would  be  dissatisfied  by  such  concessions  ? 
Not  the  aristocracy;  for  I  will  not  call  it  by 
so  respectable  a  name.  And  is  thai  miser- 
able monopolising  minority  to  be  put  in  the 
balance  with  the  preservation  of  the  empire 
and  the  happiness  of  a  whole  people?" 
Now,  it  is  tills  miserable  monopolising  mi- 
nority, to  which  the  name  was  so  justly 
affixed  by  Mr.  Fox -^  it  is  the  same  miserable 
minoritr,  which  has  not  dared  to  bring 
forward  any  charge  in  Parliament  asainst 
the  present  Administration  in  Irelana,  but 
which  has  met,  and  passed  certain  resolu.. 
tions  containing  charges  highly  criminatory 
of  Lord  Mulgrave — charges  which,  if  true^ 
should  ensure  that  noble  Lord's  instant 
dismissal  I  and  although  Parliament  has 
been  met  a  week,  and  although  Members 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  were  present 
at  the  meeting  at  which  these  resolutions 
were  passed,  not  one  of  them  has  ventured 
to  nve  any  notice  that  be  will  bring  before 
Paniament  these  high  crimes  and  misde- 
meanours. With  ul  strangers  carefully 
•xduded,  and  all  opposition  rigidly  shut 
ou^  with  Oranse  mp  streaming  in  the 
air,  they  put  and  carried  these  resolutions, 
•mid  the  shouts  and  applause  of  the  multi- 
tade  around  them.  It  may  be  said,  al- 
though it  would  be  a  weak  and  miserable 
argument,  that  no  one  is  willing  to  bring 
forward  Uie  subject,  as  he  would  not  ven- 
ture to  encounter  the  strength  of  the  supu 
port  which  his  Majesty's  Government  had 
noeived  finom  the  minority  in  that  House. 
This,  I  say,  is  a  miserable  aigament,  because 


M 


those^  who  have  conducted  an  oppositiaa 
in  this  country,  have  Icnown  and  fel^  ^ttH 
when  they  had  a  riaht  and  a  strong  causa^ 
though  they  might  have  only  sixty,  or  fif^, 
or  forty,  or  even  thirty,  yet  with  such  sup* 
port  they  felt  bound  to  bring  forward  their 
measures ;  and  by  how  many  Members  was 
Mr.  Fox  supported,  when  he  made  tlist 
speech  from  which  I  have  already  made 
more  than  one  quotation?  By  eighty 
against  S50.  This,  therefore,  is  not  a  valid 
argument.  But  is  there  not  another  House 
of  Parliament  where  this  subject  could  be 
safely  brought  forward?     What  is  their 

r)wer  in  that  other  House  of  Parliament } 
have  got  here  a  pamphlet,  which  purports 
to  be  the  twenty^eighth  edition  of  a  speech 
delivered  by  a  noble  Lord,  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  at  the  close  of  the 
last  Session—a  noble  Lord  of  great  ability, 
and  of  no  less  authority  in  that  assembly. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  actually  delivered  the  speech 
thus  attributed  to  him ;  but  I  find  it  stated 
in  the  pamphlet  to  which  I  have  just 
alluded,  that  "  in  the  House  of  Lords 
Ministers  were  powerless,  and  could  efiect 
nothinff."  If  this  were  really  the^  ease, 
why  did  noble  Lords  at  the  meeting  of 
Dublin  shrink  from  going  with  their  com* 
plaints  to  that  assembly?  The^  have 
brought  forward  matters  impeaching  Uie 
conduct,  and  malignins  the  character  of  the 
Lord- Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  yet  they 
dare  not  bring  hia  conduct  before  Parlia. 
ment  It  roav  be,  after  all,  thev  feel  that 
whatever  their  majority  may  be  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  it  is  not  a 
majority  for  such  purposes;  it  may  be, 
that  they  feel  that  however  much  thy  may 
gain  the  applause  of  such  packed  meetixitfa 
as  I  have  alluded  to,  a  majority  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  will  not  sanction 
such  accusations:  but  they  should,  at  least, 
have  the  frankness  and  candour  to  let  this 
be  known.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  this 
is  the  case  from  one  of  their  own  resolutbns. 
I  diall  not  take  the  trouble  to  read  many  of 
them,  but  I  will  refer  to  one  of  them.  It 
alludes  to  the  nomination  of  high  sherifiii, 
and  complains  that  the  Government  neg- 
lected the  recommendation  of  the  Judges ; 
except  in  the  cases  of  persons  who  have 
excused  themselves  from  taking  the  office, 
this  has  been  very  seldom  the  case  during 
the  present  year.  La^  year,  however, 
several  cases  of  that  kind  occurred,  and  I 
will  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  what 
has  happened  in  consequence.  Last  year. 
Lord  Mulgrave  came  over  to  Eng^d :  he 
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took  bis  seat  in  the  House  of  Lords.  A 
question  of  a  very  ordinary  nature  was  put 
to  him  about  his  conduct  to  a  Mr.  Gore 
Jones,  and  to  a  Mr.  Lei^h,  who  had  been 
nominated  as  high  shenffj  but  who  had 
been  subsequent^  set  aside.  Not  one  of 
the  noble  Lords  who  had  since  appeared  as 
bis  accusers  in  the  Protestant  assembly  at 
Dublin,  then  moved  any  accusation  against 
him  on  this  subject  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
Lord  Mulgrave  rose  in  his  place  and  gave 
an  answer  to  the  question  put  to  him,  and 
it  was  not  a  little  singular  that,  when  he 
rose  to  speak  a  second  time,  he  found  it 
necessary  to  apologise  to  their  Lordships  for 
keeping  them  away  from  their  dinner,  so 
little  interest  did  the  subject  excite  among 
their  Lordships,  and  so  thin  was  the  attend- 
ance of  those  who  now  brought  forward  this 
as  so  grave  an  accusation  against  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  What  is  the  course 
which  these  noble  Lords  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men now  pursue  ?  Nothing  else  but  this : 
—When  Lord  Mulgrave  was  in  his  place 
in  the  House  of  Lords  they  shrank  from 
accusing  him,  because  they  knew  that  he 
would  mimediately  have  repelled  their  ac- 
cusation ;  but  before  a  packed  meeting  of 
their  own  partisans  in  Dublin,  where  the 
Loid-Lieutenant  could  not  appear,  they 
resolved,  with  great  courage  and  magna- 
nimity, that  he  had  been  guilty  of  high 
crimes  and  misdemeanours.  Sir,  however 
much  I  disliked  many  of  the  political  qua- 
lities of  this  miserable  monopolising  minor, 
ity,  however  much  my  mind  revolted 
against  the  virulence  of  its  exclusive  spirit, 
however  indignant  I  had  always  felt  at  the 
abuses  which  attended  their  former  ad- 
ministration, yet  I  will  confess,  that  in 
former  days  I  had  given  them  credit  for 
candour  and  frankness;  but  I  cannot  refrain 
from  saying,  that,  having  been  a  witness  to 
such  proceedines  as  those  I  have  made 
mention  of,  having  seen  what  has  been  the 
line  of  conduct  pursued  by  them  in  refer- 
ence to  Lord  Mulgrave — their  abstaining 
from  making  his  eSieged  misconduct  the 
subject  of  legitimate  attack,  on  an  occasion 
when  he  was  present  in  his  seat  to  defend 
himself,  and  then  having  afterwards  got  up 
a  packed  meetine  of  their  partisans  as  a 
vehicle  for  launching  out  against  him  the 
grossest  calumnies— -i  must  say.  Sir,  that 
my  former  belief  in  their  candour  and 
frankness  has  totally  disappeared.  A  more 
convincing  proof  of  the  entire  absence  of 
candour  &n  the  one  I  have  stated,  it  is, 
indeed,  impossible  to  imagine.  As  to  the 
vonlutions^  there  are  three  or  four  of  them 


in  the  beginning  which  really  teem  moie 
calculated  to  excite  derision  and  utter  con< 
tempt  than  to  call  for  any  serious  considera- 
tion. Then  come  the  sixth  and  seventh 
resolutions,  which  make  the  following 
statements :— ''  That,  with  the  exception 
of  two  disastrous  periods,  namely,  in  1641, 
and  l687,  the  Protestant  churches  have 
never  been  exposed  to  so  fierce  a  persecution 
from  their  enemies,  nor  so  utterly  deserted 
by  those  who,  as  ministers  of  a  Protestant 
King,  and  the  executive  officers  of  a  Pro- 
testant Government,  should  be  their 
friends,  as  they  are  at  the  present  crisis;" 
and  further,  "  that  for  the  period  of  three 
years,  a  practical  penal  code — worse,  because 
more  undefined  than  a  penal  enactment— has 
been  in  operation  against  the  church,  the 
privileges,  the  lives,  and  properties  of  the 
Protestants  of  Irc^nd — abridging  their 
civil  and  religious  liberties,  snapping  their 
industry,  endangering  the  security  of  their 
possessions,  and  exposing  their  persons  to 
persecution  and  violence."  We  know 
what  a  penal  code  is;  we  know  how  the 
Irish  lost  their  estates  by  the  effects  of  a 
penal  code,  which  subjected  them  to  every 
description  of  the  severest  penalty;  we 
know  that  as  one  result  of  penal  codes  an 
Irish  Roman  Catholic  formerly  could  not 
keep  a  good  horse  without  its  being  subject 
to  be  taken  from  him  by  any  Protestant 
who  happened  to  take  a  fancy  to  it  We 
know  what  a  penal  code  is  when  it  is  pre« 
sented  to  us  in  these  practical  shapes ;  but 
as  to  this  undefined  and  imaginary  penal 
code,  I  know  not  what  to  make  of  it.  It 
seems  to  me  to  resemble  nothing  so  much 
as  the  case  of  the  gentleman,  who,  in  a 
letter  to  the  "  Spectator,**  gives  an  account 
of  his  having  read  all  the  best  medical 
books,  and  of  the  sad  efiect  which  they  had 
on  him ;  who  states,  that  having  read  all  the 
accounts  of  asthma,  he  became  for  three 
weeks  decidedly  asthmatic;  that  then 
having  read  a  good  treatise  on  the  gout,  be 
became  afflicted  with  all  the  symptoms  of 
the  gout,  except  pain.  In  the  same  way. 
Sir,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  parties  in 
question  have  been  reading  a  treatise  on 
the  penal  code,  which,  in  former  times,  was 
inflicted  on  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland^ 
and  imagine  themselves  sufieringunder  all 
the  symptoms  except  the  pain.  They  have 
none  of  the  practical  sufierings,  the  practi- 
cal grievances,  which  the  Roman  Catholics 
formerly  had  to  complain  of.  And  thus, 
in  a  country  becoming  less  disturbed  by 
crim^,  and  rapidly  improving  in  condition, 
did  these  parties  come  before  the  public 
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with  tbeir  dismjJ  tale  of  imaginary  malady.  J  wlainir,^  nf  »i 

Notljmg  c^n  give  them  ™lalion-JeL  ^3^^ 
pair »  their  only  joy-evii  their  only  good 
-teats  their  only  ree  rest  ion— the  loss  of 
eicluarepower  made  them  determine  that 
ame  what  may,  they  wiii,  for  the  present, 
at  l^t,  in  spite  of  every  recommendation 
to  the  contrary,  be  extremely  sad.  ITieir 
lugubriDU.  complaints  remind  me  of  the 
lines  of  an  illuEtnous  living  poet ;— . 

"  Call  it  madness,  call  it  folly. 
You  shall  not  chase  my  grief  away  ■ 

Here's  such  a  charm  in  melancholy  ' 
1  would  oot,  if]  could,  be  —  -" 


3SS 
inden)    =7 <■■  j.""""" ™  partisans.    It 


I  ni«Bog  of  notochol;  „„„„„,,  ,he„    ?£„  "  ^r '"■  ""ff   '»  "««d  .hi.  rewln- 
cWgesmade,  which,  Jf  they  proceeded    hsi.^™T  ""'   hy  any  p«ability 

f.«   .ny.hioB  bo.    (he    „alig„'uy  of  .    tS':  "■'"«! 'i"  "  p.r.i„„,  h.d 

-...J i— ic.^ .     f     .'.  .         I  ""  W"«M  ■"  "»i™  u^miital-tarriiler., 

""  the  eonslabulary 


..u,u   anymmg   oot    tne    malign  ty  of  a  been  ni=7„i  ■      1^ 

pacW  meeting,  if  they  „,e  in  tf.  ^h.e,  S,fc„'°       S 

d™  feooded  upon  tro.h,  would  efu  t„  ZTS        '  "°"' 

Ine  fullest  laauirv  on  the  jmrtnf  »].=  n .     .  ''"" 


Ihefuilest  inquiry  on  the  partof  the  House. 


.whose  recommendation, 


i. i,, howeVer; the Hoiso Wmte '^^j  I  S'S  t''  '"". ■'"'"  ,"■"■"?"" 
coamced  of  the  ju.lice  of  my  declaration     mSr™   X°      •  •   .°°'.  ""'  "PPoin."""" 

that  Ihprp  i^YisFs  nnt    n  „t,^A ^r  <•  >    '      """'=  ..  _         .  ... 


that  there  exists  not 

tion  for  any  one  of  the 

macle.  Folloi 

cbat^  again! 

to  the  Bheriffi 

dares,  "Thi 

Govemmentj 

have  beei 

puiposes- 

coun(^fJ^„J, „    

the  st^the  administration  of  its  laws,  and 

kbility  of  British   connexion ;    that 

s  have  been  placed  in  office  as  as- 

mt-barristers,  as  magistrates,  as  officers 

f  the  constabulary  and  police,  whose  re- 

immendation  in  some  instances  bas  been 
Aheir  unscrtipuloua  attachment  to  a  faction ; 
/  and  that  appointments  made  in  this  spirit 
have  been  introductory  to  the  creation  of 
fictitious  voters,  and  have  greatly  preju- 
diced, in  public  opinion,  the  administration 
of  justice."  Sir,  I  utterly  deny  this.  I 
deny  that  the  prerogative  of  mercy  has  ever 
been  abused.  I  say  that  the  prerogative  of 
mercy  has  always  been  used  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  the  people  of  Ireland  confidence 
in  tne  law,  and  until  some  proofs  are  ad- 
duced to  the  contrary,  T  shall  con  tent  myself 
with  this  general  denial.  They  then  made 
a  lamentation  about  partisans  being  placed  in 
office,  and  they  protested  against  givmgoffice 
to  their  opponents.  Sucha  charge  comes  with 
a  very  bad  grace  from  these  parties.  Lan- 
guage so  extravagant  males  one  feel  that  if 
Juvenal  had  lived  in  these  times,  instead  of 
the  GracchicomplainiiigofBedition,he  would 
have  found  a  far  stronger  illustration  of  his 
meaning  in  this  monopolisinE  body,  com- 

VOL.  XXXVI.  {sas} 


IS  spirit  had  been  s 
le  creation  of  fictitious_j 
itly  prejudice^ 


ibsidiary  ti 
;,  and  had 
opinion,  the 
justice."  But,  Sir,  this 
is  a  very  serious  charge  against  Lord 
tgrave.  It  is  a  charge,  which,  if  true, 
bt  to  be  formally  made,  it  would  form 
mA  of  impeachment  against  Lord  Mul- 
/e.  If  it  can  be  shown  that  Lord  Mul- 
g.n/e  has  knowingly  appointed  to  the  office 
of  magistrate  and  assistant-barrister  men 
of  such  unscrupulous  characters,  ai  to  be 
ready  to  violate  their  oaths  for  the  purpose 
of  registering  votes  purposely  and  design- 
edly fictitious — if  it  can  be  fhown  that  my 
noble  Friend  has  placed  individuals  in  office 
with  the  view  of  promoting  such  fectious 
and  illegal  objects,  a  grave  offence  has  been 
committed,  and  a  graver  charge  cannot  be 
pieferred  against  any  individual.  I  deny, 
however,  that  there  is  the  slightest  ground 
for  such  an  imputation  upon  the  honour 
and  character  of  Lord  Mulgrave.  Une 
charge,  brought  against  an  assialant-bar- 
rister  appointed  by  Lord  Mulgrave,  occurs 
to  me,  and  I  know  something  of  that  case, 
from  having  had  a  copy  of  the  atsistant- 
barristet's  notes  aubmitted  to  my  consider- 
ation.  An  individual  claiming  a  vote 
swore  that  his  tenement  was  worth  10/. 
a-year.  The  owner  swore  this  himself, 
and  produced  another  man,  who  swore  that 
the  tenement  in  question  was  worth  lOi 
a-year,  and  that  he  had  actually  ofiered 
that  sum  for  it,  A  gentleman  came  forward 
on  the  other  side,  and  swore  that  the  tene- 
ment in  question  was  not  worth  10/.  a-year. 
The  aESistant<berriBter  uked  the  gentlemaB 
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whether  he  knew  the  tenement  in  question. 
The  gentleman  replied  that  he  did    not. 
*'  Did  he  know  the  holdings  adjoining  it  ?" 
was  the  next  question  put  to  him.     The 
gentleman  acknowledged   that  he  did  not, 
but  said  that  he  knew  the  parish  generally, 
and  that  there  was  no  tenement  in  it  of 
that    value.     The   assistant-barrister    de- 
cided,  and,  I  think,    very    naturally,   in 
favour  of  the  claim ;  he  set  aside  this  vague 
evidence  against  the  value  of  the  tenement, 
which  rested  on  the  authority  of  a  gentle, 
man  who  did  not  even  pretend  to  know  it. 
The  agent  of  the  party  against  whom  the 
assistant* barrister  decided,  immediately  sent 
round  a   circular  to  the  magistrates  of  the 
county .     They  met  at  a  public-house,  and 
there  they  resolved  that  they  would  not  ask 
the  assistant-barrister  to  preside  at  the  next 
quarter  sessions.     The  ground  for  this  re- 
solution   was,  that  he  had  believed  these 
men  of  low  condition,  these  poor  men,  with 
tenements  not  worth  more  than    10/.  or 
1 51.  a-year,  and  had  set  aside  and  neglected 
the  vague  assertion  oi*ShRentleman  moving 
in  a  higher  rank  of  society  I      This  is  the 
kind   of  case,  in  all  probability,  on  which 
this  grave  charge   against   Lord  Mulgrave 
and   his  administration  rests.      The  next 
resolution  to  which  I  shall  advert,  was  to 
this  effect — "  Resolved,  that  a  humble  and 


iiolds    its  meetings    in   Dublin,   and    is 
actively  and  seditiously  engaged  in  exciU 
ing  and   organizing  the  people  of   this 
country,  for  the  purpose  of  resisting  the 
just   prerogative   of  the  Crown,   for   the 
spoliation  of  the  Established  Church,  and 
severing  the  union  between  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland ;  and  that  such  proceedings 
are  connived  at,  and  wholly  unrestrained, 
by  his  Majesty's  Government  in  Ireland." 
Now,  Sir,  1  must  own,  that  if  I  were  to 
hear  there  was  a  General  Association  of 
Scotchmen   met  in  Edinburgh,  and  that 
their  meetings  took  place  from  week  to 
week,  and   that   they  collected   sums  of 
money  from  week  to  week,  and  entered 
into  various  resolutions  from  time  to  time, 
with  respect  to  the  government  of  that 
country,  1  confess  that  I  should  hear  it  with 
great  regret ;  but  I  should  still  ask,  what 
was  the  cause  of  that  Association  ?  and  so 
I  say  with  respect  to  Ireland.    I  very  much 
ret,  that  in  Dublin,  as  I  should,  that  in 
PrJ.'^j^TjyMi^^an  association  should  exist  of 

the  natuTralQSS*^^''"^  T  °V'^l^/° 
inquire  into  its  causes^B^  **'^?,^  "l''  ^°^ 
those  causes,  I  find,  as  tl>JC'  ^1^1 
of  Lord  Plunkett  expressed  itX?*^!?  .  •? 
of  the  former  Catholic  AssociatiJP»  *"" 


dutiful  address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  . '  ""=  '"' '""  ^'"•"""'^  «»sov:muoj,-sir,  the 
praying  that  these  his  faithful  subjectimav  ^ '*><-'  ^P^^^n  of /»"[  own  wrong.  \^^'y,. 
not  continue  to  be  exposed  to  the  attempts    Government  of  Ireland  has  been  tH.    f,.^ 


now  making  to  undermine  and  destroy  their 
religion,  that  they  may  be  neither  depressed 
nor  prosecuted  in,  nor  driven  from,  that 
land  which  they  and  their  ancestors,  ever 
since  their  first  connexion  with  it,  have 
preserved  for  his  Majesty's  royal  prede- 
cessors, and  hitherto  for  his  royal  Majesty 
himself,  and  this  as:ainst  his  foes  and  theirs." 
Sir,  I  repudiate  altogether  the  assumptions 
advanced  by  this  knot  of  persons  assembled 
in  a  room  in  Dublin.  I  sav  that  his  Ma* 
jesty  may  trust   to  his  Parliament.     I  say 


out  the  whole  of  its  connexion  witli  ,.  , 
country,  a  painful  subject  for  an  ErIgL[^  ^ 
politician  to  contemplate.  The  glorie^ 
the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  the  vigorous  pr 
tectorate  of  Cromwell,  the  deliverance  oil 
our  liberties  by  William  3rd,  are  connected 
with  the  cruel  wars  of  Elizabeth,  the  dread- 
ful massacres  of  Cronwell,  with  the  enact- 
ment of  penal  laws,  and  the  violation  of 
the  treaty  of  Limerick,  in  the  time  of  King 
William.  Sir,  these  are  painful  subjects, 
but  I  had  hoped  that  a  time  was  come, 


he  may   trust   to  his  Lord- Lieutenant  of   when  we  could   look  to  these  things  only 


Ireland — and  to  his  faithful  subjects  in  that 
country — that  their  zeal,  their  affection, 
and  their  loyalty,  will  preserve  Ireland  for 
his  Majesty  and  his  successors  on  the  throne, 
even  though  those  Gentlemen,  in  exclusive 
meeting  assembled,  give  themselves  no 
further  trouble  in  the  matter.  There  is 
one  thing  more  in  these  resolutions  to  which 
I  shall  now  come,  and  it  is  connected  with 


as  matters  of  history,  and  when  we  could 
say  that  the  spirit  which,  in  other  times, 
had  governed  English  councils,  in  reference 
to  Ireland,  was  changed  for  the  benefit  of 
both  parties,  into  a  spirit  of  mutual  con- 
ciliation, into  a  spirit  of  indulgence  for 
each  other*s  religious  faith,  into  a  spirit  of 
common  determination  to  defend  the  rights 
and  liberties  of  the  equal  people  of  this 


the  state  of  Ireland  as  differing  from  the    United  Kingdom.     Sorry  atn  I,  Sir,  to  see 


state  of  this  country  and  of  Scotland. 
This  was  the  resolution  which  com- 
plains,    "  That    ft    body,    styling   itself 


that  such  is  not  yet  the  case,  and  that 
what  Mr.  Hume  has  stated  as  the  spirit 
animating  the  English  against  the  Irish  in 
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the  rei^  of  Elizabeth,  is  not  even  yet 
extinct.  Mr.  Humei  in  speaking  of  the 
period  in  question,  says — "  The  English 
carried  further  their  ill-judged  tyranny. 
Instead  of  inviting  the  Irish  to  adopt  the 
more  civilised  customs  of  their  conquerors, 
they  even  refused,  though  earnestly  so- 
licited, to  communicate  to  them  the  pri- 
vileges of  their  laws,  and  everywhere 
marked  them  out  as  aliens^  and  as  ene- 
mies." Mr.  Hume,  with  that  sound  and 
philosophical  spirit  which  belongs  to  all 
he  wrote,  goes  on  to  say — *•  Thrown  out 
of  the  protection  of  justice,  the  natives 
could  find  no  security  but  in  force ;  and 
flying  the  neighbourhood  of  cities,  which 
they  could  not  approach  with  safety,  they 
sheltered  themselves  in  their  marshes  and 
forests,  from  the  insolence  of  their  inhuman 
masters.  Being  treated  like  wild  beasts, 
they  became  such,  and  joining  the  ardour 
of  revenge  to  their  yet  untamed  barbarity, 
they  grew  every  day  more  intractable,  and 
more  dangerous.''  Centuries  elapsed,  and 
I  will  now  give  you  another  instance,  taken 
from  a  very  different  period,  and  which 
occurred  at  a  time  when  an  ancestor  of 
my  own,  the  Duke  of  Bedford,  was  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  That  country  had 
been  divided  in  religion  ever  since  the  time 
of  James  2nd. ;  but  about  the  middle  of  the 
last  century,  it  would  appear  as  if  the  time 
was  come,  when  those  bonds  might  be  re- 
laxed, when  religion  might  cease  to  be  a 
reason  for  persecution,  and  when  attach- 
ment to  a  fallen  dynasty  might  be  forgotten 
in  the  security  of  the  House  of  Brunswick. 
Sir,  the  Duke  of  Bedford,  in  1758,  was 
of  opinion,  that  it  might  be  permitted  for 
Irish  Roman  Catholic  priests  to  register 
their  names,  and  Uien  be  allowed  to  per- 
form the  rites  of  their  religion,  and  be 
placed  on  a  footing,  as  far  as  that  went, 
with  others  of  his  Majesty's  subjects.  For 
that  very  moderate  proposition,  and  from 
the  knowledge  that  be  wished  some  other 
relaxations  of  this  kind  to  take  place,  he 
was  (hanked  by  the  deputies  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  bodies,  and  his  name  was  men- 
tioned with  honour  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
prelates.  But  when  it  came  to  tlie  coun- 
cil, it  was  a  very  different  matter.  The 
Duke  of  Bedford  urged,  that  persecution 
for  religions  opinions,  only  added  strength 
to  the  persecuted  party,  that  the  Crown 
would  be  made  stronger  by  son.e  conces- 
sions, and  the  country  belter  enabled  to 
cat ry  oo  the  war  then  waging  with  France, 
bj  tlwissistanceof  tb«  King's  Romsui  Ca- 
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tholic  subjects.     But  the  Primate  urged, 
that  to  consent  to  any  modification,  would 
be  repugnant  to  the  British  laws.     Chief 
Baron  Willis,  after  repeating  the  Primate^s 
objection,  broadly  declared  his  hostility 
to  it,  "  because  it  would  prove  a  tolera- 
tion of  that  religion,  which  it  had  been 
the  general  policy  of  England  and  Ireland 
to  persecute  and  depress."     Such  was  the 
spirit  which  prevailed  in  the  council  of 
1758  ;  such  was  the  spirit  which  produced 
— which  could  not  fail  to  produce — dis- 
trust of  the  rulers,  both  in  England  and 
Ireland;  and  distrust,  if  not  hatred  of  the 
laws  which  they  attempted  to  enforce. 
Such  was  the  effect  of^  the  severe  and 
persecuting  maxims  of  policy  which  then 
prevailed.     Well,  Sir,  at  length  the  time 
came  when  even  those  who  had  held  that 
it  was  right  to  persecute  and  depress  the 
Roman  Catholics,  a  little  relaxed  in  their 
policy :  but  let  us  inquire,  in  what  way 
did  they  proceed  ;  for  I  want  to  show  the 
House,  not  only  the  effect  which  has  been 
produced  by  the  policy  of  Governmenti 
when  it  wished  to  persecute  and  depress, 
but  also  the  effect  which  has  followed, 
when  it  appeared  that  the  object  was  to 
conciliate.    The  mode  of  most  of  these 
conciliations  was  such,  as  to  induce  Lord 
Grenvillc  to  say,  that  it  was  seldom  that 
justice  was  conceded  to  Ireland,  without 
such  concession  being  made  in  fear.     I 
will  pass  over  other  instances,  and  come 
to  the  law  which  admitted  Roman  Ca- 
tholics to  the  elective  franchise  in  1793, 
and  the  law  which  admitted  them  to  other 
privileges  in  1829 ;  and  I  think,  from  the 
circumstances  attending  both  these  con- 
cessions, that  you  will  see,  that  white  the 
Irish,  for  a  long  period^  were  taught  that 
they  were  the  outcasts,  and  the  outlaws  of 
the  British  Constitution,  they  have,  in  the 
days  of  your  altered  administration  been 
convinced    that    your  concessions    have 
sprang,  not  from  your  justice,  but  from 
tneir  strengtb.     In  1792,  an  humble  pe- 
tition from  t^ie  Roman  Catholics  was  pre- 
sented to  the  Irish  House  of  Commons* 
Was  it  suffered  to  lie  on  the  UbUr,  and  to 
betaken  into  consideration?  By  no  means; 
^  it  was  scornfully  and  contemptuously  re- 
'  jected.  The  very  next  year,l»owtver,  whtn 
«e  were  in  appreheniion  of  a  Prenrh  hi* 
va«ion,  and  wb'.'n  a  French  war  bad  ac- 
•  tuaily  taken  place,  ft  was  thought  fxpe* 
\  dient  to  take  uhm  %U\i%  towards  concj- 
!  liaiion,  and  tlien  tlie  Legiilature  granted 
\mof€  than  that  which  ttify  bad  but  the 
13 
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year  before  contumelioasly  refused.  This, 
consequently,  had  not  even  the  appear- 
ance of  saying,  '*  These  Roman  Catho- 
lics are  good  and  loyal  subject? ;— let 
us  admit  them  to  the  privileges  they 
seek;"  but  it  clearly  expressed,  "  We 
cannot  afford  to  be  unjust  any  longer; 
we  cannot  safely  keep  the  Irish  people  de- 
pressed as  before,  and  so  we  will  conciliate 
them  as  far  as  we  may  find  it  expedient." 
And  now,  Sir,  with  respect  to  the  con- 
cession of  1829,  I  will  read  a  passage 
which  contains  both  the  sentiments  of 
an  eminent  person  in  the  other  House, 
and  also  the  declaration  made  at  that  time 
by  a  Member  of  this  House.  In  1828,  I 
find  Lord  Lyndhurst  using  the  following 
expressions  : — "  Out  of  a  number  of  those 
published  documents,  it  is  sufficient  to 
mention  one,  wherein  the  writer,  Mr. 
O'Connelly  alluding  distinctly  to  an  un- 
qualified, unconditional  concession,  as  the 
only  one  worthy  of  the  Irish  acceptance, 
adds — '  In  our  humbler  fortunes,  and  in 
days  happily  now  gone  by,  we  were  on 
the  point  of  yielding  in  despair  to  the 
principle  of  securities ;  and  it  was  the 
opinion  of  some  of  our  best  friends  in  and 
out  of  Parliament,  that  we  ought  to  yield 
it ;  but  a  total  alteration  has  since  then 
taken  place  in  the  posture  of  our  affairs. 
To  what  is  this  to  be  attributed  ?  Is  it  to 
the  tone  of  moderation  we  have  preserved 
in  our  debates  and  published  appeals? 
Or  rather,  is  not  this  alteration  in  our 
position  owing  to  the  threat  which  has 
been  held  out,  and  the  strong  language 
used  of  late,  and  which  I  feel  justified  in 
saying,  has  at  length  placed  us  on  the 
vantage  ground  V  Can  they  (resumed  the 
Lord  Chancellor)  more  distinctly  tell  us 
they  feel  themselves  placed  in  a  situation 
to  extort  from  the  Legislature,  by  dint  of 
intimidation  and  threats,  that  which  has 
so  long  been  withheld?  It  is  true  the 
sword  is  not  drawn  openly ;  but  are  your 
Lordships  disposed  in  the  face  of  a  power, 
of  this  alarming  and  anomalous  nature, 
to  admit  the  Catholic  body,  thus  mar- 
shalled and  organised,  within  the  pale  of 
the  Constitution  ?"  Such,  Sir,  was  the 
declaration  of  this  proud  and  eminent 
statesman  to  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
said,  ''You  must  not  yield  to  threats; 
you  must  not  yield  to  intimidation." 
Well,  the  intimidation  was  made  more 
plain ;  the  threat  was  made  a  little 
louder ;  and  what  was  then  the  conduct 
of  those  who  had  said  they  would  not 


yield  to  intimidation?  Why,  that  very 
unqualified,  unconditional,  submission^ 
which  they  said  the  threat  of  the  year  be- 
fore had  induced  them  not  to  yield.  If 
that  Minister  had  been  in  the  situation  of 
the  traveller  of  the  fable,  and  the  wind 
had  not  succeeded  in  taking  off  his  cloak 
with  its  first  gusts,  it  would  have  been 
found  that  it  had  only  to  increase  in  its 
rudeness,  and  its  strength,  to  deprive  him 
of  his  cloak;  nor  would  it  have  been  left 
to  the  sun  to  gain  the  victory,  it  is  fabled 
to  have  obtained.  Well^  Sir,  but  what  is 
the  lesson  taught  by  this  fact?  What  is 
the  lesson  which  has  been  taught  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  ?  Are  these  things  with- 
out mark  ?  What  happened  in  the  course 
of  last  year,  and  the  year  before  ?  We 
have  heard  lately  of  the  formation  of  the 
General  Association.  As  long  as  this 
Municipal  Corporation  Bill,  which  I  in- 
tend to  move  to-night,  was  passing  through 
the  House  of  Commons,  the  people  of 
Ireland  confided  in  the  justice  of  the 
Legislature.  There  was  no  attempt  to 
intimidate,  there  were  no  national  asso- 
ciations formed  by  his  Majesty's  subjects 
there.  It  was  after  the  measure  had  been 
lost,  it  was  after  their  prayers  had  been 
rejected,  and  rejected  not  only  with  calm 
reasoning,  but  with  insult;  it  was  after 
they  had  b(!en  rejected,  I  say,  with  insult, 
that  this  Association  was  formed,  and  its 
meetings  held.  Can  we  wonder  at  such 
things?  Can  we  wonder  that  that  which 
had  been  found  successful  on  former  oc- 
casions was  resorted  to  on  this?  Your 
oppression  taught  them  to  hate ;  your 
concessions  to  brave  you  — you  exhibited 
to  them  how  scanty  was  the  stream  of 
your  bounty  ;  and  how  full  the  tribute  of 
your  fear.  Such,  then,  is  the  creation  of 
your  own  narrow  policy.  The  Associa- 
tion is  before  you.  And  can  I  suggest  a 
remedy  ?  Would  it  be,  think  you,  that 
this  Association,  composed  of  several  Peers 
of  Parliament ;  composed  of  many  of  the 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons; 
composed,  I  have  heard,  one-fourth,  an 
hon.  Gentleman  says  one-third,  of  Pro- 
testants— would  it  be  that  this  Associa* 
tion,  so  composed,  should  be  suppressed  ? 
Would  that  be  the  remedy  ?  No,  Sir,  the 
remedy  is  to  treat  Ireland  as  you  treat 
England,  and  as  you  treat  Scotland.  As 
you  have  no  association  in  London,  as 
you  have  no  association  in  Edinbargh, 
depend  on  it  that  when  the  fair  principle 
of  equality  ia  found  to  be  your  rulci  XhM 
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people  of  Ireland  will  rely  with  confidence 
on  the  justice  of  the  supreme  Legislature, 
and  they  will  take  no  other  meihod  of 
redressing  their  wrongs.  While,  then, 
Sir, — while  I  regret  the  existence  of  that 
Association,  I  cannot  say  there  has 
not  been  a  plausible  motive  for  its  forma- 
tion, nor  can  I  say  that  there  is  not  an 
easy  way  for  its  suppression.  It  is  that 
easy  way  which  I  ask  you  now  to  take. 
I  tell  you  not,  I  should  deceive  you  if  I 
did,  that  this  Corporation  Bill  is  to  be  all 
in  all,  the  panacea,  to  use  an  affected 
word,  for  the  evils  of  Ireland  ;  many  and 
manifold  are  those  evils,  and  many  and 
manifold  must  be  the  remedies  which  the 
Legislature,  which  the  executive,  which 
the  magistracy,  which  persons  of  property 
in  that  country  must  apply  to  them ;  but 
I  tell  you  this,  that  if  you  pass  this  Bill 
largely  and  liberally,  it  will  be  taken  as 
an  evidence  of  the  spirit  in  which  you  are 
disposed  to  legislate,  and  you  will  have  no 
repugnance  to  your  future  legislation.  It 
18  a  measure  of  which  the  principles  are 
known ;  it  would  apply  a  remedy  which 
has  been  already  tried;  it  would  give 
rights  to  men  whom  you  have  no  pretence 
for  distrusting.  I  think.  Sir,  it  was  said 
of  a  great  character  of  antiquity,  "  That 
which  Themistocles  has  proposed  would 
be  very  profitable  to  Athens,  but  it  would 
be  very  unjust."  Now,  I  propose  to  you  a 
measure  which  will  be  eminently  profitable. 
It  will  be  profitable  in  giving  to  you  the 
hearts  and  affections  of  the  people  of  Ire* 
land  ;  it  will  be  profitable  to  you  in  pro- 
moting the  riches  and  welfare  of  her  towns; 
it  will  be  profitable  to  you  as  tending  to 
produce  greater  order,  a  better  administra- 
tion of  the  law,  and  a  more  general  confi- 
dence in  your  Government.  But,  while  it 
has  all  these  advantages  of  profit,  while  it 
has  all  these  motives  of  expediency,  I 
especially  recommend  it  to  the  House— I 
especially  recommend  it  to  Parliament — 
on  this  ground,  that  I  believe  it  to  be  just. 
Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  said,  he  rose  not 
certainly  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the 
motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  but  he  felt  it  to 
be  his  duty,  as  one  of  the  persons  who 
had  been  pafticularly  alluded  to  by  the 
noble  Lord,  to  justify  the  part  which  he 
had  taken,  in  common  with  his  brother 
Protestants  in  Ireland,  on  the  occasion  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  referred.  But  before 
he  proceeded  to  that  part  of  the  subject 
which  consisted  in  a  justification  of  that 
great  meeting^i  be  thought  it  right  not  to 
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pass  by  altogether  two  or  three  topics 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  introduced  into 
his  speech.  The  noble  Lord  had  taken 
an  entirely  new  ground  that  night.  In 
the  various  discussions  which  the  question 
had  undergone,  there  and  elsewhere,  he 
believed  it  had  not  occurred  to  any  speaker, 
in  this  or  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
to  put  forward  the  ground  of  argument  on 
which  the  noble  Lord  insisted  that  this 
measure  should  be  adopted  by  the  House. 
The  noble  Lord  stated,  that  the  withhold- 
ing of  corporate  reform  was  an  infraction 
of  the  Act  of  Union,  and  a  breach  of 
Catholic  Emancipation.  He  denied  both 
those  positions  of  the  noble  Lord ;  and  he 
thought  it  could  be  made  plain,  that  nei- 
ther the  one  nor  the  other  could  afford  the 
noble  Lord  the  slightest  ground  of  argu- 
ment. Did  the  noble  Lord  mean  to  say 
that  according  to  the  fundamental  prin- 
ciple of  the  Act  of  Union  there  was  to  be 
no  difference  between  the  two  countries  in 
point  of  law  ?  Had  the  noble  Lord  referred 
to  that  Act  ?  Had  he  read  the  8th  article, 
and  did  he  not  there  find  a  special  provi. 
sion  that  the  laws  of  Ireland  should  con- 
tinue in  all  respects  where  they  differed 
from  those  of  England,  till  Parliament 
should  otherwise  decide  ?  Had  there  not 
actually  been  a  marked  difference  between 
the  laws  of  the  two  countries  ?  He  would 
take  one  example  ;  he  might  adduce  many. 
Let  the  noble  Lord  remember  the  whiteboy 
code,  which  was  not  repealed  till  the  1st 
or  2nd  of  the  reign  of  his  present  Majesty. 
Could  it  be  said  to  be  an  infraction  of  the 
Act  of  Union,  that  there  should  be  a  differ- 
ence between  the  laws  and  institutions  of 
the  two  countries  ?  As  little  ground  was 
there  for  the  argument  on  the  Catholic  Re- 
lief Bill.  Would  the  noble  Lord  put  his 
finger  on  a  single  clause  in  that  Act  which 
made  it  obligatory  on  the  legislature  to 
extend  to  Ireland  the  same  institutions  as 
were  established  for  England  ?  The  noble 
Lord  could  not.  But  perhaps  the  noble 
Lord  would  say  it  was  the  spirit  of  the 
Emancipation  Act,  and  not  the  letter  of  it 
that  was  violated.  Now  with  the  greatest 
respect  he  (Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson)  con- 
ceived that  the  spirit  of  that  measure  led 
directly  to  the  opposite  inference.  What 
was  the  principle  of  that  measure  ?  That 
all  his  Majesty's  subjects  in  Ireland  should 
be  put  on  the  same  footing  with  respect 
to  civil  privileges,  whether  Protestant  or 
Catholic.  What  was  the  noble  Lord  now 
about  to  do  t    It  was  the  charge  against 
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the  monicipaiities  of  Ireland,  that  they 
were  as  at  present  constituted  exclusively 
in  the  hands  of  the  Protestants.  The 
noble  Lord  now  called  on  the  House  not 
to  destroy  monopolies  (which  was  the  effect 
of  the  measure  as  passed  last  Session  by 
the  other  House),  but  to  transfer  the  mo- 
nopoly from  the  hands  of  the  Protestants 
to  the  Calholics.  He  submitted >  therefore, 
that  the  noble  Lord  could  find  no  solid 
ground  of  argument  in  one  or  the  other  of 
the  positions  which  he  had  laid  down.  He 
would  notice,  before  he  proceeded  to  vin- 
dicate the  great  Protestant  meeting  of 
Dublin,  one  or  two  more  of  the  topics 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  introduced.  The 
noble  Lord  had  dwelt  upon  the  earnest 
desire  of  his  Excellency  Lord  Mulgrave  to 
administer  impartial  justice  in  Ireland ; 
and  he  mentioned  a  variety  of ''  innova- 
tions," as  he  called  them,  which  had  been 
introduced  into  the  administration  of  the 
laws  in  that  country.  He  adverted  par-> 
ticularly  to  the  fact  that  there  had  been 
three  successive  Attorney-Generals  for  Ire- 
land since  Lord  Mulgrave's  accession  to 
power,  and  that  not  one  of  them  would 
have  remained  in  office  under  a  Tory 
government.  He  did  not  like  to  enter 
into  personal  observations,  but  this  he 
would  say,  that  there  did  not  exist  in  the 
profession  men  more  eminent  or  more  de- 
serving of  every  possible  respect  than  his 
learned  Friends  Mr.  Blackburne  and  Mr. 
E.  Pennefather. 

Lord  JoAn  i?ti5sW2  explained.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  but  that  those  Gentlemen 
were  eminent  and  respectable.  He  had 
merely  used  the  argument  that  there  ought 
to  be  unity  in  an  administration — that  it 
ought  to  be  animated  by  the  same  views 
of  policy. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  had  not  at  all 
misapprehended  the  argument  of  the  noble 
Lord.  He  did  not  suppose — indeed  it 
was  impossible  that  the  noble  Lord  could 
have  meant  to  say  anything  disparaging 
to  either  of  the  learned  Gentlemen.  But 
what  did  the  noble  Lord  mean  by  saying 
that  neither  of  the  three  successive  Attor- 
ney-Generals for  Ireland,  who  had  come 
into  office  under  Lord  Mulgrave,  would 
have  continued  in  office  under  a  Tory 
government  ?  Did  the  noble  Lord  think 
that  either  Mr.  Blackburne  or  Mr.  Pen- 
nefather would  remain  one  moment  in 
office  under  such  a  government  as  that  of 
Lord  Mulgrave  ?  It  was  impossible  that 
men  animated  by  their  feelings  could  re- 


main for  one  single  hour  in  the  service  of  a 
government  so  degraded  and  disgraced.  He 
would  now  notice  some  of  the  "  in- 
novations" in  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  Ireland,  for  which  the  noble  Lord 
took  credit  to  the  Government,  and  he 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  he  would 
not  shrink  from  the  condemnation  of  any 
of  them.  First  the  noble  Lord  had  alluded 
to  the  "  innovation"  introduced  by  Baron 
G'Loghlen,  when  Attorney-General,  in 
regard  to  the  challenging  of  jurors  by  the 
Crown  ;  the  noble  Lord  panegyrised  it. 
He  could  tell  the  noble  Lord,  that  this 
^'innovation"  had  already  produced  con- 
sequences the  most  disastrous.  He  would 
tell  the  noble  Lord  the  practical  fruits  of 
this  innovation,  and  leave  it  to  the  sound 
sense  and  judgement  of  the  House  to  say 
whether  it  was  an  improvement.  A 
privilege  or  power  had  long  been  exercised 
by  the  Crown,  of  challenging,  or  as  it  was 
technically  called,  **  putting  by  "  jurors, 
without  assigning  any  reason.  This 
privilege  the  late  Attorney-General  had 
magnanimously  foregone.  Men  might  be 
unfit  to  be  put  upon  juries,  against  whom, 
probably,  no  strictly  legal  objection  could 
be  sustained.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Sergeant  Jack- 
son) held  it  to  be  a  gross  calumny  on  any 
Attorney-General,  or  any  persons  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  law  in 
Ireland,  to  say  that  they  had  been  influ- 
enced in  putting  by  jurors  merely  by 
difference  of  religious  persuasion.  He 
utterly  denied  it.  Neither  could  he 
believe  that  it  had  been  the  practice  at  any 
period  in  Ireland  to  set  a  side  jurors  on 
account  of  their  political  opinions.  But 
he  would  mention  one  case  to  the  noble 
Lord  for  there  was  nothing  like  fact ;  and 
let  England  hear  this  case,  and  see  the 
frightful  state  of  things  to  which  Ireland 
was  now  brought.  It  was  the  case  of  a 
Protestant  family  named  Carter,  resident 
in  the  Queen's  County  ;  they  were  tenants 
of  Lord  Maryborough,  and,  at  the  time  to 
which  he  referred,  were  in  possession  of  a 
piece  of  land  for  which  they  paid  rent  and 
to  which  they  were  justly  entitled.  They 
proceeded  to  fence  it  in.  An  attack  was 
made  upon  them  ;  one  of  these  poor  men 
was  so  severely  beaten,  that  he  lost  his 
senses  and,  he  believed,  was  at  present 
the  inmate  of  a  lunatic  asylum ;  and  the 
elder  Carter  was  beaten  to  death.  The 
parties  were  indicted  for  the  murder 
(which  was  perpetrated  at  noon-day) ; 
they  were   arrested  and  put  upon    tb^ir 
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trial.  A  person  who  had  assisted  the 
priaoaers  in  challenging  the  jurors,  was  put 
00  the  jury.  There  was  no  verdict.  Another 
assizes  came  round— the  parties  were  again 
put  on  their  trial.  Who  was  placed  in 
the  jury-box  ? — Strict  orders  had  been 
issued  that  the  Crown  should,  in  no  case, 
exercise  its  privilege  of  challenging.  Who 
was  sworn  upon  the  jury? — why,  a  con- 
vict— a  man  who  had  been  tried,  convicted 
and  punished  for  an  atrocious  oftcnce. 
Could  any  man  expect  a  verdict  of  guilty  ? 
The  foreman  said  that  the  jury  did  not 
agree — the  majority  were  for  the  conviction 
(though  the  majority  were  Roman  Cutiio- 
lics) — the  prisoners  were  discharged,  and 
went  in  triumph  through  the  town  ;  the 
judge  took  the  jury  to  the  bounds  of 
the  country,  and  said — *'  Gentlemen,  I 
am  sorry  that  neither  life  nor  property 
can  be  enjoyed  in  safety."  A  third  time 
did  the  cas^  come  on  ;  another  abortive 
trial — and  at  length  the  prisoners  were 
liberated — some  on  bail,  others  on  nominal 
recognizances ;  justice  was  completely 
baffled,  his  Majesty's  subjects  unprotected, 
the  laws  of  the  land  not  vindicated,  and 
one  of  the  prisoners,  liberated  by  the  order 
of  Government,  afterwards  cn$i;aged  in 
levelling  the  fences  of  the  family  of  this 
poor  man  Carter.  Here  let  the  noble  Lord 
see  the  consequences  of  his  innovation. 
Was  not  this  a  terrible,  a  frightful  case  ? 
and  was  such  a  state  of  things  to  be  allowed 
to  continue  ?  He  could  give  the  noble 
Lord  many  other  cases  of  the  same  kind 
on  different  circuits,  but  would  not  now 
trouble  the  House  with  them.  But  let 
the  noble  Lord  indulge  him  with  a  Com- 
mittee, which  he  invited  the  noble  Lord  to 
do  and  be  would  pledge  himself  on  the 
part  of  his  Friends  and  himself  not  to 
"  shrink,"  as  the  noble  Lord  called  it,  from 
the  proof.  The  noble  Lord  told  the  House 
of  the  wonders,  forsooth,  wrought  by  Lord 
Mulgrave  ;  the  Government  of  that  noble 
Earl  bad  put  a  total  end  to  feuds — it  had 
established  perfect  peace  and  tranquillity 
in  Ireland,  a  miracle  had  been  wrought, 
and  all  this  had  been  done  by  sending 
down  persons  to  the  different  quarter 
sessions  to  represent  his  Majesty's  Attorney- 
General,  and  to  prosecute  men  guilty  of 
beating  one  another  to  death.  The  noble 
Lord  was  mistaken  if  he  supposed  the 
feuds  to  arise  from  difference  of  religious 
feeling.  No  such  thing.  Roman  Catholics 
fought  with  Roman  Catholics,  and  beat 

we  a&othar'a  braioi  out.    And  he  knew 


not  what  the  noble  Lord  meant  by  saying 
that  the  policy  of  those  in  power  in  by- 
gone days  had  been,  with  reference  to  the 
feuds,toact  on  the  maxim  divide  et  impera* 
The  noble  Lord  had  edified  the  House  by 
reading  catalogues  of  crimes  from  the 
judges' calendars  for  different  years.  But 
the  most  frightful  chapter  in  several  of  the 
county  calendars  of  crime,  throughout  the 
whole  of  Ireland,  was  the  chapter  including 
the  faction  feuds  and  savage  fights  resulting 
from  that  source,  and  most  of  the  cases  of 
outrage  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
especially  referred  were  now  disposed  of  at 
quarter  sessions,  and  not  at  the  assizes, 
and  therefore  the  argument  deduced  from 
the  state  of  the  calendars,  as  pronounced 
upon  by  the  judges,  was  destitute  offeree. 
Let  not  the  noble  Lord  suppose  that  this 
wonderful  change  in  the  slate  of  Ireland 
was  brought  about,  as  he  imagined,  through 
the  exclusive  efforts  of  a  wonder  working 
Lord  Lieutenant.  Every  one  knew  the 
influence  which  was  exerted  in  the  sister 
country  by  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy 
and  priest.hood.  Individual  laymen  could 
also  say  a  good  deal  and  do  a  good  deal, 
and  exercise  a  paramount  influence  over 
the  minds  of  the  people.  It  was  quite 
enough  that  it  should  have  been  devised, 
for  certain  purposes,  to  produce  a  tem- 
porary calm  ;  the  calm  would  be  produced 
Oh  I  it  was  a  beautiful  argument — it  was 
quite  unanswerable.  "  Look  at  the 
calendar  V*  such  was  its  burden ;  "  Observe 
how  crime  has  decreased  in  Ireland.  Think 
what  a  crime  it  would  be  to  disturb  this 
invaluable  administration."  But  he  would 
ask  the  House  if  they  did  not  believe 
that  the  same  influences  which  thus 
checked,  could,  at  the  proper  season, 
let  loose  the  spirit  of  lawless  outrage? 
Had  there  not  been  instances  in  abundance 
of  the  exercise  of  this  power?  Had  they 
not  heard  threats  issued  that,  if  certain 
events  did  not  take  place,  Ireland,  from 
one  end  to  the  other,  would  be  con- 
vulsed, and  plunged  perh  ps,  in  a  bloody 
rebellion  ?  The  noble  Lord  appeared  to 
rejoice  exceedingly  at  the  suppression  of 
the  Orange  society.  He  was  astonished 
to  hear  the  terms  in  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  spoken  upon  that  subject.  The  topic 
was  one  at  which  he  should  not  have  even 
glanced.  For  what  were  the  facts  ?  If 
there  was  one  subject  which  more  than 
another  tended  to  aggravate  the  con- 
duct of  his  Majesty's  Government  in 
I  Ireland  in   relation   to   the   Proteetaot 
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plisb,  were  all  identically  the  same^  and 
these  were  essentially  Roman  Catholic. 
Could  it  be  denied  that  the  operations  of 
this  Roman  Catholic  Association  were 
calculated  at  least  as  much  to  interrupt 
good  government  and  social  order  as  had 
been  the  operation  of  the  Orange  society  ? 
Politicians,  as  well  as  private  individuals, 
were  disposed  to  look  with  a  jaundiced 
eye  upon  the  proceedings  of  others,  and 
with  special  favour  upon  their  own.  They 
could  bring  themselves  to  see  with  exacti- 
tude what  injuries  the  proceedings  of 
others  inflicted  on  themselves,  but  they 
could  not  see  with  an  equal  degree  of 
clearness  what  they  did  to  injure  others. 
What,  he  would  ask,  was  the  nature  and 
tendency  of  this  Association's  proceedings  ? 
For  his  part,  he  did  not  hesitate,  as  a 
lawyer,  to  pronounce  it  illegal ;  and  there 
were  many  other  lawyers  of  his  acquaint- 
ance who  entertained  a  similar  opinion. 
Some  were  strongly  disposed  to  believe 
that  it  came  within  the  scope  of  the  Act 
of  1793,  when  the  old  Catholic  Associa- 
tion was  put  down.  In  the  opinion  of 
many  distinguished  men,  that  Act  was 
merely  an  affirmance  of  the  common  law, 
which  was  hostile  to  every  Association  of 
the  description.  Mr.  Wolfe,  an  eminent 
lawyer  (afterwards  Lord  Kilwarden)  Sir 
Michael  Smith,  another  eminent  lawyer 
(afterwards  Master  of  the  Rolls),  and  Mr. 
Chamberlayne,  upon  whose  opinion  an 
equal  value  was  set  by  his  cotemporaries, 
all  of  whom  were  in  Parliament  at  the 
time,  expressed  this  opinion,  .But  whether 
or  not  the  Association  came  within  the 
law  as  it  stood,  he  considered  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  his  Majesty's  Government  to 
bring  in  an  Act  to  suppress  a  nuisance  of 
this  description.  If  they  were  to  judge  of 
it  by  its  acts,  they  could  consider  it  in  no 
other  light  than  that  of  a  standing  and 
permanent  conspiracy,  leagued  in  open 
hostility  to  the  laws  of  the  land,  as  well  as 
to  the  tights  of  his  Majesty's  Government, 
more  especially  the  clergy  of  Ireland.  This 
was  a  proposition  which  he  (Mr.  Jackson) 
could,  without  difficulty,  demonstrate* 
The  Association  met  from  day  to  day, 
discussed  political  affairs,  prescribed  mea- 
sures, and  was  in  the  constant  habit  of 
overhauling  the  Government  itself;  dic- 
tated the  appointment  of  such  and  such  per- 
sons ;  attacked  the  Chancellor,  and,  with- 
out hesitation,  arraigned  that  high  func- 
tionary at  their  bar,  because  he  was  not 
sufficiently  accommodating  to  appoint  thi^ 


population  of  that  country,  it  was  that 
part  of  their  conduct  which  had  reference 
to  the  Orange  institution.  The  noble 
Lord  had  said  that  the  conduct  of  the 
leaders  of  the  Orange  society  had  covered 
them  with  honour.  This  was  a  sentiment 
from  which  no  one  could  dissent.  Their 
conduct  had  been  honourable  in  the  ex- 
treme and  most  useful  and  beneficial  to 
their  country,  and  the  least  that  they  could 
have  expected  from  the  Government— the 
complaint  against  them  being,  not  that 
they  were  illegal,  but  that  they  hampered 
the  Government,  and  that  it  was  inexpe- 
dient that  they  should  exist — the  least 
they  could  expect  from  the  Government 
was  even-handed  justice — that  that  sedi- 
tious body,  the  National  Association,  that 
imperium  in  imperioy  should  not  be  suf- 
fered to  meet  publicly,  almost  immediately 
after  the  voluntary  dissociation  of  the 
Orange  body,  upon  the  simple  intimation 
that  it  was  the  desire  of  the  Sovereign. 
Under  the  very  eye  of  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  Dublin,  that  new  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Association,  he  would  call  it — it 
was  not,  to  be  sure,  an  exclusively  Roman 
Catholic  Association,  for  there  were  some 
Protestants  in  it,  and  more  shame  for 
them ;  it  was  virtually  the  former  Catholic 
Association  resuscitated.  Was  not  the 
chair  of  the  old  Association  brought  in 
by  the  learned  Gentleman  opposite  in 
triumph  ?  Were  not  the  books  and  papers 
which  had  belonged  to  the  old  body 
brought  into  the  room  in  which  the  meet- 
ings of  the  new  were  held?  He  distinctly 
recollected  that  a  resolution  had  been 
passed  for  bringing  them  in.  But  would 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  have  the 
hardihood  to  deny  that  the  chair  had  been 
brought  in  by  him  to  the  new  Association, 
and  that  it  remained  there  to  the  present 
moment  ?  He  again  would  say,  that  look- 
ing at  the  Gentlemen  who  were  taking  the 
most  active  part  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
General  Association — looking  at  their  pro- 
fessions, their  expressed  opinions,  and 
their  acts,  it  was  virtually  the  old  Roman 
Catholic  Association.  The  mere  name 
was  nothing.  The  same  body,  similarly 
organised,  and  having  similar  purposes, 
had  shifted  its  name  repeatedly.  At  one 
period  it  was  a  Registry  Association ;  at 
another  it  was  an  Association  of  Volun- 
teers ;  but  the  body  of  men  of  whom  all 
those  Associations  consisted,  the  tendency 
of  their  acts,  and  the  objects  which  they 
really  proposed  to  themselves  to  accomii 
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magistrate  or  the  other.    What  more  did 
the  Association  do  ?    It  had  the  audacity 
to  leyy  from  his  Majesty's  subjects  contri- 
butionsy  which,  by  their  extent,  absolutely 
amounted  to  taxation.     But   they  were 
assured  that  these  contributions  were  all 
perfectly  voluntary.    They  all  knew  what 
▼olantary  political  payments  meant  in  Ire- 
land.    And  when  a  levy  was  resorted  to, 
and  its  payment  recommended  to  a  parti- 
cular individual,  they  all  knew  to  what  in- 
convenient  results  a  refusal  woufd  lead 
They  were  not  quite  aware  of  the  precise 
quantum  of  volition  which  accompanied 
those  contributions.     What  were  the  ob- 
jects proposed  by  the  Association— what 
the  destination  of  the  contribution  ?    First, 
a  Municipal  Corporation  Bill  for  Ireland, 
such  as  they  prescribe — ^secondly,  a  Bill, 
not  with  an  appropriation  clause — not  for 
lopping  off  those  redundancies    in    the 
establishment  which  were  alleged  to  be 
unnecessary  for  its  legitimate  purposes — 
but  a  Bill  for  the  total  abolition  of  tithes. 
The  learned  Gentleman  who  had  launched 
this  Association  into  existence  on  the  4th 
July  last — the  father  of  the  Association — 
the  learned  Gentleman  who  might  rather 
be  described  as  the  grandfather  than  as 
the  father  of  that  Association,  for  he  had 
enrolled  his  grandchildren  among  its  mem- 
bers— that  learned  Gentleman  had   told 
them  in  plain  terms  that  he  never  would 
remain  content  so  long  as  the  slightest 
inequality  existed  between  the  members  of 
the  established  and  of  the  other  religious 
persuasions  in  Ireland.  "  Ought  Ireland,*' 
proceeded  in  substance  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman, the  Member  for  Kilkenny,  <'  ought 
Ireland  to  remain  tranquil  whilst   tithes 
continue  to  be  paid  ?     It  ought  not  to  do 
so;  and  it  never  shall,  while  any  indivi- 
dual in  the  shape  of  a  clergyman  receives 
anything  from  any  person  who  differs  from 
him  in  religious  persuasion — until,  in  a 
word,  a  perfectly  voluntary  system  shall 
have  been  established.    Until  this  glori- 
ous system  is  consummated,  I  never  will 
be  tranquil — I  never  will  cease  to  agitate." 
What  more  ?    Tliey  must  have  an  organic 
change  introduced  into  the  constitution  of 
the  House  of  Lords.      They  must  have 
Parliaments  shortened  in  their  duration, 
and  they  cannot  bring  themselves  to  rest 
contented  without  the  concession  of  vote 
by  ballot.     And  yet,  "  Oh  (said  the  noble 
Lord)  pass  this  Corporation  Bill,  and  it 
will  bring  peace  and  tranquillity  to  Ire- 
land*'^     He    (Mr*    Sergeant    Jackson) 


wished  the  noble  Lord  had  given  a  dis- 
tinct answer  to  the  question  which  in  a 
former  evening  had  been  put  with  regard 
to  this  Association,  by  a  learned  Gentle- 
man on  that  side  of  the  House  (Mr.  Ser* 
geant  Goulburn).     The  noble  Lord  had 
taken  time  for  preparation  of  his  answer, 
and  it  now  appeared  that  he  was  not  alto- 
gether disposed  to  differ  from  the  senti- 
ment to  which  another  noble  Lord  had 
given  utterance  in  another  place ;  nor  was 
he  altogether  disposed  to  assent  to  it.     To 
assent  to  it  wholly   might  not  be  con- 
venient.    The  majority  by  which  the  noble 
Lord  was  sustained  in  that  House  might 
be  somewhat  endangered  if  the  noble  Lord 
were  to  express  his  perfect  concurrence. 
The  noble  Lord  approached  the  expression 
of  that  distinguished  Peer  with  gingerly 
caution,  and  took  it  up  as  they  take  up 
the    Bible  in   Ireland-^with   the  tongs. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  *'  if  such  an  Asso- 
ciation     existed     in     Edinburgh,"     he 
''  should    regret  it,"    he    "  should    feel 
concern"     about     it.       Why    that    was 
just  the  language  of  the  Premier  in  the 
House  of  Lords  with  regard  to  the  Asso- 
ciation as  actually    existing  in  Ireland. 
That  noble  Peer  had  lately  said,  "  it  was 
with  great  regret  and  concern  that  he  saw 
the  existence  of  this  Association,  and  he 
decidedly  did  not  think  there  was  sufficient 
ground  for  its  establishment.'*     The  noble 
Lord  had  favoured  the  House  with  a  read« 
ing  from  Hume's  *'  History  of  England," 
he  had  passed  from  the  reign  of  Queen 
Elizabeth  to  the  viceregal  career  of  the 
Duke  of  Bedford,  who  was  an  Irish  Lord- 
Lieutenant  during  the  last  century.     And 
the  noble  Lord  had  then  gone  on  to  say, 
that  the  formation  of  this  Association  in 
Dublin  was  a  very  different  thing  from  the 
establishment  of  one  of  a  similar  kind  in 
Edinburgh.    Granting,  for  a  moment,  that 
all  these  things  afforded  a  sufficient  vindi- 
cation   of   the    Association    existing    in 
Dublin,  how  would  they  serve  to  defend 
the  encouragement,  the  absolute  fostering 
protection,  which  had  been  extended  by 
the  Irish  Government  to  this  Association } 
Of  this  he  would  presently  exhibit  abund- 
ant proof.     Was  the  noble  Lord  serious 
when  he  spoke  in  palliation  of  this  body's 
original  formation?    Did  he  really  con- 
ceive that  by-gone  events  had  afforded 
the  slightest  grounds  for  this  revival  of  the 
Catholic  Association?    For   his  part  he 
could  not  see  how  any  reasoning  man 
could  come  to  such  a  conclusion.     Were 
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they  not  told,  upon  the  concession  of  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation  in  1829,  that  there 
was  at  once  and  for  ever  an  end  to  agita- 
tion ?  Were  they  not  told  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  prelates  that  they  had  formed  the 
determination  to  retire  without  reservation 
from  the  arena  of  politics  ?  Were  they  not, 
moreover,  told  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself^that  he  would  withdraw  himself 
from  political  discussion,  and  fall  back 
upon  the  character  of  a  sober  special 
pleader,  or  of  a  laborious  equity  draugh- 
ter  ?  How,  he  would  ask,  had  those  pro* 
mises  been  fulfilled  ?  Was  not  every  Ro- 
man Catholic  Bishop  in  Ireland  enrolled 
at  the  present  moment  as  a  member  of 
the  Association,  and  had  not  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (the  Member  for 
Kilkenny)  but  just  concluded  a  career  of 
agitation,  which  even  in  his  agitating  life 
was  unparalleled  ?  He  had  stated  the 
objects  for  which  a  large  portion  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  population  of  Ireland  had 
been  laid  under  contribution.  The  first 
of  these  was  the  total  abolition  of  tithes. 
They  must  be  done  away  with  entirely, 
such  was  the  avowed  object  of  the  Asso- 
ciation. How  did  they  set  about  this 
work  ?  Why,  a  portion  of  the  funds  of  the 
Association  had  been  applied  to  the  pur- 
pose  of  enabling  persons  litigiously  dis- 
posed to  resist  the  claims  preferred  of  ne- 
cessity by  the  Irish  clergy  in  the  courts  of 
law  for  the  establishment  of  their  violated 
rights.  Of  those  persons  who  withheld 
payment  of  their  tithes  some  held  out 
under  process  of  contempt,  until  by  the 
operation  of  Sir  Edward  Sugden's  act  they 
were  taken  into  custody  and  brought  up 
to  Dublin,  and  there  defended  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  funds  so  set  apart,  or 
prompted  to  come  forward  in  court,  and 
there  assert  that  they  were  not  rich 
enough  to  defend  themselves.  A  case 
occurred  to  his  recollection  which  would 
satisfactorily  illustrate  the  system.  It 
was  the  ca.^e  of  an  individual  named 
Curboy,  who  made  this  statement  of 
poverty  to  the  court,  and  had  the  matter 
referred  (o  the  Chief  Remembrancer  for 
investigat'on.  He  was  accordingly  exa- 
mined by  Mr.  Acheson  Lyle,  the  second 
remembrancer,  who  entered  fully  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  From  this  in- 
vestigation it  resulted  that  the  man  had 
been  regaled  during  his  residence  in  prison 
with  beef  and  mutton,  in  a  mode  which 
afforded  him  the  utmost  gratification ; 
and,  after  all,  the  fact  transpired^  of  the 


man's  perfect  ability  to  pay.  There  waa 
a  Gentleman  named  Terence  Dolan,  an 
attorney,  and  a  member  of  the  Associa- 
tion, who  had  engaged  to  put  in  answers 
to  all  the  bills  preferred  against  tithe  re- 
cusants. This  he  had  absolutely  done  in 
many  cases  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
defending  parties.  There  was  one  such 
case  which  had  come  under  his  immediate 
observation.  An  individual  was  proceeded 
against  for  an  arrear  of  tithes  claimed  by 
the  dean  and  chapter  of  St.  Finbar's 
church,  in  Cork.  The  matter  was  brought 
into  the  Court  of  Exchequer.  The  de- 
fendant did  not  personally  appear,  but 
came  in  with  a  motion  through  his  at«* 
torney,  Mr.  Coppinger.  An  appearance, 
however,  had  been  previously  entered  by 
Mr.  Dolan,  a  circumstance  of  which  be 
had  obtained  previous  knowledge;  hci 
therefore,  insisted  that  the  defendant  did 
not  possess  a  right  to  make  any  motion 
through  Mr.  Coppinger.  That  gentle* 
man,  who  was  acting  from  the  beginning 
for  the  defendant,  was  quite  astounded  by 
this  announcement;  and  the  fact  was 
elicited  that  Mr.  Dolan  had  acted  without 
in  the  slightest  degree  obtaining  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  party.  The  evident  object  of 
the  practice  which  was  at  present  pursued 
was  to  disable  the  clergy,  to  break  down 
their  efforts  to  collect  the  tithe,  by  making 
the  proceedings  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
so  onerous  to  them,  that  they  must  be 
compelled  to  retire  from  the  6eld,  in 
which  they  struggled  for  their  just  rights. 
The  system  pursued  was  to  enter  an  ap- 
pearance, or  to  put  in  an  answer  in  each 
case,  which  was  a  mere  echo  of  the  bill. 
A  case  had  occurred  within  his  own 
knowledge,  in  which  a  clergyman  could 
not  take  out  a  copy  of  one  of  these 
answers  without  incurring  an  expense  of 
nearly  70/.  To  sustain  this  mischievously 
litigious  system,  it  would  be  necessary  for 
each  injured  clergyman  to  expend  a  large 
fortune.  Such  was  the  system  which  the 
lawyers  of  the  Association  had  put  in 
practice,  and  for  the  maintenance  of  which 
funds  were  supplied  by  this  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Association.  He  said,  therefore, 
that  looking  at  the  Association,  and  judg- 
ing of  it  by  its  acts,  it  did  appear  to  him 
to  be  perfectly  illegal,  and  he  thought  no 
lawyer  could  otherwise  decide,  when  it 
was  manifest  it  promoted  and  fostered  a 
conspiracy  to  deprive  another  of  his  just 
rights.  If  there  were  no  other  test  by 
which  to  judge  of  the  Ai90ciation|  tbil 
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glone  was  sufficient  to  prove  that  it  wat 
illegal;  it  was  a  standing,  permanent  con- 
spiracy against  the  law  of  the  land  and 
the  rights  of  the  subject.  Then  what  had 
they  done  more  in  that  Association  ?  There 
was  an  organisation  throughout  the  coun- 
try. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
proposed  the  appointment  of  ''pacifica- 
tors/' The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  them  under  the  old  system;  under 
the  old  regime  they  were  designated 
churchwardens,  and  they  had  certain 
functions  to  perform  for  the  Catholic  As- 
sociation. Those  persons  were  not  church- 
wardens, such  as  they  in  that  House 
might  understand  them  to  be,  persons  who 
had  anything  to  do  with  churches  or 
chapels  :  no ;  but  they  were  to  attend  to 
the  divers  secular  objects  for  which  the 
prime  mover  appointed  them.  Now, 
however,  instead  of  churchwardens,  they 
were,  forsooth,  designated  '^  pacificators." 
Now,  let  him  remark,  if  there  were  that 
profound  peace  in  Ireland,  if  there  were 
so  much  or  that  boasted  tranquillity,  what 
use  was  there  for  "  pacificators  ?  "  Now, 
what  was  the  use  of  these  pacificators? 
They  were  told  it  was  to  bring  forward 
every  man  who  could  do  so  to  register. 
Another  thing  they  had  to  do  was  to  raise 
a  rent  for  the  Association.  And  he  could 
DOW  tell  some  of  the  fruits  of  their  exer- 
tions at  registration.  He  had  received  a 
letter  since  he  came  to  that  House  (and 
there  was  also  a  Member  of  Parliament  to 
speak  to  the  facts)  as  to  what  was  the 
manner  of  effecting  the  registration  of 
voters  by  these  pacificators.  He  appealed 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan,  who  could 
tell  them  what  was  the  condition  of  his 
county.  There  were  now  armed  parties 
going  through  the  country,  visiting  houses, 
and  examining  the  leases,  to  see  whether 
those  who  held  them  could  register — these 
persona  fired  shots,  and  threatened  de- 
strnction  to  those  who  did  not  go  forward 
and  register.  He  had  other  letters  de- 
scribing the  same  facts,  but  he  felt  he 
should  be  trespassing  to  an  unwarrantable 
length  upon  the  House,  if  he  were  then  to 
read  those  documents.  But  this  he  told 
the  noble  Lord,  that  if  he  would  opiy^. 
favour  him  with  a  Committee  of'mfuiry, 
he  should  undertake,  in  conjunction  with 
his  hon.  and  noble  Friends  who  took  part 
ID  the  meeting  referred  to,  to  prove  every 
one  of  the  allegations  which  were  then 
pot  forward.  But  then  the  noble  Lord, 
foiBOotb^  taunted  them  by  saying,  that 


here  they  had  let  a  whole  week  pass  over, 
and  they  had  not  yet  dared  to  bring  for* 
ward  one  of  the  charges  they  had  made 
elsewhere.  Why,  they  were  not  in  so  great 
a  hurry  as  the  noble  Lord  was  in  bringing 
forward  his  Corporation  Bill.  He  could 
tell  the  noble  Lord  it  was  not  because 
they  were  afraid-^it  was  not  because  they 
were  shrinking — it  was  not  because  they 
had  the  slightest  doubt  of  the  accuracy 
of  the  charges  they  had  made.  He  could 
tell  the  noble  Lord,  that  there  would  be 
laid  on  the  table  of  that  House  a  petition 
as  respectably  and  as  numerously  signed 
as  any  petition  that  had  ever  been  pre- 
sented to  them.  There  would,  too,  be 
laid  on  the  table  of  the  other  House  a  pe- 
tition as  numerously  and  as  respectably 
signed  as  any  petition  ever  yet  presented 
to  that  House;  and  both  these  petitions 
would  be  found  to  complain  distinctly  of 
his  Majesty's  Government  in  Ireland,  and 
they  would  also  be  prepared  to  prove  every 
allegation  that  they  made.  The  noble  Lord 
knew  pretty  well  the  difficulty  of  getting 
up  petitions  respectably  signed.  This  could 
not  be  done  immediately  when  petitions 
were  agreed  to  in  Dublin,  and  signatures 
were  to  come  from  different  parts.  These 
signatures  would  to  a  very  great  number 
be  affixed  to  these  petitions.  They  would 
have  them  in  a  short  period  of  time,  and 
perhaps  a  little  sooner  than  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  glad  to  see  them.  With  respect 
to  the  Catholic  Association,  he  considered 
that  upon  that  subject  the  noble  Lord  had 
come  to  a  very  <*  lame  and  impotent  con- 
clusion.'* It  was  not  in  a  negative  way 
that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  to  be 
chargeable  as  encouraging  it.  He  charged 
them  in  the  most  positive  manner,  he  as- 
serted distinctly,  in  giving  to  that  Associa- 
tion their  approbation  and  support.  This 
appeared  by  the  transferring  of  an  hoa« 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  the  table  of  the 
Viceroy.  It  appeared  to  be  a  matter  of 
course.  At  the  same  time  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  need  not  cheer — he  would 
undertake  to  say,  that  if  any  noble  Lord 
or  hon.  Gentleman  in  office  at  a  former 
period  had  invited  from  an  Orange  lodge 
persons  to  dine,  a  general  outcry  would 
have  been  raised  against  them.  He  would 
now  come  to  a  much  more  grave  matter. 
He  asked  the  noble  Lord  opposite  was  it 
not  the  fact,  that  a  learned  friend  of  his, 
who  was  a  member  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation, had,  within  a  few  days,  received  a 
high  legal  appointment  ?  The  individual 
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to  whom  he  alluded  was  one  he  knew  well, 
and  of  whom  he  could  not  personally 
permit  himself  for  a  moment  to  speak  in 
terms  which  might  be  interpreted  as  dero- 
gatory. That  individual  was  a  Roman 
Catholic  barrister,  eminent  in  his  legale 
and  highly  respected  in  his  private,  cha- 
racter— sincere  too,  he  firmly  believed,  as 
he  was  firm  in  the  profession  of  his  re- 
ligious opinions.  The  individual  to  whom 
he  alluded  was  Mr.  Pigott,  and  Mr.  Pigott 
was  a  member  of  the  National  Association. 
Would  the  noble  Lord  opposite  allow  him 
to  ask  whether  or  not  Mr.  Pigott  had  re- 
cently been  appointed  to  the  office  of  legal 
adviser  to  the  Executive  in  the  Castle  of 
Dublin  ? 

y'lscouni  Morpeth :  I  will  give  the  hon. 
and  learned  Sergeant's  question  an  imme- 
diate answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
appointment  has  yet  actually  taken  place ; 
but  it  is  certainly  intended. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  would  not  hesi- 
tate to  say,  that  though  he  respected  the 
individual  in  his  private  character,  though 
he  was  a  gentleman  of  high  station  in  his 
profession,  he  would  say,  with  the  very 
greatest  respect  towards  that  individual, 
that  it  was  utterly  unbecoming — he  was 
going  to  say  indecent — but  it  was  an  im- 
proper, a  most  improper,  proceeding  on 
the  part  of  his  Majesty's  Government  in 
Ireland  to  appoint  a  member  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Association  to  an  office  of  this 
sort.  He  begged  pardon  of  the  House  for 
trespassing  on  their  attention.  He  would 
ask  what  was  the  nature  of  this  situation 
to  which  Mr.  Pigott  had  been  appointed  ? 
Was  it  not  perfectly  well  known  that  it 
was  the  most  important  office  connected 
with  the  Irish  executive  government?  It 
was  one  of  the  most  important  offices 
connected  with  the  administration  of  the 
law,  and  with  the  peace  of  the  country. 
It  was  the  department  through  which  the 
entire  correspondence  with  the  magistracy 
of  Ireland  passed.  It  was  through  the 
law  adviser's  office  that  every  question 
passed  that  arose  in  Ireland.  He  was  the 
individual  whose  opinion  was  taken  upon 
the  communications  of  the  magistracy  of 
the  country,  of  the  constabulary,  and  the 
police,  as  to  the  vajviiss  diSenfties  that 
might  arise  in  tbtfBXecution  of  their  duties. 
If  a  collision  took  place  in  the  assertion 
of  a  tithe  claim — if  a  call  were  mad^r-^^ 
the  intervention  of  the  constabij^^^fylTif'a 
call  were  made  for  the-Tnilitary,  he  was 
the  person  to  be  consulted  as  to  the  pro- 1 


priety  of  the  interference  of  either  the 
police  or  the  military.  Yes,  they  must 
consult  this  very  individual,  and  he  would 
ask  the  noble  Lord,  particularly  when  he 
recollected  that  there  should  be  a  perfect 
coincidence  of  opinion  between  Lord  Mul- 
grave  and  Lord  Morpeth,  and  the  At- 
torney-General and  the  Solicitor-General, 
and  lastly,  the  law  adviser  of  the  Crown 
— there  should  be  a  perfect  coincidence  of 
opinion — did  the  noble  Lord  think  that 
Lord  Mulgrave  was  of  opinion  that  it  was 
right  and  proper  to  obstruct  the  King's 
subjects,  even  though  they  were  Protestant 
clergymen,  in  the  recovery  of  their  rights? 
Did  the  noble  Lord  think  that  Lord  Mul- 
grave was  of  opinion  that  it  was  right 
and  proper  to  establish  a  fund  for  the 
purpose  of  rendering  litigation  vexatious 
and  intolerable  to  those  who  maintained 
their  legal  claims  ?  Did  the  noble  Lord 
himself  concur  in  this  opinion?  He 
thought  he  had  a  right  to  say  that 
these  were  the  opinions  of  the  learned 
gentleman  who  would  be  found  to  be  the 
law  adviser  of  the  Government  in  all 
these  cases.  That  gentleman  had  sub- 
scribed to  the  fund  that  went  to  the  relief 
of  Reilly,who  was  imprisoned  for  resisting 
the  claims  of  the  clergy.  Yes,  that  learned 
gentleman  had  subscribed  to  the  fund 
which  was  raised  to  support  expensive 
proceedings  in  the  courts  of  law  against 
the  just  claims  of  the  Protestant  clergy; 
and  he  would  ask  was  it  decent  that  this 
person  should  be  selected  from  the  Roman 
Catholic  Association?  was  it,  he  would 
repeat,  commonly  decent  that  such  a  man 
should  be  selected  ?  Did  the  noble  Lord 
think  that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  were 
fools,  or  that  they  could  imagine  that  they 
would  have  justice  administered  ?  Did  he 
think  they  would  imagine  or  expect  jus- 
tice when  the  very  partisan  who  bad  com- 
bined to  resist  the  legal  claims  of  the 
church  was  de  facto  the  most  responsible 
minister  of  the  Crown  ?  And  now  how 
was  he  appointed?  Many  persons  would 
recollect,  when  an  attack  was  made  on  the 
learned  gentleman  (Mr.  Pigott),  the  late 
Member  for  Dublin  coming  to  the  Asso- 
ciation primed  and  loaded  with  the  vindi- 
''.^^ioiL.of  the  learned  gentleman's  cha- 
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ract^  whom  he  pronounced  to  be  the 
ip^st  useful,  laborious,  and  efficient  mem- 
ber^  of  the  Association— he  was  the  very 
pgf^on  that  enabled  the  Association  to 
carr^  on  successfully  their  system  of  war- 
fgfg  Y^gainst  the  just  rights  of  the  clerj;y. 
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The  Government  had  selected    for  this 
place  this  very  nseful  character — this  very 
busy  and  useuil  Member  of  the   Associa- 
tion.    But  was  the  vacancy  caused  by  the 
ordinary  course  of  proceedings  P     Did  not 
the  Government  go  out  of  the  ordinary 
course  for  the  very  purpose  of  appointing 
this  very  Gentleman  ?     Let  not  the  noble 
Lord  suppose  that  he  was  a  candidate  for 
the  office.     The  world  and  its  contents 
would  not  bribe  him  to  take  part  in  the 
administration  of  the  affairs    of    Ireland 
under  the  present  Government.  He  assured 
the  House  he  had  not  the  least  desire  that 
way.     But  there  was  a  first  sergeant — he 
was  only  the  second — there  was  the  first 
sergeant,  a  gentleman  who  had  never  been 
embroiled  in  politics,  who    was   of   the 
utmost  eminence — he  meant  Mr.  Richard 
Wilson  Greene.     There  was  not  a  better 
lawyer,  or  a  man  of  more  unexceptionable 
character — he  had  kept  aloof  from  poli- 
tics and  had  never  been  in   Parliament. 
This  man  was  passed  over.     There  was 
then  the  third  sergeant,  on  whom  that  rank 
had  been  bestowed  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment— he  meant  Mr.  Sergeant  Ball. 
He  was  naturally  the  person  who  might 
expect  promotion,  and  if  Mr.  Greene  were 
passed  over,  Mr.  Ball,  who  was  appointed 
sergeant  by  the  present  Government,  was 
naturally  the  person  who  should  be  called 
to    fill    the    office    of  Solicitor-General. 
Than  Mr.  Ball  no  man  was  more  eminent 
in  his  profession ;  he  was  of  the  first  rank, 
and  of  most  unexceptionable  character. 
He  had  never  heard  an  allegation  against 
him.     He  was  likewise  a  Roman  Catholic, 
so  that  there  could  be  no  objection  to  him 
on  that  ground.     He  would  say  solemnly 
and  sincerely,  '*  God  forbid  that  a  Roman 
Catholic  who  was  fit  for  the  office,  and 
who  was  of  a  respectable  character,  should 
not  be  appointed  to  the  office  just  as  soon 
as  a  Protestant."  But  he  would  again  ask 
what  was  the  ordinary  course  of  promo- 
tion?    He    referred  the  question  to  the 
Solicitor>General ;  but  the  fact  here  was 
that  Mr.  Ball  was  passed  over,  and  Mr. 
Maziere  Brady,  a  gentleman,  he  would 
undertake  to  say,  who  had  never  addressed 
a  jury  as  a  leading  counsel,  was  made 
Soiicitor-General.      And    why  was    Mr. 
Brady  passed  over  the  heads  of  all  the 
bar  ?    It  was  to  make  this  vacancy  for  this 
member  of  the  Roman   Catholic  Asso- 
ciation.    Was  this  all  ?     Did  the  appoint- 
ment stop  here  ?     He  would  again  ask  the 
Qoble  Lofd  h^A  be  not  caused  the  com- 


mission of  the  peace  to  be  issued  to  mem* 
hers,  and  prominent  members  of  the  Asso- 
ciation ?  They  were  told  last  Session  what 
he    supposed    was    now  forgotten,   that 
nothing  of  influence,  no  political    views, 
should  interfere   with  any   appointment; 
that  everything  should  be  perfectly  impar- 
tial. The  impartiality,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
was  all  on  one  side ;  it  was  a  sort  of  Irish 
impartiality.     No  Orangeman  was  to  be 
appointed ;  there  was  a  special  clause  dis- 
qualifying any   person    belonging  to    an 
Orange  society.     Was  it  no  objection  to  a 
man  that  he  belonged  to  this  illegal  Asso- 
ciation?    It  appeared  not,  for  they  had 
magistrates  appointed  from  the  Associa- 
tion. A  gentleman  of  the  name  of  Cassidy 
had  been  appointed,  and  this  against  the 
remonstrance  of  the  noble  Lord  who  was 
the    Lord-Lieutenant    of  the  county    in 
which  the  appointment  was  made.     And 
why  was  this  ?  Mr.  Cassidy  was  a  leading 
agitator.     Mr.  Cassidy  had  resisted  the 
payment  of  his  dues  to  the  clergy ;  he  had 
been  absolutely  convicted  of  resisting  the 
officers  who  went  to  levy  those  dues.    The 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  the  Queen's  County 
was  aware  of  these  facts.  A  more  amiable 
and  excellent  man  never  adorned  society 
than  Lord  de  Vesey — there  was  not  a  more 
honourable,  enlightened,  and  liberal  man. 
Lord  de  Vesey  was  called  upon  to  make 
this  appointment;  he  was  applied  to  by 
the  liberal  club  of  the  county,  forsooth, 
but  he  refused  to  make  the  appointment. 
From  other    and    higher  quarters    more 
pressing  influence  was  used  to  procure  the 
appointment,  but  the  Lord-Lieutenant  still 
declined   to  recommend  Mr.  Cassidy ;  he 
stated  distinctly  his  reasons  for  so  doing — 
namely,  that  he  did  not  consider  him  a 
fit  and  proper  person  to  be  appointed ;  that 
he  was  likely  to  disturb  the  peace  of  the 
country ;  and  that  he  had  been  convicted 
of  resistance  to  the  claims  of  the  clergy. 
He  (Mr.  Jackson)  would  ask  if  this  were 
a  man  to  be  put  on  the  bench  to  administer 
justice  in  cases  of  this  description  ?    Yet 
the  opportunity  was  seized   the  moment 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  left  for  some  tempo- 
rary object ;  that  moment  was  seized  by 
the   Irish   executive,  and  this  man  was 
appointed  to  the  magistracy.     He  would 
now  ask  whether  the  noble  Lord  thought 
that  he  would  be  able  to  support  his  Bill  of 
indictment  against  the  Government?    He 
would  undertake  to  show,  as  distinctly  as 
any  case  was  ever  proved,  the  abuse  of  the 
patronage  and  prerogative  of  the  Crown, 
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But  what  had  been  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Cassidy?  In  triumph  he  went  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  Association;  this  man, 
who  had  resisted  the  payment  of  his  dues 
—who  had  attended  tithe  meetingrs— who 
had  been  convicted  of  resisting  the  just 
claims  of  the  clergy — he  went  to  the  Asso- 
ciation, put  his  hand  in  his  pocket,  drew 
forth  the  whole  of  his  arrears  of  tithe,  and 
presented  them  eo  nomine  to  tlie  Asso- 
ciation. He  would  ask  the  gentlemen  of 
England  was  this  fair? — was  it  just  ? — was 
it  impartiality? — was  it  even-handed  jus- 
tice to  Ireland?  Justice  to  Ireland!  it 
was  a  mere  outcry,  to  swell  the  power  of 
one  individual.  Oh !  that  they  could 
enforce  justice  to  Ireland  !  They  called 
for  the  reformation  of  corporations.  He 
wished  they  could  reform  one  corporation 
that  existed  in  Ireland — he  meant  the 
Roman  Catholic  hierarchy.  It  was  not  a 
municipal  corporation,  but  it  was  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  a  perpetual  succes- 
sion, independent,  and  under  self-control, 
and  it  would  never  rest — they  would  find 
that  it  would  never  rest  satisfied— till  it 
had  pulled  down  the  English  church  in 
Ireland,  building  their  own  on  its  ruins, 
and  abolishing  the  church  altogether  on  that 
side  of  the  channel.  The  hon .  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.C.Buller)might  laugh,  but 
he  could  tell  the  House  that  persons  con- 
nected with  that  body  entertained  notions 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  would 
be  the  established  religion  in  this  country 
as  well  as  in  Ireland.  This  opinion  had 
been  preached  by  the  head  of  a  Jesuit 
College  in  Ireland — namely,  that  ere  many 
years  had  elapsed  the  Roman  Catholic  re- 
ligion would  be  established  in  England. 
Any  man  who  looked  into  history  would 
see  that  it  had  been  the  policy,  the  aim, 
and  the  object  of  that  body,  from  time 
immemorial,  to  set  up  their  own  church, 
and  to  pull  down  other  churches.  But  he 
begged  leave  to  ask,  did  the  matter  stop 
there  ?  Was  it  only  the  magistrates  of  the 
rural  districts  that  were  assailed?  He 
would  ask,  had  not  a  gentleman  of  the 
name  of  Tighe  been  appointed  to  the  place 
of  assistant  barrister?  Would  the  noble 
Lord  do  him  the  favour  to  answer  this 
question  ? 

Viscount  Morpeth :  No  such  place  has 
become  vacant  since  I  left  Ireland,  and 
consequently  no  such  appointment  can 
have  taken  place. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  would  not  make 
a  further  observation  on  this  case.    Being 


on  this  side  of  the  water,  he  could  only 
avail  himself  of  the  same  means  of  com- 
munication which  were  open  to  the  noble 
Lord ;  he  had  no  other  mode  than  letters 
and  newspapers;  these  were  the  only 
sources  of  his  information,  and  from  those 
he  learned  that  Mr.  French  had  retired, 
and  Mr.  Tighe  had  been  appointed.  He 
now  begged  leave  to  come  to  another  and 
more  important  matter.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell)  said  that  a  miserable 
monopolising  minority  made  all  these  false 
charges  against  the  Government.  They 
had  charged  his  Majesty's  Government 
with  an  abuse  of  the  privilege  of  mercy. 
He  pledged  himself  to  establish  the  charge. 
He  would  not  say  that  he  would  establish 
it  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  noble  Lord ; 
but  he  would  establish  it  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  every  man  there,  except  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  who  were  parties  in- 
terested in  the  issue.  In  the  first  place  he 
begged  leave  to  observe,  as  a  preliminary, 
that  no  one  thing  did  Ireland  require  more 
at  this  time,  and  indeed  as  long  as  he  re* 
membered,  than  obedience  to  the  law  of 
the  land,  and  respect  for  those  who  admi- 
nistered it.  There  had  been  a  custom  as 
regarded  the  judges  in  Ireland,  an  old 
and  established  usage,  which,  if  departed 
from,  would  render  the  administration  of 
the  law  uncertain,  would  take  away  all 
confidence,  and  place  in  jeopardy  the  fives, 
liberties,  and  properties  of  the  loyal  and 
peaceful  subjects  of  the  Crown.  First  of 
all,  then,  he  would  ask  how  were  the 
judges  of  the  country  treated  ?  He  had 
heard  them  in  that  House  assailed  in  a  most 
indecorous,  he  was  going  to  say  indecent, 
manner.  He  had  heard  them  arraigned 
— men  of  the  utmost  eminence,  and  who 
were  entitled  to  rank  with  the  judges  of 
any  law  or  of  any  country — ^he  had  heard 
them  arraigned  because  they  had  done 
their  duty,  by  giving  effect  to  the  process 
of  the  courts.  They  had  been  called  poli- 
tical partisans,  and  these  charges  were 
made  by  officers  of  the  Crown ;  and  he 
had  heard,  and  he  had  seen  with  asto- 
nishment, the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
seated  and  hearing  patiently,  without  one 
of  them  getting  up  to  vindicate  the  judges 
of  the  land,  and  to  shield  them  from  attack 
in  their  absence.  Some  of  them  even 
went  so  far  as  to  join  in  the  attack.  He 
would  ask,  could  those  who  heard  and 
read  such  addresses  entertain  a  proper  re- 
spect for  the  administrators  of  the  law,  or 
for  the  law  itself?    He  would  give  one  or 
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two  out  of  a  great  number  of  instances, 
with  all  of  which  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary to  trouble  the  House.  One  of  them 
was  the  case  of  a  riot  of  a  very  formidable 
description,  in  which  Roman  Catholics 
and  Protestants  were  both  -engaged,  the 
Roman  Catholic  party  being  the  aggressors. 
He  did  not  say  of ''course."  He  was  stating 
the  facts  of  the  case,  and  he  would  prove 
the  facts  as  he  stated  them.  ^  He  had  the 
highest  authority  for  them,  and  he  pledged 
himself  to  prove  them.  The  Roman  Ca- 
tholics were  the  aggressors;  an  indict- 
ment was  preferred,  and  a  cross  indict- 
ment, so  that  both  parties  were  indicted ; 
they  were  indicted  for  riot,  for  an  aggra- 
vated assault,  and  for  a  common  assault. 
The  case  went  (o  the  jury,  and  they  con- 
victed the  Roman  Catholics  of  riot  and 
aggravated  assaultj  and  convicted  the  Pro- 
testants of  a  common  assault,  and  that, 
too,  of  a  very  mitigated  nature.  The 
judge,  who  was  the  Chief  Baron,  sen- 
tenced the  Protestants  to  three  months' 
imprisonment,  and  the  Roman  Catholics 
to  six  months'  imprisonment.  It  had  been 
an  established  rule  that  in  all  cases  the 
opinions  of  the  judges  should  be  asked 
before  the  executive  exercised  the  prero- 
gative of  mercy.  There  was  an  established 
form,  which  would  be  found  lithographed 
in  the  Chief  Secretary's  office.  Was  any 
inquiry  made  in  this  case  of  the  Chief 
Baron  ?  or  was  he  asked  to  report  the 
nature  of  the  evidence  on  which  they  were 
convicted,  or  the  relative  guilt  of  the  par- 
ties? No  such  thing.  He  thought  that 
an  English  House  of  Commons  would  be 
astonished  when  he  told  them  that  the 
first  intimation  that  the  learned  and  emi- 
nent Judge  had  of  the  sentence  being 
dispensed  with,  was  from  the  publication 
of  a  newspaper.  He  then  saw  a  letter 
written  by  the  lady  of  Lord  Mulgrave  to 
the  wife  of  one  of  the  party,  stating  that 
'<  she  had  conferred  with  Lord  Mulgrave, 
and  that  he  was  of  opinion  that  as  the 
guilt  was  the  same,  so  ought  the  punish- 
ment to  be ;"  and  his  Lordship  had,  there- 
fore, directed  that  when  the  Protestants 
were  discharged,  the  Roman  Catholics 
should  be  discliarged  at  the  same  time. 
Did  the  noble  Lord  opposite  mean  to  con- 
tradict this  statement  ?  Would  any  Gen- 
tleman competent  to  contradict  it  do  so  ? 
Would  any  Member  of  the  Government  say 
that  this  was  not  the  fact  ?  If  any  one  did 
he  would  join  issue,  and  tell  him  that  he 
eooid  proY«  the  fact.    (Lord  Morptth ; 


It  occurred  last  year.]  Last  year? 
What  did  the  noble  Lord  mean  by  saying 
it  occurred  last  year?  Was  it  according 
to  the  noble  Lord's  rule  of  reasoning  that 
a  thing  wrong  in  itself  became  right  be- 
cause it  was  done  last  year?  He  had 
another  instance  which  came  from  another 
tribunal.  It  was  a  matter  that  took  placo 
at  an  election  for  Newry,  where  an  elector 
was  kidnapped,  and  prevented  from  exer- 
cising the  elective  franchise.  He  was 
made  drunk,  and  before  he  could  recover 
his  senses  he  was  conveyed  ten  miles  out 
of  town ;  he  was  detained  for  a  week, 
being  conveyed  from  one  barn  to  another, 
having  a  sentry  of  five  men  over  him  by 
day  and  three  by  night.  His  wife  and 
family  were  distracted,  they  looked  for  him 
every  where,  an  indictment  was  preferred 
against  some  of  the  kidnapping  party  for 
assault  and  false  imprisonment,  the  most 
satisfactory  conviction  took  place,  there 
was  not  even  an  attempt  to  deny  the  facts, 
they  were  admitted  by  the  party,  and  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  passed  sentence 
of  eight  months'  imprisonment.  What 
was  done  then  ?  Was  the  learned  bar- 
rister called  upon  to  report  the  facts  of 
the  case  ?  He  never  heard  a  word  on  the 
subject  until  he  found  that  the  prisoners 
had  been  discharged.  He  could  multiply 
similar  instances  as  long  as  he  pleased, 
but  he  would  then  proceed  to  another 
class  of  cases  the  most  monstrous  that  he 
had  ever  heard  in  the  course  of  his  life. 
Lord  Mulgrave,  as  was  well  known,  set 
out  on  a  tour;  what  the  object  was  he 
did  not  know — probably  popularity.  He 
knocked  open  ail  the  prison  doors;  he 
went  to  a  great  number  of  the  counties  of 
Ireland,  and  discharged  the  prisoners  ac- 
cording to  the  extent  of  the  county  or  the 
number  of  the  inhabitants.  He  did  this 
without  any  references  to  the  judges,  and 
without  asking  in  a  single  instance  what 
were  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  No ; 
without  any  such  ceremony  he  opened  the 
prison  doors,  and  discharged  their  con- 
tents on  the  community.  In  Sligo  he 
discharged  twenty-five  prisoners,  and  in 
Cavan  he  discharged  fourteen.  Amongst 
these  some  had  been  convicted  of  firing  at 
the  revenue  officer;  this  was  a  trifling 
thing  in  Ireland — in  these  particularly 
peaceful  times  it  was  a  mere  trifle.  There 
was  amongst  these  also  the  case  of 
a  man  of  the  name  of  Jones,  who  had 
been  convicted  of  an  assault  with  intent 

i  to  commit  violence ;   be,  too,  wai  dii« 
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charged  with  the  rest.  He  could  assure 
the  House  that  these  persons  were  dis- 
charged without  the  formality  of  asking 
the  judges  whether  they  were  fit  and 
proper  objects  of  mercy.  In  the  county 
of  Donegal  ten  were  discharged ;  but  this 
was  done  by  the  order  of  the  Lord- Lieu- 
tenant, as  conveyed  in  a  letter  from  his 
private  secretary.  This  letter  was  ad- 
dressed to  the  governor  of  the  gaol. 
[Viscount  Morpeth :  I  believe  that  is  not 
the  case.]  He  could  assure  the  noble 
Lord  that  if  he  inquired  into  it  he  would 
find  it  was  the  case — he  would  find  the 
letter  signed  **  C.  Yor]ce/'  and  dated 
''28th  August,  1836/'  amongst  the  papers 
in  his  office.  He  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  was  this  a  proper  way  to  administer 
the  justice  of  the  country  ?  Was  this  the 
way  to  ensure  the  confidence  of  the  coun- 
try in  the  administration  of  the  law  ?  Did 
the  noble  Lord  consider  that^  in  every 
case  of  this  nature,  the  people  would  re- 
flect, and  argue  thus — "  The  judges  who 
tried  these  cases  are  exceedingly  unjust; 
they  inflicted  sentences  far  beyond  what 
they  ought  to  have  inflicted,  but  this  most 
wise  and  excellent  Viceroy  is  determined 
to  see  justice  done  to  the  people/'  Was, 
he  would  ask,  the  solemn  adjudication  of 
the  country  to  be  treated  in  this  way — was 
it  to  be  dispensed  with  and  set  aside  by 
the  ore  tenus  direction  of  Lord  Mulgrave 
— was  this  the  way  to  ensure  respect  for 
the  judges — was  this  the  way  to  enforce 
protection  for  the  lives,  and  liberties,  and 
properties  of  the  King's  loyal  and  peaceful 
subjects  ?  He  could  give  the  noble  Lord 
a  long  list  of  counties  where  a  similar 
course  had  been  pursued.  He  himself 
could  prove  many  of  the  facts  he  had 
stated,  and  he  would  beg  of  his  Friends  to 
come  forward  and  state  those  facts  that 
came  within  their  knowledge,  and  to  aid 
him  in  preparing  his  bill  of  indictment 
against  the  Irish  executive  Government 
for  their  conduct.  Was  it  anything  out- 
rageous for  the  Protestant  and  loyal  por- 
tion of  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland  to  meet 
and  respectfully  call  the  attention  of  his 
Majesty  to  proceedings  which  they  consi- 
dered a  breach  of  the  law,  and  endan- 
gering the  safety  and  independence  of  his 
Majesty's  subjects  ?  Such  had  the  Pro- 
testants of  Ireland  done,  and  for  so  doing 
they  were  met  by  a  protest  signed  by  cer- 
tain absentee  Peers,  denouncing  their 
proceeding^.  Whether  this  protest  was 
signed  by  the  parties  whose  names  were 


attached  to  it  was  perhaps  a  matter  of 
doubt.  He  did  not  know  whether  they 
had  or  had  not  signed  it — he  was  willing 
to  take  it  either  way,  he  was  willing  to 
admit,  that  this  document  had  been  signed 
as  it  pretended  to  be,  and  then  he  would 
say  to  those  noble  Peers,  with  all  due 
respect  for  their  titles  and  their  station  in 
society,  that  he  never  knew  a  more  un- 
justifiable proceeding  than  that  with  which 
they  had  mixed  themselves  up.  Were 
not  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  entitled  to 
make  themselves  heard  by  petition,  or  by 
any  other  constitutional  manner,  as  freely 
as  any  other  class  of  his  Majesty's  sub- 
jects? The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  O'Connell)  was  very  much 
mistaken  if  he  supposed  that  he  would  be 
deterred  by  anything  the  hon.  Member 
could  do  or  say,  or  any  demeanour  he  might 
take  upon  himself  to  assume,  either  in  that 
House  or  elsewhere,  from  making  any 
statement  which  he  might  think  proper. 
Was  not  the  legislative  Government  of 
this  country  one  of  King  and  Parliament, 
consisting  of  Lords  and  Commons?  And 
yet  these  noble  Lords  who  signed  this 
protest  stood  by  and  looked  on  at  an  As* 
sociation  rearing  itself  up  into  authoritative 
position,  asserting  this  must  not  be,  and 
we  must  have  that,  and  sowing  the  seeds 
of  misrule  and  rebellion  in  the  country, 
and  never  objected  to  it,  never  said,  '*  we 
must  not  have  this ;  this  is  going  too  far." 
But  when  the  Protestants  met  to  set  forth 
their  complaints  in  a  strictly  legal  and 
peaceable  manner  there  was  a  cry  set  up 
amongst  them  all  that  it  was  a  most  dan- 
gerous meeting.  He  could  tell  these  noble 
Lords  that  they  had  better  look  sharp  after 
their  acres  in  Ireland — he  would  tell  the 
Duke  of  Devonshire  and  Earl  Fitzwilliam 
to  take  care  lest,  before  two  years  had 
gone  over  their  heads,  their  estates  might 
be  proclaimed.  If  they  looked  into  past 
history  they  might  find  a  series  of  events 
identically  similar  with  those  now  passing 
before  us ;  let  them  turn  to  the  days  of 
James  the  Second  and  they  could  find  an 
alarming  parallel  to  present  times.  The 
only  difference  was,  that  in  those  days  it 
was  the  vote  of  a  Tyrconnel  and  a  Fitton, 
and  now  that  of  an  O'Connell  and  a 
Woulfe.  It  was  part  of  the  language  held 
by  religious  men,  by  priests,  by  Teamed 
men,  at  the  new  Association,  that  the 
estates  of  the  Protestants  had  been  pur- 
chased by  blood,  and  the  terms  in  which 
those  Protestants  themselves  were  libeUed 
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there  were  of  the  very  lowest  description. 
One  noble  Lord,  than  whom  no  one  was 
more  highly  or  more  justly  respected, 
whom  it  was  impossible  to  look  on  and  not 
know  him  to  be  a  nobleman,  who  had  been 
present  at  the  late  meeting,  was  met  in  a 
strain  of  the  lowest  drivelry.  He  alluded 
to  Lord  Abercorn,  and  this  was  the  lan- 
guage used  with  regard  to  him  : — **  Sacri- 
lege and  perjury  were  the  foundation  of 
his  Scottish  estates,  and  his  Irish  ones, 
like  almost  all  the  rest,  were  the  conse- 
quence of  plunder,  robbery,  and  blood- 
shed/' Perfectly  true  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says.  Pray  has  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  any  estates  in  Ireland,  and 
are  they,  like  the  rest,  the  consequence  of 
plunder,  robbery,  and  bloodshed  ?  But 
was  this  the  way  a  serious  subject  of  this 
kind  should  be  treated  ?  He  repeated, 
that  the  events  now  passing  in  Ireland 
should  be  a  solemn  warning  to  all  the 
landowners  of  Ireland  to  take  heed  to  their 
tithes.  If  things  went  on  as  they  now  did, 
two  years  would  not  be  over  their  heads 
before  they  were  called  in  question.  Look 
to  the  history  of  the  last  few  years.  When 
the  question  of  the  Repeal  of  the  Union 
was  first  started,  the  man  who  stood  up  to 
advocate  it  would  have  been  called  a 
madman.  When  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (the  Member  for  Kilkenny) 
started  this  project  for  agitating  and  filling 
pockets,  he  did  not  succeed  in  getting  a 
second  man  in  Ireland  to  support  him  in 
it.  Now  the  case  was  changed ;  look  at 
his  goodly  host  of  supporters  in  the  Na- 
tional Association.  The  noble  Lord  told 
them  that  the  only  argument  against  ex- 
tending the  principles  of  municipal  reform 
to  Ireland,  as  they  had  been  to  England 
and  Scotland,  was  that  England  was  in- 
habited by  Englishmen,  Scotland  by 
Scotchmen,  and  Ireland  by  Irishmen.  He 
should  like  to  know  where  the  noble  Lord 
had  heard  that  argument  used.  He  was 
aware  that  a  great  stress  had  been  laid 
upon  certain  expressions  attributed  to  a 
noble  individual  in  another  place,  and 
distorted  for  the  purpose,  in  which  some- 
thing about  "  aliens"  was  said.  It  was  a 
great  pity,  certainly,  that  they  should  be 
deprived  of  this  valuable  stock  in  trade, 
which  had  been  the  subject  of  so  many 
brilliant  harangues.  *'  Torrents  of  blood 
should  fiow,"  said  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,'' to  atone  for  this  insult."  ''  He 
would  rather  see  the  rivers  of  his  country 
stream  with  blood  than  that  this  stain 
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should  not  be  wiped  out."  Now,  who  was 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
spoke  thus,  and  what  had  he  said  about 
Englishmen  ?  What  language  had  he  used 
towards  the  liberal  and  enlightened  gentry 
of  England  ?  He  had  called  them  "  Sas- 
senachs,"  which,  being  interpreted  into 
the  vulgar  tongue,  meant  Englishmen, 
Saxons,  or  strangers.  He  had  called  them 
*'  foreigners,  enemies."  He  would,  if  it 
was  not  trespassing  too  much  upon  their 
patience,  edify  the  House  with  a  few  spe- 
cimens from  a  letter,  one  of  a  series,  the 
whole  of  which  were  worth  attentive 
perusal,  dated  from  Derrynane-abbey.  It 
began  with  a  beautiful  piece  of  poetry ; 
it  then  went  on  to  say,  that  the  union  htid 
done  nothing  for  Ireland ;  and  then  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  addressed 
himself  solemnly  to  the.  Protestants  of 
Ireland.  [Mr.  O'Connell:  What  is  the 
date  of  the  letter?]  The  date  was,  "  Der- 
rynane-abbey,  September  27, 1830."  Well, 
were  the  English  people  so  changed  since 
1830  ?  It  seemed  that  these  former  Sas* 
senachs  and  strangers  were  a  very  good 
sort  of  people  now ;  they  were  all  going 
on  the  right  way.  All  he  could  say  was, 
that  he  hoped  they  would  not  go  on  so 
long.  He  would  now  read  the  opening 
passage  of  this  letter.  It  began  to  the 
following  effect : — "  Now,  youths  of  Ire- 
land, listen.  Protestant  young  gentlemen 
from  the  walls  of  Trinity  College,  you  call 
yourselves  Irishmen.  Does  the  love  of 
your  country,  does  the  patriotic  fire  warm 
your  bosoms — be  ye  indeed  Irishmen,  or 
be  your  feelings  those  of  the  stranger  and 
the  foe  to  liberty  ?  Born  during  the  con- 
flict between  prejudice  and  enlightened 
freedom,  have  you  recovered  from  those 
prejudices  ?"  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman then  addressed  himself  to  the  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland,  but  in  what  a  different 
strain,  in  what  a  different  view  had  he 
placed  them.  "  Catholic  youths  of  Ire- 
land," he  said,  ''  who  view  this  land  as 
the  country  of  your  birth  and  your  inhe- 
ritance," &c.  The  Protestant  youths  were 
not  Irishmen,  in  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  sense  of  the  word ;  it  was 
not  the  land  of  their  birth  and  inheritance, 
and  this,  be  it  remembered,  after  the 
passing  of  that  great  healing  measure  which 
It  was  promised  and  expected  to  lead  to 
the  perfect  conciliation  of  that  part  of  the 
empire.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
in  other  passages  of  his  letter  proceeded 
to  address  the  Irish  youths  in  such  a  strain 
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ii  the  following  :^«''  Sorvivors  of  the 
unionists,  base  nnen  who  sold  themselves 
and  their  country  to  the  dominion  of 
foreigners/  Now  what  did  this  amount 
to,  what  did  all  these  repeated  expressions 
mean,  so  distinct  from  the  very  term 
*'  alien/'  which  had  been  attributed  in  a 
mistaken  sense  to  a  noble  Lord  in  another 
place,  who  upon  being  made  acquainted 
with  the  misconception  to  which  it  had 
given  rise,  hastened  to  apologise  for  it, 
and  to  assure  the  people  of  Ireland  that 
he  did  not  intend  it  in  the  sense  attri- 
buted to  him.  In  the  face  of  this  apology, 
regardless  of  explanation,  still  clinging  to 
the  distorted  and  erroneous  view  in  which 
the  expression  had  at  first  been  received, 
a  motion  was  framed  at  the  National  As- 
sociation, by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  to  denounce  the  noble 
Lord  in  question.— [Mr.  0*Connell:  No  : 
Mr.  Boyce.]  Oh,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  glad  to  get  a  scape  goat, 
was  he  ?  and  in  a  Protestant  Member  of 
the  Association?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  however,  prompted  him  doubt- 
less in  what  he  was  to  do — but  he  did  a 
little  more  also :  he  moved  the  setting 
aside  of  a  standing  order  for  the  purpose 
of  bringing  Mr.  Boyce's  motion  forward 
at  a  time  when  it  would  not  otherwise 
have  been  introduced.  This  motion  de- 
nounced  the  noble  Lord  he  referred  to  as 
"  an  enemy  to  the  peace  of  Ireland — to 
the  stability  of  the  empire,  and  to  the 
throne  of  England."  Could  any  language 
be  more  atrocious,  and  yet  it  was  actually 
applauded  by  Gentlemen  opposite.  Had 
anything  been  done  to  warrant  their  thus 
holding  up  to  execration  that  illustrious 
person  ?  What,  should  he  not  call  him 
an  illustrious  person,  who,  by  his  own 
merits  and  exertions,  by  his  learning  and 
talents,  had  raised  himself  to  the  highest 
and  most  honourable  station  in  this  free 
country — a  man  of  whom  England  might 
be  justly  proud,  and  of  whom  Ireland  too 
had  a  right  to  be  proud?  Hon.  Gentle- 
men might  laugh,  but  the  noble  Lord  of 
whom  he  was  speaking  was  nearly  con- 
nected with  the  Copleys  of  Limerick,  and 
the  Singletons  of  Clare.  Was  it  not  dis- 
graceful that  such  a  man  should  be  thus 
held  up  to  the  knife  of  the  assassin  ?  For 
what  was  it  but  to  invoke  the  knife  of  the 
assassin  thus  to  stigmatise  him  as  an  enemy 
to  Ireland,  thus  to  hold  him  out  as  the 
author  of  an  insult  only  to  be  washed  out 
with  blood  ?    It  was  atrocious,  it  was  de- 


plorable that  such  language  ihonld  be 
used.  And  what  must  be  thought  when 
the  very  man  who  used  it  was  himself 
continually  in  the  habit  of  using  in6nitely 
stronger  language  with  respect  to  English- 
men ?  The  expressions  "  Stranger," 
**  Foreigner,"  "  Englishmen,"  were  con» 
tinually  in  his  mouth.  How  did  these 
epithets  differ  from  that  of  ''  alien,"  even 
if  the  noble  Lord  had  used  it  in  its  most 
obnoxious  sense  which  he  had  repeatedly 
denied  ?  ''I  have  trespassed  long  upon 
the  attention  of  the  House  (concluded  the 
learned  Sergeant,)  and  I  have  only  to  re* 
peat  thut  with  which  I  set  out-- that  as 
regards  the  impeachment  of  the  Irish  exe- 
cutive, I  avow  myself  to  have  been  a  party 
to  the  resolutions  of  that  great  meeting  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  referred.  Let  him 
give  me  a  Committee,  and  I  pledge  myself 
to  demonstrate  before  it,  that  the  Irish 
Government  has  abused  the  prerogative 
of  mercy,  and  most  grossly  misapplied  the 
powers  with  which  it  was  intrusted." 

Mr.  0'Co7ineU  said.  Sir,  I  concur  in  the 
pleasure  these  cheers  manifest  to  be  enter- 
tained by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  at  the  other 
side,  at  the  speech  we  have  just  heard  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant.  I  must  say 
I  never  heard  any  speech  with  more  com- 
plete delight.  As  for  the  personal  attack 
on  myself,  that  is  perfectly  beneath  my 
dignity  to  notice.  It  certainly  does  not 
alloy  the  satisfaction  with  which  I  listened 
to  the  rest  of  the  discourse.  I  have  not 
arrived  at  my  present  time  of  life  without 
learning  to  value  the  abuse  of  some  whose 
praise  would  be  censure  indeed.  All  I  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  is  never  to 
praise  me;  let  him  do  with  me  what  else 
he  pleases.  The  satisfaction  which  I  de. 
rive  from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Sergeant,  is  founded  upon  two 
grounds;  firstly,  that  if  he  has  any  ma- 
terial of  political  candour  about  him,  he 
has  taken  up  a  course  from  which  he  can- 
not with  any  dignity  retire;  and, secondly, 
that  he  has  avowedly  displayed  himself  as 
the  organ  for  the  opposition  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers.  There  is  no  disguise  now, 
they  have  made  him  their  champion;  they 
have  bound  their  cause  with  his,  and  it  is 
impossible  that  the  right  hon..  Baronet 
himself  can  be  more  explicit  upon  the 
course  they  propose  to  adopt  than  the 
lion,  and  learned  Sergeant  has  been.  The 
coalition  sitting  on  that  bench  is  now  un- 
disguised in  its  features,  which  announce 
that  there  is  to  be  no  peace  for  Ireland  bat 
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in  the  extermination  of  its  people.  What 
will  Irishmen  have  to  expect  wbe  the 
learned  Sergeant  is  one  of  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown,  for  he  deserves  it  quite  as 
well  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
sitting  at  his  side,  in  some  points ;  as  in 
assurance  and  coolness  of  assertion  he 
even  exceeds  him,  and  in  his  low  jests  he 
beats  him  hollow.  It  was  a  great  joke 
with  him  that  I  set  him  right  in  a  matter 
of  fact;  he  asserting  that  I  moved  the 
resolution  at  the  Association  reflecting 
upon  the  conduct  oT  Lord  Lyndburst ; 
whilst  I,  without  meaning  any  offence  to 
the  party,  told  him  who  really  did  do  it. 
I  supported  the  motion  to  be  sure,  which 
I  do  not  pretend  to  deny.  But  the  hon. 
and  learned  Sergeant,  who  talks  so  bitterly 
about  assailing  persons  by  name,  has  him- 
self  done  so  in  many  instances  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  to-night.  He  speaks 
with  contempt  of  Mr.  Tighe,  one  of  the 
most  rising  gentlemen  at  the  Irish  Bar, 
and  this*'  person,"  forsooth, is  attacked  by 
the  learned  Sergeant,  who  doubtless  con- 
siders himself  one  of  the  aristocracy  of  the 
Bar.  The  learned  Sergeant  then  went  on 
to  attack  Mr.  Pigott,  one  of  the  best  and 
most  rising  men  of  the  day  either  in  Ire- 
land or  any  where  else,  whose  legal  know- 
ledge is  of  the  very  highest  order,  and  the 
ingredients  of  whose  mirth  are  so  mixed 
up  with  the  milk  of-  human  kindness  that 
no  one  could  take  offence  at  it,  unless 
indeed  he  were  possessed  of  that  species 
of  heart  close  to  the  leather  lungs  of  the 
hon.  Sergeant. 

The  ^aker  rose  to  order.  He  was 
understood  to  say,  ths^t  although  the  hon. 
Member  doubtless  felt  that  he  had  re- 
ceived some  provocation  for  what  he  was 
saying,  he  thought  he  would  do  well  to 
express  himself  in  more  moderate  words. 

Mr.  O'Connell :  I  have  been  assailed  in 
the  coarsest  language ;  however  I  will  not 
retaliate  as  far  as  relates  to  myself,  but  I 
certainly  think  I  am  entitled  to  speak 
about  the  contemptuous  attack  made  on 
Mr.  Pigott.  Mr,  Cassidy  has  also  been 
alluded  to  by  the  learned  Sergeant,  who 
makes  a  great  point  about  his  having  been 
refused  to  be  certified  as  a  proper  person 
for  a  magistrate  by  a  certain  noble  Lurd. 
Now,  I  want  to  know  whether  Mr.  Cassidy 
ever  was  a  candidate  against  a  son  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  question,  putting  him  to  the 
expense  of  a  contested  election.  If  so, 
that  is  quite  sufficient  to  account  for  the 
refnsal  of  his  certificate.     NVby  did  not 


the  learned  Sergeant  make  these  charges 
in  Dublin  ?  There  was  a  good  reason  for 
it.  He  durst  not  make  them  there,  be- 
cause they  would  have  been  contradicted 
as  amply  and  distinctly  as  they  merited. 
He  had  not  made  them  in  Dublin,  but  in 
that  House,  knowing  that  the  persons  who 
could  contradict  them  were  elsewhere. 
These,  however,  are  specimens  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  learned  Sergeant  would 
administer  law  to  others.  Now,  let  roe 
ask  if  the  learned  Sergeant  was  not  satis- 
Ged  with  the  proscriptions  already  made  in 
Ireland,  that  he  must  now  come  forward 
and  proscribe  ninety  persons  in  the  new 
Association  ?  He  calls  it  a  Catholic  and 
seditious  Association.  I  have  no  words, 
no  sufficiently  strong  terms,  to  reject  such 
an  imputation  ;  and  can  only  reply  that 
the  charge  made  by  the  learned  Sergeant 
is  unfounded*  When  the  Irish  Corpora- 
tion Reform  Bill  was  thrown  out,  it  was 
stated,  that  one  sround  for  this  step  was 
an  assertion  of  mme  that  the  new  corpo- 
rations would  form  normal  schools  for 
peaceful  agitation.  That  was  my  state- 
ment, and  it  had  been  commented  on  in 
every  possible  manner,  and  urged  again 
and  again  as  a  ground  for  rejecting  the 
Bill.  And  what  did  I  then  predict  ?  f 
predicted  that  agitation  would  increase 
and  I  have  redeemed  my  pledge  to  the 
letter ;  and  I  am  determined  to  persevere 
in  the  same  course,  because  I  know  that 
the  Association  is  constitutional,  and  be- 
cause it  has  already  been  successful.  The 
learned  Sergeant  said,  the  Association  waa 
a  Catholic  Association,  and  proceeded  to 
demonstrate  this  in  the  strangest  way.  In 
what  way?  By  exultingly  proclaiming 
that  the  president's  chair  belonged  to  the 
Catholic  Association,  and  that  it  was 
proved  by  the  brass  plate  on  the  back  of 
it.  I  admit  the  fact,  I  admit  that  the 
chair  belonged  to  the  Catholic  Associa- 
tion ;  and  yet  this  is  the  way  in  which  the 
learned  Sergeant  occupies  the  time  of  a 
grave  senate  for  two  hours  and  a  half,  by 
exerting  all  his  ingenuity  to  prove  that  the 
Association  is  Catholic  because  the  chair 
belonged  to  the  Catholic  Association.  Why 
the  Association  is  not  a  Catholic  Associa- 
tion, unless  Catholic  is  understood  in  the 
true  sense  of  the  word,  and  means  a  uni- 
versal Association — and  it  is  universal,  it 
is  composed  of  men  from  the  north  to  the 
south,  from  east  to  west,  men  combined 
from  a  sense  of  wrong,  and  imbued  with 
the  deepest  feelings  of  indignation  for  tba 
KS 
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injustice  inflicted  on  them,  and  taunted  at 
the  same  time  for  entertaining  such  feelings 
by  those  men  who  have  lost  their  power, 
and  who  thus  show  ^hat  their  conduct 
would  be  if  ihey  again  recovered  their 
dominion.  Did  not  the  learned  Gentleman 
calumniate  the  Catholic  clergy?  Did  we 
not  hear  him  talk  about  reforming  the 
Corporation  of  the  Catholic  Church? 
What  has  he  to  do  with  that  hierarchy  ? 
Why  is  he  put  forward  to  calumniate 
them  ?  If  you  support  him  I  accuse 
you  as  accomplices.  Why  in  the  most 
outrageous  periods  of  the  agitation  for 
Catholic  Emancipation,  in  the  angriest 
times  and  most  violent  contests  between 
the  parties,  Orangemen  spared  them.  Dr. 
Doyle,  to  be  sure,  was  pointed  out,  the 
remainder  were  spared  as  men  unimpeach- 
able in  their  moral  conduct.  I  hear 
another  laugh  from  one  of  the  party.  I  am 
glad  of  it.  It  proves  that,  now  there  is  no 
concealment.  The  laugh  is  echoed  and  it 
is  a  symptom  of  what  they  would  do  if 
they  had  to  reform  the  Catholic  Church. 
They  have  tried  that  already.  Their 
ancestors  had  recourse  to  the  gibbet  and 
scaffold,  and  the  axe,  by  imprisonment 
and  tortures,  but  they  failed  in  doing  it. 
Why,  therefore,  is  the  learned  Sergeant 
put  forward  as  the  principal  agent  in 
pouring  out  violent  abuse  on  their  sacred 
and  anointed  heads  ?  The  Irish  people 
will  hear  this,  and  they  will  also  hear  of 
the  cheers  which  followed  these  announce- 
ments from  the  other  side.  They  will 
learn  what  abuse  has  been  heaped  on  the 
Irish  clergy,  and  know  how  to  estimate 
the  intentions  and  policy  of  the  party. 
There  is  now  no  disguise.  The  learned 
Sergeant  has  even  gone  so  far  as  to  charge 
the  Catholic  hierarchy  with  a  wish  to  be 
connected  with  the  State,  and  have  the 
church  property  transferred  to  them.  The 
Catholic  Bishops  have  decided  the  point. 
Twenty-four  of  them  met,  and  they 
declared  by  public  advertisement  that  they 
would  consent  to  no  species  of  connec- 
tion with  the  State.  But  the  learned  Ser- 
geant must  not  attempt  to  get  off  by 
talking  of  a  Committee.  The  party  have 
made  a  charge  against  Lord  Mulgrave,  a 
charge  which  had  never  been  brought 
against  Orangemen,  namely,  that  of  ex- 
cessive clemency.  Yes!  will  it  be  believed, 
that  it  is  imputed  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
as  a  crime,  that  he  has  opened  the  prison 
doors.  That  is  a  proof  of  the  way  in 
which  Lord  Mulgrave  is   now  assailed. 


Did  the  party,  he  would  not  call  them 
Protestants,  for  many  Protestants  were  his 
dear  friends,  but  call  them  by  their  old 
name— did  they  ever  interfere  and  set  at 
liberty  the  wretches  in  gaol  ?  Now,  these 
charges  were  not  made  under  excitement, 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  come  over 
here  with  his  well-tied  parcel  of  papers  to 
enable  him'to  retail  those  charges.  Thehon« 
Member  charged  the  Lord-Lieutenant  with 
having  interfered  between  some  Orange- 
men and  some  unfortunate  wretches  who 
were  in  gaol,  but  could  he  impute  any 
motive  to  that  interference?  Why  he 
believed  if  inquiry  were  made  it  would  be 
found  that  the  greater  number  of  persons 
set  at  liberty  by  Lord  Mulgrave  were 
Protestants  and  Orangemen.  But  the 
learned  Sergeant  had  assailed  a  lady  and 
imputed  to  her  a  share  of  the  blame.  Now^ 
had  the  learned  Gentleman  attacked  him» 
—  had  he  coupled  his  name  with  that  of 
Lord  Mulgrave  he  should  not  have  com«> 
plained,  on  the  contrary,  he  should  have 
been  proud  to  be  associated  with  one 
whom  he  called  the  saviour  of  his  country. 
He  was  the  first  Lord-Lieutenunt  who 
had  introduced  impartial  justice  into 
Ireland,  and  on  that  account  he  called 
him  the  saviour  of  his  country.  Some- 
thing of  the  same  kind  had  been  said 
by  the  learned  Gentleman  last  night,  and 
on  that  occasion  he  had  taken  the  oppor- 
tunity to  make  some  facetious  remarks. 
This  case  might  be  different  from  that, 
but  if  it  were  the  same,  it  only  proved  the 
bad  taste  of  the  learned  Gentleman  in 
introducing  the  name  of  a  lady  on  the 
same  charge.  The  learned  Gentleman 
proposes  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  but 
he  knows  it  would  be  just  as  competent 
to  propose  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  for  a 
common  assault.  If  the  charge  was  true, 
then  Lord  Mulgrave  was  guilty.  The 
learned  Gentleman  said,  he  could  prove 
three  charges.  If  so,  why  not  put  himself 
in  a  train  to  prove  them,  and  try  the 
proof,  but  he  durst  not  try.  The  learned 
Sergeant  knew  this  too  well  ;  he  had 
mentioned  charges  only  to  round  sentences, 
but  he  did  not  dare  to  bring  them  forward. 
The  learned  Sergeant  talked  of  the 
National  Association  being  constituted  for 
a  variety  of  purposes.  He  would  therefore 
tell  him  as  he  seemed  not  to  know,  what 
were  the  purposes  of  the  Association.  It 
had  two  objects  ;  to  obtain  a  proper  Tithe 
Bill,  and  Municipal  Reform,  like  that 
granted     to    England    and     Scotlaad. 
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These  were  the  two  points;  for  these 
it  was  instituted,  and  it  was  expressly  de- 
clared that  when  these  were  obtained, 
the  Association  was  to  be  immediately 
dissolved.  It  was  said,  that  its  object  also 
was,  to  reform  the  House  of  Lords  and  ob- 
tain universal  suffrage.  Now  though  he 
believed  these  necessary  for  the  salvation 
of  the  country,  the  Association  had  nothing 
to  do  with  them.  The  party  talked  of 
improving  Ireland,  and  obtaining  their 
lost  rights  ;  but  those  who  really  aimed  at 
these  just  and  legitimate  objects  might 
judge  what  they  meant  by  improvement 
and  rights  from  their  late  conduct.  A 
charge  bad  been  brought  against  the  Asso- 
ciation with  regard  to  writs  of  rebellion 
issued  by  the  Court  of  Exchequer.  Now 
of  whom  was  there  the  greatest  reason  to 
complain  ?  The  Lay  Association  had  filed 
many  Bills,  and  when  answers  were  put  in 
it  was  found  that  there  was  nothing  to 
recover.  The  National  Association  had 
nothing  to  do  with  that.  But  something 
had  been  said  about  Mr.  Tighe,  and  a 
charge  had  been  made  against  the  Associ- 
ation because  a  man  of  the  name  of  Cor- 
boy,  imprisoned  in  consequence  of  a  rebel- 
lion writ,  was  actually  fat,  and  comfortable, 
and  well — and  assisted  by  counsel  and 
kept  by  the  Association.  Was  that  thought 
a  crime?  Did  they  never  hear  of  James 
Dwyer,  who  was  dying  in  gaol,  who  was 
mortally  ill,  and  whom  the  physician  of 
the  Association  said  would  certainly  die, 
unless  he  were  set  at  liberty.  Under 
such  circumstances,  application  was  made 
to  the  plaintiffs  counsel,  and  the  prisoner 
was  set  at  liberty.  Oh,  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  sorry  that  Corboy  had  fared  so 
well,  but  he  should  have  followed  up  that 
case  with  the  case  of  John  Riley.  Let 
the  House  only  think  of  a  man  seized 
under  a  commission  of  rebellion,  and  so 
afflicted  with  disease  that  he  was  dis- 
charged by  the  horror  of  the  court,  after 
having  been  confined,  for  lOs.  6d,  or 
3$,  6d.,  a  year.  But  what  did  the  charge 
amount  to  ? — That  we  were  guilty  of  feed- 
ing and  clothing  a  man  who  perished  in 
gaol,  and  was  carried  to  his  lodging  a 
corpse.  The  men  who  did  that  charged 
the  Association  with  feeding  Corboy  in 
prison.  But  the  learned  Sergeant  had 
brought  a  charge  against  Mr.  O'Loghlen, 
who  was  no  longer  there  to  defend  him- 
self, but  was  now  in  a  situation  to  which 
his  talents  and  his  virtue  had  deservedly 
raised  him.  A  charge  has  been  made 
against  Mr,  O'Loghlen^  and  the  learned 


Sergeant  said  he  could  prove  it.  He 
cannot  prove  it.  The  case  referred  to  is 
the  trial  of  a  person  for  assisting  a  pri- 
soner to  escape  ;  but  who  was  the  Attor- 
ney-General then  ?  Not  Mr.  O'Loghlen, 
but  Mr.  Blackburne,  whom  the  learned 
Gentleman  had  eulogised  so  much.  What 
would  Englishmen  think  of  a  man  being 
put  on  his  trial  a  second  and  a  third  time? 
and  this  was  the  second  time  that  the 
learned  Sergeant  asserted  that  he  had  been 
proved  by  evidence  to  be  guilty.  The  in- 
dividual was  still  out  on  bail.  Had  En- 
glishmen ever  heard  of  anything  like  this 
in  England  ?  That  was  the  way  in  which 
justice  was  administered  in  Ireland.  A 
man  was  pronounced  to  be  guilty,  though 
he  had  been  acquitted  by  three  juries. 
Good  God !  what  would  become  of  the 
administration  of  justice,  if  such  persons 
were  to  get  power  into  their  hands.  These, 
however,  were  to  be  the  judges  in  Ireland 
in  case  of  the  change  of  administration-^ 
men  who  declared  a  prisoner  guilty  though 
acquitted  three  times.  The  very  judge 
said,  if  such  a  prisoner  escaped  neither 
life  nor  property  would  be  safe.  Why 
such  a  judge  deserved  to  be  impeached? 
The  learned  Gentleman  denied  that  the 
asperity  of  religion  or  politics  had  been 
mixed  up  on  such  occasions.  I  protest 
against  such  an  assertion,  and  I  call  on 
the  learned  Gentleman  to  come  forward 
with  a  motion  on  which  the  question  can 
be  brought  to  issue,  an  J  I  will  second  it. 
I  can  prove,  that  I  have  seen  in  the  county 
fifty  times,  the  Crown  solicitor  apologising 
for  the  course  which  he  pursued,  and 
stating,  on  being  remonstrated  with,  that 
the  prosecution  had  been  taken  out  of  his 
hands.  I  will  pledge  myself  to  prove,  that 
such  a  case  occurred  in  Limerick,  when 
Mr.  Barrington  was  solicitor  for  the  Crown. 
But  another  charge  made  is,  that  the 
challenge  by  the  Crown  has  been  taken 
away  by  Mr.  O'Loghlen.  In  former  times 
the  Crown  was  allowed  to  challenge  to 
any  extent,  and  when  the  number  of 
jurors  was  exhausted  the  graver  sa'jes  of 
the  day  allowed  the  sheriff  to  enlarge  the 
panel.  It  has  been  stated,  that  Mr. 
O'Loghlen  sent  down  an  order  to  the  as- 
size courts  to  the  effect  that  no  person 
should  be  set  aside  by  the  Crown.  Mr. 
O'Loghlen  gave  no  such  directions.  The 
directions  he  gave  were,  that  no  man 
should  be  set  aside  on  account  of  his  re- 
ligion. That  system  had  been  adopted  in 
Queen's  County  and  Carlow.  In  fact, 
the  learned   Gentleman  wished  to  intro^* 
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duce   the   English    system  ;    while    the 
learned  Sergeant  regretted  that  the  prac- 
tice of  packing  juries  was  falling  into  dis- 
use, and  distinctly  showed  what  would  be 
done  in  Ireland  when   he  and  his  party 
came  into  power.   If  such  be  not  the  case, 
I  shall  be  ready  to  apologise  ;    but  the 
learned  Gentleman  has  been  put  forward, 
though  he  was  ready  enough  of  his  own 
accord ;  and  if  his  party  do  not  disavow 
such  sentiments^  they  must   be  regarded 
as  their  own.     I  do  not  ask   mercy  and 
compassion  for  the  people  of  Ireland,     If 
I  did  I  know  I  should  ask  in  vain.     As 
one  of  the  Representatives  of   the   Irish 
people  I  shall  dennand  justice  for  them.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  may  sneer;  it 
is  a  commodity  he  does  not  deal  in.     How 
can  any  assembly  of  rational  persons  taunt 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland  with  inferiority  to 
the  Protestants?     How  can  the  hon.  and 
learned  Sergeant   venture   to  abuse   the 
loyal  and  patriotic  Association  which  has 
been  established  in  Ireland,  to  maintain 
the  cause  of  that  country,  and  to  oppose 
bigotry  and  intolerance  ?     It  is  true  that 
that  Association  advocates  the  claims  of 
the  Catholics,  for  it  advocates  the  welfare 
of  Ireland.     The  hon.  and  learned    Ser- 
geant does  not  say  anything  in  hostility 
to  the  Catholics;    but  he  is   a   political 
hypocrite  ;  he  does  that  which  he  abstained 
from  saying.     Let  him  speak  up;  let  him 
at  once  declare  that  the  Catholics  are  not 
worthy  of  being  placed  on  a  footing  with 
Protestants.      Let    him   say   **  The   law 
has  pronounced  them  equal  to   the  Pro- 
testants, but  I  pronounce  them  inferior." 
They  have  as  good  a  right  as  any  man  now 
before   me   to   full    equality.      Does  the 
hon.   and  learned  Member  imagine  that 
by  abuse,  they  are  likely  to  be  changed  from 
what  is  called  bigotry  and  intolerance  ?  I 
demand  for  the  people  of  Ireland  munici- 
pal reform,  on  the  same  principle  that  has 
already  given  Scotland  and   England  mu- 
nicipal reform.     Why  did  not  the  learned 
Sergeant  grapple  with  that  argument  ?  I 
will  tell   him.      Because  he  is  a  political 
hvpocrite.     Why  did  he  not  speak  out  ? 
l^he  learned  Sergeant  was  quite  consistent 
in  not  then  grappling  with  the  question — 
was  always  consistent — from  the  first  mo- 
ment he  became  secretary  of  the  Kildare 
Society,  and  maintained  the  necessity  of 
distributing  the    Bible   without  note    or 
comment.     Would  that  the  learned  Ser- 
{^eant,  had  followed  the  same  system  in 
speaking  of  my    letters!     The    learned 
Sergeant,  in  hts  consistency,  had  never 


declared  himself  one  day  in  favour  of  Ca^ 
tholic    Emancipation,    and,  again,   when 
occasion  offered,  had  professed  himself  to 
be  against  it,  and  a  third  time  had  veered 
about  again,  and  opposed  the  measure.    It 
could  not  be  termed  inconsistency  in   the 
learned  Sergeant  thus  to  try  the  merits  and 
defects  of  every  side  of  the  question.     But 
turning  from  the  hon.  and   learned   Ser- 
geant to  more  weighty  matters,  I  repeat 
(hat,  as  a  Representative  of  Ireland,  I  stand 
here  for  justice ;  and   I  must  not   forget 
that  the   learned   Sergeant  is  opposed  to 
justice  being  so  administered  as  to  involve 
the  notion  of  a  partial  exercise  of  clemency. 
What  will  the  learned  Gentleman  say  if  I 
inform  him  that  I  have  heard  Mr.  O'lllogh- 
len  declare  that  many  instances  had  oc- 
curred in  former  times  of  a  similar  exercise 
of  mercy?  I  suppose  that  the   right  hon. 
Recorder,  for   the  title  applicable  to  the 
Recorder  must  give  place  to   that   which 
honoured  the  privy  councillor — could  give 
his  testimony  on  the  point  in  question.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  threatened  to 
read  my  speeches.     I  give  him  leave  to  do 
so — full  leave — until  he   is  sick,  and  the 
House  sick  of  hearing  him.     I  will  pledge 
myself  to  speak  not  a  syllable  in  answer 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,     But,  I  must 
ask  why  am  I  inferior,  on  account  of  religion, 
to  any  Englishman  of  the  Protestant  per- 
suasion?   The   hon.  and  learned  Gentle<- 
man  opposite  has  accused  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  endeavouring  to  subvert  the  Pro- 
testant  religion,  and  raising  their  own  into 
its  place.     Just  as  if  the  Roman  Catholics 
could,  by  any  possibility,  take  a  single  step 
derogatory  or  hostile  to  the  Protestant  re- 
ligion without  those  Gentlemen  at  his  side 
being  the  first  to  take  the  alarm,  and  offer 
a  determined  opposition.     And   yet,  who 
will  dare  to  say  that  the  hon.  Members 
around  me   are  not  as  sincere  Protestants, 
and  as  much  attached  to  their  relldon  as 
any  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  ?    They  are 
just  as  sincere,    but   not  altogether   so 
sanctimonious.  Would  the  people  of  Ireland 
tamely  suffer  any  attempt  to  be  made  to 
subvert  the  Protestant  religion  T     Would 
Scotland  permit  it?    Would  any  persecu- 
tion of  Protestants,  if  such  were  intended, 
be  for  a  moment  tolerated  ?    It  is  sheer 
nonsense  to  say  so.     When   I   see  that 
Catholic  constituencies  return  a  majority  of 
Protestants  to  Parliament  I  laugh  at  such 
wild  assertions  and  those  who  make  them. 
But  I  must  again  return  to  my  oflen-re- 

[>eated  demand — how  are  Irishmen  in  Ire- 
and  inferior  to  Englishmen  in  England, 
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or  Scotchmen  in  Scotland  ?  I  require  an 
Answer.  I  have  already  trespassed  at 
some  length  on  the  House.  I  do  not 
intend  following  at  length  the  rigmarole 
speech  of  the  learned  Sergeant.  But  I 
once  more  call  on  the  people  of  England 
—on  the  House — on  every  Member  of 
Parliament — to  remember  that  one  of  two 
things  is  expected— either  a  repeal  of  the 
Union,  or  a  full  measure  of  justice  to 
Ireland.  Oh  I  what  an  argument  of  the 
learned  Sergeant  to  say,  that  the  twocoun- 
tries  are  not  in  the  same  equal  condition, 
and  that  the  Union  oughi  not  to  be  sup- 
posed to  imply  any  such  assimilation  \ 
Why,  what  is  the  Union,  if  it  be  not  an 
identiBcation  of  interests  and  an  am  alga- 
lion  of  the  two  countries?  Was  not 
Ireland  to  become  by  it,  to  use  the  lan- 
guage of  Mr.  Pitt,  to  be  as  much  part  of 
England  as  Yorkshire  ?  There  are  many 
Gentlemen  from  Yorkshire  present — I  love 
a  Yorkshireman.  What  would  one  of  those 
Gentlemen  say  if  an  attempt  was  made 
to  subjugate  and  keep  down  Yorkshire  ? 
The  cases  are  perfectly  similar.  I  do  not 
mean  to  threaten  ;  but  as  from  the  Union 
equality  of  rights  and  an  amalgamation 
of  the  two  countries  were  intended,  and 
are  now  expected,  I  warn  the  House  tliat  if 
these  expectations  are  deceived,  the  people 
of  Ireland  will  be  thrown  back  upon  their 
rights  and  will  be  forced  to  seek  justice  for 
themselves.  And  as  surely  as  that  clock 
will  point  to  noon  to-morrow  so  surely 
will  the  Irish  people  persevere  until  they 
arrive  at  the  full  attainment  of  civil 
equality. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  the  charges  made  by 
the  learned    Member  who   had  just  sat 
down,  against  the  hon.  Member  for  Ban- 
don,  appeared  perfectly  unfounded.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  had  sneered  at 
the  hon.  Sergeant's  speech  as  being  un- 
answerable.    Certainly  it  had  not  been 
answered  by  him.     He  would  first  touch 
on  the  foots  which  had  been  stated,  and 
then  on  the  comments  made  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny.     That 
hon.    Gentleman    had   accused  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bandon  of  having  made  gross 
personal  attacks   on  persons  of  an  un- 
blemished character,  and  ranking  high  in 
their  profession.     For  himself,  he  could 
assert  that  he  heard  none.     All  the  as- 
sertions of  the  learned  Sergeant  had  been 
made  in  a  most  proper  spirit.    To  take 
the  different  cases  brought  forward,  and 
to  commeace  with  that  of  Mr.  Tighe,  The 


learned  Sergeant  had  made  no  attack  on 
Mr.  Tighe ;    but  all  he  did  was  to  ask 
whether  that  Gentleman,  who,  there  was 
now  no  doubt,  was  a  member  of  the  Associa- 
tion, had  not  been  appointed  to  a  certain 
judicial  office.    In  the  case  of  Mr.  Pigott, 
it  had  been  shown  that  he  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  a  high  situation  under  Govern- 
ment, where  he  was  not  only  to  be  on 
occasions  an  adviser  of  the  Crown,  but 
was   to  be    invested    with    considerable 
authority  over  the  constabulary  force  j  his 
office  was,  in  fact,  that  of  law  adviser  In 
the  Secretary's  office.   Yet  this  Gentleman 
was  known  to  be  a  warm  partisan,  to  have 
been  an  active  member  of  the  National 
Association.      What  was   complained  of 
was,    that  every  man   in  Ireland  might 
doubt  that  a  fair  administration  of  jus- 
tice could  take  place  when  the  highest 
officers  of  the  Crown  were  thus  appointed. 
How  could  any  man  look  with  confidence 
on  the  Government  when  such  appoint- 
ments were  so  unheedingly  made  ?     The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  spoken  of 
an  attack  made  on  Mr.  Cassidy,  of  James 
Town.      He    had    not  heard   any    such 
attack.     The  complaint  was  made  against 
the  Government  for  appointing  a  person 
to  the  commission  of  the  peace,  in  the 
Queen's  County,  after  the  Lord-Lieute- 
nant of  the  county  had  refused  to  forward 
his  name  to  the  Lord  Chancellor.     But 
this  Gentleman  was  known  as  an  exciter 
of  agitation,  and  had  been,  in  fact,  con- 
victed of  what  might  be  almost  called  a 
crime.      Yet,  notwithstanding  this,   the 
Lord-Lieutenant  had   appointed    him  as 
magistrate.      If  these  were  not  the  facta 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Queen*s  County 
could  declare  it ;  but,  if  they  had  been 
correctly  stated,  he  would  ask,  was  not 
the  complaint  against  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment well  founded  ?     Then,  as  to  the 
remarks  asserted  by  the  learned  Member 
to  have  been  made  with  so  great  a  want  of 
delicacy  about  a  distinguished  lady.     He 
could  only  say,  that  he  had  not  heard  the 
slightest  charge  made  against  her.     What 
were  the  facts  ?  A  trial  took  place  against 
certain  persons  for  riot.  They  were  found 
guilty,  and  the  presiding  Judge  sentenced 
them  to  different  terms  of  punishment — 
one  ,class  to  six  months'  imprisonment, 
and  the  others  to  a  shorter  period.    Well, 
what  occurred  afterwards  ?     Why,  with- 
out any  communication  whatever  to  the 
learned  Judge,  the  prisoners  who  had  been 
sentenced  to  the  longer  period  were,  with- 
out any  inquiry  whateverj  set  at  liberty 
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by  the  Lord-Lieutenant.  It  was  an- 
nounced in  the  newspapers  that  these  men 
were  discharged^  and  the  House  would 
perhaps  be  surprised  to  hear  that  the 
learned  Judge  who  had  presided  at  the 
trial  became  acquainted  with  the  fact 
through  the  medium  above  alluded  to— 
he  had  received  no  intelligence  from  the 
Government.  It  appeared^  then,  that  the 
Lord-Lieutenant^  without  inquiring  into 
the  case,  or  communicating  with  the 
Judge  who  tried  it^  discharged  the  prison- 
ers at  the  request  of  a  lady.  The  charge 
against  the  Lord-Lieutenant  was  not  that 
he  was  too  merciful,  but  (and  a  serious 
charge  it  was)  that  he  had,  in  the 
exercise  of  his  prerogatives,  used 
them  inconsistently  with  the  peace 
of  the  country,  and  the  proper  ad- 
ministration of  justice ;  and  he  would  ask 
those  Gentlemen  who  were  acquainted 
with  the  manner  in  which  judges  dis- 
charged their  duty  on  the  circuits, 
whether  it  was  consistent  with  the  peace 
of  the  country,  or  the  right  execution  of 
justice,  to  open  the  prison  doors  and  let 
culprits  loose  without  ceremony.  Im- 
portant as  it  was  that  no  person  should 
have  his  liberty  infringed,  or  be  com- 
mitted to  prison  without  going  through 
all  the  forms  which  the  pure  administra- 
tion of  justice  required,  it  was  equally 
important  that  the  dispensations  of  justice 
should  be  respected.  God  forbid  that  any 
objection  should  be  made  to  the  free  ex- 
ercise of  the  prerogative  of  mercy  !  He 
knew  it  was  a  delicate  subject  to  interfere 
with ;  but  then  he  was  bound  to  say,  from 
the  instances  which  had  been*named  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  that  the  pre- 
rogative of  mercy  had  not  been  properly 
exercised,  and  that  the  proper  administra- 
tion of  justice  had  been  interrupted. 
Another  charge  was,  that  violent  political 
partisans  had  been  appointed  to  offices 
which  enabled  them  to  control  the  elective 
franchise.  That  was  the  case  in  refer- 
ence to  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Hudson 
to  the  office  of  Assistant  Barrister  of  the 
County  of  Carlow.  The  case  was  this : — 
The  person  who  filled  the  office  of  Assis- 
tant barrister  in  the  County  of  Carlow 
being  removed.  Lord  Mulgrave  appointed 
in  his  place  Mr.  Moody,  a  gentleman  of 
high  station  in  his  profession.  Before 
this  gentleman  were  brought  the  votes 
which  had  been  struck  off  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
Mr.  Moody  refused  to  register  them. 
This  decision  caused  much  dissatisfaction 


amongst  the  partisans  and  supporters  of 
the  Liberal  candidate,  and  it  was  rounjlly 
declared  that,  if  such  a  line  of  conduct 
was  continued,  another  Assistant  Barrister 
should  be  found  before  next  Session.  His 
learned  Friend  near  him  assured  him  that 
he  could  prove  that  this  threat  had  been 
uttered.  The  next  Session,  in  pursuance 
of  threat,  or  from  some  other  cause,  the 
gentleman  alluded  to  was  appointed  in 
Mr.  Moody's  place,  and  absolutely  changed 
the  decisions  made  by  the  two  preceding 
Assistant  Barristers  relative  to  the  dis- 
puted votes.  He  would  leave  it  to  the 
House  to  draw  an  inference  from  these 
facts.  A  few  days  back  he  had  read  some 
remarks  on  the  case  in  the  Freeman's 
Journal.  This  paper  praised  the  course 
which  had  been  adopted  by  the  agent  of 
the  Liberal  party,  of  withdrawing  the 
voters  from  the  Court,  and  asserted  that 
the  Revising  Barrister  already  alluded  to 
was  neither  a  judge  of  agricultural  pro- 
perty nor  a  sound  politician.  This  state- 
ment of  facts  warranted,  he  thought,  the 
manner  in  which  his  learned  Friend  had 
spoken.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  had  challenged  him  to  show  why 
Irishmen  were  inferior  to  Englishmen  and 
Scotchmen.  The  debate  had  taken  a  wide 
scope,  although  the  motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  seem  to  lead  to  the  anticipa- 
tion that  the  whole  of  the  affairs  would 
necessarily  be  discussed  *,  but  in  answer  to 
that  challenge  he  would  say,  that  It  was 
not  fair  to  assume  that  the  Gentlemen  on 
his  side  of  the  House  refused,  or  wished 
to  refuse,  the  rights  of  any  portion  of  his 
Majesty's  subjects.  All  that  they  had 
said  was,  that  they  were  willing,  on  the 
part  of  the  ancient  Corporations  of  Ire- 
land, to  give  up  all  monppolies  and  exclu- 
sive privileges,  but  not  to  transfer  them 
to  the  hands  of  an  opposite  party.  They 
had  never  objected  to  the  amelioration  of 
the  condition  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  or 
to  the  enjoyment  of  civil  rights  by  all,  or 
to  anything  that  was  necessary  and  just, 
but  they  had  objected  to  the  domination 
of  a  party.  The  noble  Lord  had  said  the 
new  Corporations  would  promote  good 
order  and  peace,  while  the  hou.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  they  would  be- 
come normal  schools  of  agitation.  They 
were  objected  to  because  it  was  intended 
to  make  them  part  of  that  system  which 
was  now  in  operation,  and  all  events  sub- 
sequent to  the  last  Session,  tended  io 
strengthen  the  conviction  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  grant  those  popular  assembliet 
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without  making  them  have  the  effect 
which  had  been  stated.  Figures  of  speech 
were  sometimes  dangerous  things  to  deal 
with.  The  noble  Lord  had  quoted  a 
figure  used  by  another  noble  Lord  which 
was  addressed  to  the  Protestant  Gentle- 
men of  Ireland^  telling  them  that  the  Na- 
tional General  Association  was  the  ''spawn 
of  their  own  wrong."  Now  the  manner 
in  which  the  noble  Lord  had  treated 
that  point  seemed  to  go  the  length  of 
justifying  the  whole  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Association.  That  such  an  Asso- 
ciation was  inconsistent  with  both 
the  spirit  and  letter  of  the  law  his 
hon.  Friend  had  already  stated.  Could 
any  man  doubt  that  the  raising  of  contri- 
butions throughout  the  country  in  the 
manner  it  was  done  was  inconsistent  with 
the  proper  government  and  peace  of  the 
country  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  stated  that  the  Association  had 
two  objects  in  view^  namely^  to  procure 
corporate  reform  and  the  abolition  of 
tithes.  But  did  he  forget  that  although 
those  two  purposes  were  originally  stated 
when  the  Association  was  first  called  into 
existence,  yet,  almost  at  the  same  instant, 
circulars  were  issued,  and  emissaries  sent 
forth,  under  the  name  of  pacificators, 
for  the  purpose  of  procuring  petitions 
for  corporate  reform,  abolition  of  tithes, 
and  vote  by  ballot.^  The  hon  Gentle- 
man had  challenged  him  to  read  his 
speeches.  He  would  first  read  an  extract 
from  a  letter  of  the  hon.  Member*s,  dated 
the  27th  of  August,  last  year,  and  ad- 
dressed to  the  Spectator  newspaper.  It 
was  headed — 

^  JXJSTICE  TO  IRELAND  AND  TO  ENGLAND. 

"  No  ministiy  ever  had  so  glorious  a  career 
before  them.  Ireland,  after  more  than  sue 
centuries  of  unmitigated  oppression,  is  ready 
for  conciliation,  for  union,  for  identification, 
tvith  Britain.  The  first  dawn  of  impartiality 
is  the  first  exhibition  of  dutifiil  tranquillity. 
The  ereat  national  question  can,  nay,  must, 
now  be  decided — are  the  Irish  people  to  be 
fellow-subjects,  or  are  they  to  be — I  will  write 
it— enemies  ? 

**  Lord  Melbourne  may  blot  out  the  enmity 
for  ever;  he  may  make  the  Irish  willing  and 
most  useful  subjects.  But  for  this  purpose — 
and  I  joy  that  it  should  be  so — he  must  satisfy 
the  rational  portion  of  the  English  people. 
He  must  content  the  English  and  Scotch  Dis« 
centers — they  ask  only  for  'justice.'  He  must 
become  the  advocate  of  an  increased  and  ex- 
tended franchise.  He  must  consent  to  shorten 
the  duration  of  Parliament.  He  must  not 
shriuk  from  the  ballot.  Above  all,  he  must 
prepare  for  the  conflict  with  the  Lords." 


Did  the  noble  Lord  mean  to  say,  that 
with  these  avowed  views,  the  gettin§^  of 
corporate  reform,  or  town-councils,  or  the 
getting  a  vote  in  this  House  for  the  ap- 
propriation of  a  non-existing  surplus, 
would  really  satisfy  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  ?  Did  he  mean  to  put  those 
things  forward  as  the  only  causes  of  suf- 
fering in  Ireland,  or  the  only  remedies  for 
the  evils  of  Ireland,  when  within  two 
nights  he  would  make  a  statement, 
founded  on  the  melancholy  fact,  that 
more  than  2,000,000  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  in  a  state  of  starvation? 
He  would  not,  however,  trench  on  that 
subject,  but  hoped  that  when  it  came 
before  the  House,  it  would  be  attended  to 
properly  and  without  any  admixture  of 
party  spirit.  As  to  the  tranquillity  which 
was  said  to  exist  in  Ireland,  he  denied  it. 
Every  gazette  and  newspaper  brought 
reports  of  numerous  murders  and  out- 
rages. But  if  it  were  admitted  that,  com- 
paratively speaking,  Ireland  was  tranquil 
to  what  it  bad  been,  was  it  promoted  by 
the  General  Association?  If  so,  could 
that  be  reckoned  tranquillity  which  de- 
pended on  the  tyranny  that  dictated  it 
for  its  existence,  and  which  in  a  moment 
might  be  excited  into  furious  tumult  by 
the  same  power  ?  Surely  the  noble  Lord 
could  not  forget  that  he  had  formerly 
brought  forward  charges  against  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  for  disturbing  the 
peace  of  Ireland,  and  yet  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  still  pursuing  the 
same  course,  with  all  the  patronage  of  the 
Government  at  command  to  boot.  Bat 
because  he  bad  procured  that  patronage 
he  came  forward  to  assert  that  Ireland  was 
tranquil,  and,  as  long  as  the  Government 
would  so  indulge  him,  he  would  praise 
them  in  return  for  their  liberality.  But 
was  that  state  of  things  to  continue? 
Would  his  Majesty's  Ministers  suffer 
themselves  to  be  blinded  in  this  way? 
Could  they,  if  they  looked  at  the  past 
experience  of  Ireland,  rest  satisfied  ? 
Orangemen  had  been  induced  to  part 
with  what  they  valued  very  highly,  and 
their  leaders  put  themselves  forward  to 
the  utmost  of  their  power  to  put  down  the 
institution.  But  how  had  they  been  re- 
quited ?  In  the  very  place  of  that  insti- 
tution, and  on  its  very  ruins,  the  General 
Association  had  sprung  up.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  expressed  his 
readiness  to  accept  of  instalments,  and 
th6  extinction  of  Orangeism  had  beea 
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called  "  a  great  blow"  to  the  Church, 
and  hQ  believed  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  never  be  content  until 
he  saw  the  entire  subversion  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  in  Ireland.     The  Gentle* 
men  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House  were  willing  to  give  up  an  ascen- 
dancy of  one  party,  but  they  were  equally 
unwilling  to  have  it  transferred  to  another 
party.     He  would  next  remind  the  House 
that    twenty-seven    gentlemen   who   had 
filled  the  office  of  High  Sheriff  had  been 
8upersed(2d    by  the  Lord-Lieutenant    of 
Ireland    without    any    reference    to    the 
judges.     He  would  give  them  some  speci- 
mens of  how  things   were  going  on   in 
Ireland,  and  he  would  ask  the  House  to 
accompany  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for   Kilkenny,  on  a  little    tour   he   had 
made.      The  first  case  was  that  of  Mr. 
O'Brien  of  Elm-vale,  who  presided  at  a 
dinner    given    to    the   Members  for  the 
County  of  Limerick.      That  dinner  was 
thus  described  by  the  Limerick  Paper — 
**  Over  the  principal  table  was  a  beautiful 
transparency,    from   which   a  scroll    de- 
pended, bearing  the  inscription  '  Repeal 
of  the  Union,'  *  Aboliton  of  Tithes/  and 
•Vote  by   Ballot.'"      In    proposing   the 
toast  of  *'  Old  Ireland"  the  Chairman  said, 
amongst  other  things,  that  **  politics  and 
religion   had  been  alternately  the  cause 
and  pretext  of  our  national  subjugation, 
and  a  rapacious  olie;archy  sustained,  by  a 
foreign  power,  has  long  oppressed  a  de- 
graded and    impoverished  people,"     At 
such  a  banquet  of  course  the  Repeal  of 
the   Union   was  not  forgotten,   and   the 
chairman   in  introducing  the  toast  said 
"  the  Repeal  of  the  Union  had  now  be* 
come  the  war  cry  of  the  people,  and  its 
recognition,  in  principle  and  modification, 
the  criterion  of  the  popular  candidate." 
This  was  the  language  of  a  gentleman 
who  had  been  selected  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  office  of  High  Sheriff,  and 
who  had  superseded  three  other  gentle- 
men who  had  been  duly  nominated  to  fill 
that  important  office  by   the  Judges  of 
Assize,     But  to  continue  the  tour  of  the 
boQ.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  pro- 
ceeded from  one  part  of  the  country  to 
the  other,  denouncing  in  his  progress  no« 
blemen  and  gentlemen  to  whom  he  was 
politically    opposed,    in    language    that 
could  not  be  mistaken.     What  had  been 
the  language  he  had  used  with  reference 

tQ  9  i^oblemao  whose  name  bad  already 


been  mentioned — he  meant  the  Marquess 
of  Abercorn?  Speaking  of  that  noble- 
man, the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  said — **  I  tell  him,  that  as  a  man,  he 
is  contemptible ;  as  a  human  being,  he  it 
ludicrous;  and  as  a  peer,  he  derives  his  title 
and  estates  from  the  commission  of  the 
foulest  crimes  that  can  by  possibility  dis* 
grace  human  nature/'  Now,  he  begged 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  John 
Russell)  if  he  did  not  blush  for  such  a 
description  of  a  connexion  of  bis  own  ? 
Would  the  noble  Lord  attempt  to  justify 
such  language,  applied  as  it  was  to  a 
nobleman  who  resided  on  his  property  in 
Ireland  dispensing  his  charities,  and  by 
his  residence  amongst  them  and  by  other 
means  doing  all  in  his  power  to  alleviate 
the  sufferings  and  relieve  the  wants  of  hia 
impoverished  fellow-countrymen  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  next  proceeded 
to  Sligo,  where  again  he  held  up  to  scero 
and  derision  all  the  respectable  gentry  of 
that  county  who  were  his  political  oppo* 
nents;  and  he  concluded  his  tour  oy  a 
visit  to  Carlo w.  As  some  proof  of  the 
state  of  Ireland  and  of  the  justice  of  the 
complaints  of  the  Protestants  of  that 
country,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  entreated  the 
House  to  listen  to  the  language  to  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  then 
gave  utterance.  He  quoted  from  the 
Dublin   Mornitif/  Register^   a  newspaper 

[)Ossessing  the  patronage  of  the  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman  himself.  The  report 
stated  the  purport  of  the  inscriptions 
which  adorned  the  room.  Amongst  them 
were — **  Remember  your  Souls  and  Liber- 
ties;" "Vote  by  Ballot;"  "Reform  of 
the  House  of  Lords  ;*'  "  No  Savage  Re- 
presentatives." The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  in  the  course  of  his  speech  on 
that  occasion,  said,  *'  My  friend,  the  chair- 
man, alluding  to  the  Conservative  festival 
held  in  this  town  yesterday,  talked  of 
respectability.  What  does  my  valued 
friend  mean  by  respectability  ?  -They 
(alluding  to  the  Conservatives)  may  have 
the  respectability  of  the  hogget  or  the  ox 
that  fatten  on  the  land ;  but  they  are  as 
stupid  as  they  are  malignant,  and  they 
are  as  ugly  as  they  are  contemptible, 
Are  they  respectable  for  their  virtues  or 
acquirements,  their  humanity,or  their  pa* 
triotism?  No,  they  are  cruel,  unrelenting 
and  perfidious  tyrants;  their  consolation 
is  the  widow's  tear,  shed  amid  the  ruin 
of  desolated  villages,  and  their  music  it 
the  scream  of  the  orpbao  aad  the  g;roaiie 
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of  the  expiring  victim.  Like  tlie  ghoul 
of  the  Eastern  tale,  tliey  live  and  delight 
upon  sucking  out  the  warm  heart's-blood, 
wnile  life  is  still  in  vigour,  and  reducing 
their  victims  to  the  grave,  before  the  chin 
of  years  or  the  course  of  natural  events 
carries  them  away.  They  love  the  wail 
of  famishing  children  and  the  agony  of 
ruined  and  agonized  parents.  Let  us  get 
fome  proper  term  by  which  we  can  des. 
cribe  them.  [Some  one  here  cried  out 
"  Savages."]  Yes,  resumed  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  an  appropriate  term ; 
but,  though,  it  is  somewhat  too  mild,  for 
savages  have  more  of  the  natural  instincts 
and  sympathies  of  nature,  and  know 
nothing  of  the  refined  cruelties  of  such 
bloodthirsty  blockheads.*' 

Mr.  Roebuck  rose  to  order.  The  ques* 
tion  before  the  House  was  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  regulate  the  Municipal 
Corporations  in  Ireland,  and  he  wished  to 
know  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  chair  whether  it  was  in  order  on  that 
question  to  discuss  any  speech  that  might 
have  been  made  by  a  Member  of  this 
House  at  a  public  dinner  on  matters  not 
coming  in  any  way  within  the  scope  of  the 
question  now  before  it. 

Sir  G.  Clerk  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
not  to  the  terms  of  the  motion  in  the 
hands  of  the  chair,  but  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord,  the  representative  of 
his  Majesty's  Government  in  that  House. 
The  noble  Lord  stated,  that  if  the  motion 
he  proposed  was  the  mere  subject  of  the 
debate,  he  could  not  suppose  the  dis- 
cussion would  be  long,  but  he  rejoiced  in 
this  opportunity  of  discussing  the  whole 
course  of  the  present  Government  in  Ire- 
land. The  noble  Lord,  at  great  length, 
had  justified  the  whole  conduct  of  the 
Irish  Government,  and  went  into  the  whole 
political  state  of  Ireland.  Now,  when  the 
noble  Lord  was  met  on  his  own  ground — 
when  he  found  that  the  debate  did  not 
turn  our  so  convenient  or  agreeable  as  he 
anticipated — [Order,  order.] 

The  5/>ea^er  said,  that  the  question  before 
the  House  strictly  related  to  the  motion  of 
the  noble  Lord  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
on  the  subject  of  Municipal  Corporations 
in  Ireland,  yet  that  subject  had  certainly 
been  debated  in  connexion  with  the  whole 
atate  and  condition  of  Ireland,  and  there- 
fore he  (the  Speaker)  was  not  prepared,  in 
an9wer  to  the  question  of  the  hon,  and 
learned  Member  for  Cath|  to  say  that  the 


explanations  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  were  out  of  order, 

Mr.  Shaw  rejoiced  to  learn  from    the 
Chair  that  he  was  in  order.    The  noble 
Lord  opposite  had  challenged  his  side  of 
the  House  to  make  out  a  case  or  ground  of 
complaint  on  behalf  of  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland,  and  it  was  in  answer  to  that  chal- 
lenge that  his  observations  were  directed. 
The  hon.   and  learned  Member  for  KiU 
kenny  at  the   Carlow  dinner  proceeded 
(after  the  quotation  he  had  already  read) 
as  follows  :— "  They    have    an    unholy 
eminence  and  bad  notoriety  ;  but  it  is  like 
the  lurid  glow  which  is  said  to  belong  to 
those  demons  of  hell  of  a  higher  order, 
and  marks  them  out  above  their  sataniq 
compeers.     Well,  you  have  all  this  on  one 
side;   you  have   the  10/.  voters  on   the 
other.     Give  me  those  honest  men  who 
remembered  their  souls  and  liberty."     Let 
the  House  remember  that  the  soul  and  iti 
accountability  were   awful  considerations 
in   connexion  with  such  sentiments;  and 
as  to  liberty  the  word  might   fall  dese* 
crated  from  the  lips  which  uttered  it,     ut 
its  spirit  could  not  animate  the  mind  that 
conceived  such  expressions.  Such  was  the 
language  applied  to  the  living ;   but  the 
hon.  and  learned   Gentleman  was  with  it 
not  satisfied,  and  thus  spoke  of  the  dead- 
even  on  the  very  day  on  which  the  death 
of  Mr.  Kavanagh  was  known  in  Carlow — 
[Mr.  0*Connell:   It  was   not   until    the 
next  day .3    The  words  usedt  showed  it  to 
have  been  the  very  day.  The  observations 
began — **  Poor  old  Kavanagh — alas !  poor 
Kavanagh ;  "  but  the  spirit  in  which  these 
words   were   uttered   was    shown  by  the 
effect      they    created  —  they     produced 
merriment  and   laughter.     But  the  hon, 
and  learned  Gentleman   then  proceeded 
thus  :— '*  Poor  old  Kavanagh  I  alas,  poor 
old  Kavanagh !     If  he  had  not  made  the 
fatal  alliances  he  did,  one  would  be  glad 
that  he  would  sink  into  his  grave  in  that 
peaceful  obscurity  in  which,  for  his  own 
sake,  he  ought  to  have  remained,  and  not 
have  the  dead  cats  and  dogs  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood thrown  into  it  along  with  him.* 
This  was  applied  to  an  individual,  who, 
the  hon.  and  leamedMember  himself  bad 
admitted,  had  been  a  kind  landlord  and  a 
generous  benefactor  to  his  poor  neighbours. 
Mr.  Kavanagh  was  no  Sassenach,  but  was 
the  descendant  of  an  old  line  of  Irish 
kings  ;  the  language  was  spoken  while  he 
was  lying  a  breathless  corpse  in  the  midst 
of  his  bereaved  family*-Ian(;uage  epplied 
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by  one  Irishman  to  another;  and  yet  the 
House  and  the  Country  were  to  be  told 
that  an  English  nobleman  was  to  be  con- 
demned for  designating  those  who  uttered 
such  sentiments  as  ah'ens  in  feeling,  in 
language,  in  sentiments ;  and  that  for  such 
an  expression  of  opinion  the  standard  of 
rebellion  was  to  be  unfurled  in  Ireland, 
and  that  country  again  deluged  in  blood* 
But  in  this  case,  at  least,  the  unfeeling 
suggestion  with  respect  to  the  late  Mr. 
Kavanagh  failed,  and  that  honoured  old 
man  was  followed  by  his  Roman  Catholic 
tenantry  and  neighbours  with  all  becom- 
ing respect  and  sorrow  to  his  grave.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
then  proceeded,  in  the  speech  in  question, 
to  allude  to  Colonel  Bruen.  With  respect 
to  this,  what  said  the  reporter  for  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  own  paper.  After 
giving  a  long  tirade  the  reporter  said, 
"  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  con- 
tinued to  animadvert  on  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Colonel  in  a  manner  which,  as 
long  as  truth  is  libel,  it  would  be  unsafe 
to  publish."  Now,  Colonel  Bruen  lived 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  very  spot  in 
which  this  speech  was  delivered,  and  he 
would  suppose,  for  a  moment,  that  the  de- 
luded men  to  whom  that  speech  was  ad- 
dressed, had  proceeded  to  his  house,  and, 
goaded  by  the  language  so  described  by 
the  reporter,  had  attacked  the  house  of 
Colonel  Bruen — who  was  as  brave  as  he 
was  the  object  of  malignity— -and,  perhaps, 
have  taken  his  life.  In  such  a  case,  he 
presumed  that  the  people  of  England 
would  be  told  that  justice  was  fairly  ad- 
ministered in  Ireland,  because  the  deluded 
actors  in  this  outrage  were  punished,  and 
perhaps  executed;  but  he  would  appeal  to 
that  House  and  to  the  country,  and  ask 
who,  in  point  of  moral  guilt,  would  be  the 
real  culprit?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman next  spoke  of  a  dissolution,  and 
proceeded  to  say,  that  **  he  hoped  soon  to 
see  Carlow  rescued  from  the  grinding 
tyranny  which  oppressed  it.  Ireland  would 
avenge  herself  by  constitutional  means, 
and  if  those  means  failed,  and  the  base 
faction  had  recourse  to  physical  force,  he 
did  not  dread  the  result— the  result  should 
be. wiped  out  with  blood."  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  questioned  the 
accuracy  of  this  allusion  to  blood,  but  he 
found  in  the  Kilkenny  Journal,  a  paper  in 
which  he  said,  he  would  correct  his  own 
speech,  the  following  words:— "They 
ahall  find  the  people  of  Ireland  are  no 


cowards.  Oh !  the  insult  must  be  wiped 
off  in  blood,  if  they  do  not  make  reparation 
for  it  by  doing  us  justice."  This  formed 
the  conclusion  of  his  speech  as  reported 
in  his  own  paper,  and  was  not  so  strong  as 
others  which  he  had  seen.  What  fol- 
lowed this  speech  ?  He  begged  pardon  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
for  naming  it.  Why,  the  next  toast  pro- 
posed was  the  "  Health  of  Lord  Morpeth," 
with  three  times  three.  After  that  the 
right  rev.  Dr.  Nolan,  the  Roman  Catholic 
bishop  of  the  diocese,  who  was  present, 
and  had  heard  the  words  which  he  had 
quoted,  addressed  the  meeting,  and  here 
were  his  words :  he  said,  *'  Mr.  O'Connell, 
I  will  venture  to  say,  is  a  man  raised  by 
God  to  work  out  the  regeneration  of  his 
country,  and  we  (that  is  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic bishops  and  clergy  of  Ireland)  pray 
God  to  direct  him  and  to  bless  his  efforts.**^ 
He  (Mr.  Shaw)  did  not  object  to  these  ex- 
pressions taken  by  themselves,  but  his  ob- 
jection to  them  arose  when  put  in  imme- 
diate connexion  with  the  speech  just  be- 
fore delivered  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny.  That  speech  had, 
however,  been  noticed  by  some  of  the  lead- 
ing gentry  of  the  county  of  Carlow,  who 
called  on  the  Irish  Government  for  an  in- 
vestigation. Did  that  investigation  ever 
take  place  ?  About  that  time,  it  was  true, 
a  meeting  took  place  between  the  Attor- 
ney-General for  Ireland  and  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  ;  but  at  that  meeting  who  was 
the  principal  guest  ?  Why,  the  individual 
who  had  made  use  of  the  very  words  com- 
plained of.  He  asked  the  noble  Lord,  did 
the  Irish  Government  investigate  the  mat- 
ter :  he  would  further  ask  him  if  they  dared, 
even  if  the  language  went  further,  or  was 
twice  as  bad,  did  the  Irish  Government 
dare  to  enter  upon  such  an  investigation  ? 
If  the  noble  Lord  answered  in  the  negative, 
then  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  must  contend  that  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  had  made  out  their 
case,  and  had  shown  that  neither  their 
property,  their  persons,  their  lives,  nor 
their  liberties,  were  safe  in  that  country. 
Now,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny  had  thrown  dust  in  the  eyes  of 
the  Government  by  leading  them  to  sup- 
pose that  he  had  abandoned  the  question 
of  the  repeal  of  the  Union.  He  would 
recall  to  their  attention  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  opinions  on  that  head. 
He  held  in  his  hand  the  copy  of  a  letter 
written  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
and  read  by  Mr.  Dwyer,  to  the  Political 
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Association  of  Dublin.     It  was  dated  the 
15th  May,  1832,  and   in  it  he  fonnd  the 
following  passages.    "  It  is  my  solemn, 
conscientious,  unaltered,  and  unalterable 
opinion  that  Ireland  cannot  prosper  with- 
out a   repeal  of  the  legislative  Union.** 
Again,  in  the  same  letter,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said,  "  I  never  did,  I 
never  will,  I  never  can,  abandon  my  anxious 
desire  for  uie  repeal  of  the  Union.   This  is 
a  subject  on  which  I  have  pledged  myself, 
and  I  solemnly  and  deliberately  repeat  the 
pledge  to  the  people  of  Ireland."    Again, 
in   a  speech  delivered  by   the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  on  his  return  from 
Dublin,  on  the  3rd  of  January,  1833,  he 
said,  **  I  never  submitted  to  the  Union, 
because,  even  when  agitating  for  emanci- 
pation, I  said  I  only  used  it  as  a  means  to 
an  end,  and  that  end  was  a  repeal  of  the 
Union.'*     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man then  alluded  to  a  voluntary  oath  he 
had  taken  never  to  be  conciliated  to  the 
Ministry   while  the   Catholics   were  un- 
emancipated,  and  he  continued  thus :  "  I 
kept  my  oath,  though  in  the  lightness  of 
my  heart  I  then  took  an  unnecessary  oath, 
yet  I  have  no  hesitation  now  in  saying  that 
I  will  never  enter  into   any  compromise 
with  the  Ministry  till  I  see  a  Parliament 
in  College-green."    Again,  in   a  speech 
delivered  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, on  the  7th  January,  1833,  he  spok 
thus, — ''  They  say  that  I  am  timid — timid 
because  I  do  not  choose  to  violate  the 
command  of  the  Almighty,  but  let  me  see 
the  Union  repealed,  and  a  foreign  foe  dare 
to  put  his  foot  upon  our  soil,  with 

'*  Our  green  flag  fluttering  o'er  us, 
The  friends  we've  tried 
There  by  my  side, 
And  the  foes  we  hate  before  us." 

Let  me  see,  I  say,  a  foreign  nation  attack 
us,  and  though  I  wish  to  have  Ireland  con- 
nected with  England  by  the  golden  link  of 
the  Crown,  yet,  if  Ireland  were  invaded, 
not  a  heart  would  beat  more  strongly,  nor 
an  eye  more  brightly  glisten  in  the  contest." 
Connected  by  the  golden  link  of  the 
Crown  !  That  would  be  as  but  a  silken 
thread  in  the  hands  of  the  arbitrary  dicta- 
tor, who  professed  such  respect  for  it.  The 
people  of  England  might  rest  assured  that 
if  the  countries  were  to  be  united,  it  must 
be  by  holier  bonds,  by  a  sacred  chain,  the 
links  of  which  took  their  strength  f--"* 
above,  and  received  their  lustre  fro' 
day-spring  on  high  which  shon' 
true  Protestant  faith,  that  bad 


England  unrivalled  amongst  the  nations  of 
the  earth,  and  without  which  Ireland 
would  never  continue  a  portion  of  the 
British  empire. 

Lord   Ciemenlt  said,  he  would  try  to 

bring  the  House  back  to  the  question  be* 

fore  it,  and  from  which  so  great  a  depar* 

ture  bad  been  made  in  the  course  ot  the 

debate  which  had  taken  place.  The  qoes* 

tion  before  the  House  was  the  present 

state  and  condition  of  Ireland.    The  boo. 

and  learned  Sergeant  opposite  had  urged 

the  existence  of  the  National  Association 

of  Dublin,  as  being  dangerous  to  the  peace 

of  the  country ;  he  had  attributed  partia* 

lity  in  judicial  appointments,  and  varioas 

other  things  to  the  Irish  Government  as  at 

present  constituted,  but  he  had  avoided 

one  fact  well  worthy  the  consideration  of 

the  House  and  the  country,  namely,^* that 

Ireland  was  now  more  tranquil  and  peace* 

fol  than  she  had  ever  been  at  any  period 

of  our  history.     If  that  peace  had  been 

brought    about    by    any  unfair    leaning 

against  the  Protescanls,  he  would  be  the 

last  roan  to  attempt  to  vindicate  the  Go* 

vemment*     He  stood  there  himself  a  Pro* 

testant  of  Ireland,  and  as  a  Protestant  he 

claimed  to  be  heard,  having  been  expressly 

excluded  from  the  recent  Protestant  Meet* 

ing  in  Dublin.     The  hon.  and  learned 

Sergeant  had  endeavoured  to  create  an 

alarm  among  ceruin  Irish  Peers,  by  ask* 

ing  whether  the  course  pursued  by  the 

Government  wss  not  calculated  to  weaken 

the  rights  of  property.     He  had  asked 

noble  Lords  if  they  were  not  afraid  of  their 

acres.    The  appeal   had   been  answered 

by  the  declaration  and  protest,  signed  by 

the  great  body  of  Irish  Peers  and  Members 

of  Parliament,  in  which  they  stated  they 

were  convinced  the  policy  of  the  preset* 

Government  was  the  safeguard  of  prope — 

in  Ireland.     The  thing  which  pnwu:^ 

hon.  Members  on   the  opposite  b-sec 

was,    that    Ireland   should    be   -nA»> 

without  their  assistance.      He  t?.  vi 

that  point,  and  would  tell  the?,  lu  «^j.^ 

Lord   Mulgravc    had   pres-it^       .r 

destinies  of  Ireland,  thatc-.»-r  —  v  .^-^^ .,. 

quiet  than  their  Whiteu-  -- 

could  have  made  her, 

tempted  to  be  sho«  *    • 

existed  between  t.^     •  . 

Association.     Ht  ^. . 

;rkrifv  of  the  p-  •.- 

of    Ofj^'.. 


u 
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thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth,  whoie  speech  at  Glas* 
gow  he  had  read  with  great  pleasure.  The 
right  hoD.  Baronet  said,  that  the  existing 
state  of  affairs  in  England  and  Scotland 
was  so  very  preferable  to  that  of  other 
parts,  that  he  was  most  anxious  to  main* 
tain  it  without  organic  changes.  The 
right  lion.  Baronet  was,  however,  silent  as 
to  Ireland,  and  though  he  called  on  Scot- 
land to  sing  a  political  *'  auld  lang  syne," 
he  did  not  invite  Ireland  to  join  in  it.  It 
was  the  state  of  Ireland  that  induced  its 
population  to  call  for  vote  by  ballot,  re- 
form of  the  House  of  Lords,  or  for  any. 
thing  else  that  they  thought  would  relieve 
them  from  the  condition  in  which  they 
were  placed.  With  respect  to  the  Na- 
tional Association,  he  (Lord  Clements)  ad- 
mitted that  it  combined  some  individuals 
whose  views  with  respect  to  the  Irish 
Church  went  much  further  than  he  would 
go;  but  still  the  question  of  tithes  re- 
quired settlement.  Among  them  was  Mr. 
Cassidy,  whose  name  had  been  mentioned 
in  the  course  of  the  present  discussion. 
He  was  not  acquainted  with  that  Gentle- 
man, but  be  knew  that  besides  being  a 
large  landed  proprietor  in  fee  simple,  he 
was  a  very  extensive  grazier;  and  the 
evils  of  the  tithe  system  on  the  graziers 
was  so  great,  that  he  was  sure  the  same 
class  in  this  country  if  so  burthened  would 
not  endure  it.  Mr.  Cassidy 's  views,  then, 
had  reference  to  this  burden,  and  not  to 
politics.  Let  the  House  but  compare  the 
Irish  with  the  English  tithe  composition 
act,  and  they  would  see  that  Mr.  Cassidy 
and  the  Irish  graziers  had  been  treated 
unlike  the  graziers  of  this  country,  and 
with  but  rough  justice.,  He  considered 
the  meetings  of  the  National  Association 
to  have  been  highly  beneficial  to  Ireland, 
by  keeping  in  view  those  great  points  to 
which  it  was  especially  necessary  that  at- 
tention should  be  directed,  and  the  mem- 
bers of  that  body  had  acted  in  a  manner 
which  he  was  confident  many  English 
gentlemen  would  be  proud  to  imitate  in 
the  same  circumstances.  There  was  only 
one  point  more  on  which  he  would  trouble 
the  House.  A  charge  had  been  brought 
against  the  Lord-Lieutenant  for  being  too 
lenient  in  the  exercise  of  the  prerogative 
of  mercy  by  discharging  prisoners.  It 
happened  that  he  (Lord  Clements)  lived 
in  the  adjoining  county  to  that  in  which 
this  prerogative  had  been  exercised  ;  and 
all  that  he  could  testify  to  was,  that  hav* 


ing  been  accidentally  present  on  the  occa- 
sion, that  though  the  cases  were  not  re- 
ferred to  the  learned  Judges,  yet  the 
persons  discharged  from  prison  appeared 
to  be  individuals  confined  for  the  shortest 
periods,  and  who  had  been  guilty  of  the 
smallest  offences.  He  did  not  agree  in 
the  opinion  that  the  acts  of  mercy  which 
the  Lord- Lieutenant  had  oxar^ised  while 
going  through  the  country  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  Majesty  tended  at  all  to  di- 
minish the  respect  which  the  people  had 
paid  to  the  law  since  that  time.  On  the 
contrary,  he  thought  it  had  had  a  bene- 
ficial effect.  It  was  not  a  progress  of 
mere  useless  parade.  Great  want  was 
prevailing  in  the  north-western  counties, 
and  the  Lord.Lieutenant  went  his  tour 
from  the  most  humane  and  proper  mo- 
tives. It  was  a  tour  that  would  reflect 
credit  on  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  and  which 
he  undertook  at  great  personal  incon- 
venience. In  conclusion  he  would  assure 
the  House  that  as  a  Protestant  of  Ireland, 
whose  family  resided  in  that  country,  and 
as  being  connected  with  the  Protestant 
interests,  and  as  representing  a  large  Irish 
Protestant  constituency,  it  was  his  firm 
conviction  that  he  should  do  wrong  if  he 
did  not  give  his  honest  and  cordial  support 
to  a  Government,  whose  administration 
had  given  a  greater  degree  of  peace  to 
his  country  than  that  of  any  other  Go- 
vernment that  had  presided  over  it. 

Mr.  Roebuck  humbly  submitted  to  those 
who  preceded  him,  at  least  to  some  of  them, 
that  there  might  have  been  a  more  useful 
way  of  conducting  this  discussion  than 
that  which  they  had  pursued.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  bandying  about  from  one 
side  of  the  House  to  the  other  expressions 
that  would  not  have  been  suffered  else- 
where, did  not  conduce  to  the  dignity  of 
the  House,  or  to  the  respect  which  the 
people  out  of  doors  ought  to  feel  towards 
it.  It  seemed  to  him  that,  standing  as  they 
did  in  the  high  character  of  the  represent- 
atives of  a  great  nation,  they  ought  to 
conduct  their  deliberations  with  that  calm- 
ness, soberness,  and  decorum  that  would 
gain  them  the  respect  of  all  reasonable  and 
respectable  men.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  tone  and  manner — he  said  it  under  all 
correction — that  the  manner  and  tone  of 
Gentlemen,  particularly  belonging  to  Ire- 
land, had  been  to-nit;ht,  and  to-night  was 
not  a  solitary  instance  of  such  a  nature — 
judging  with  the  feelings  of  an  Englishman 
who  had  not  mixed  much  with  Irishmen — 
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were  likely  to  create  anything  but  respect. 
It  could  do  no  service  to  an^  body  inthat 
House  or  elsewhere  to  indulge  in  a  species 
•—he  was  going  to  use  a  term  but  he  would 
not  use  it  of  "  improper  vituperation/'  It 
■eemed  to  htm  that  the  object  the  House 
bad  before  them  was  to  consider  the  ge- 
neral conductor  the  Irish  Government ;  to 
know  whether  that  conduct  had  been  such 
as  was  conducive  to  the  general  interests 
of  both  countries — England  and  Ireland; 
and  he  had  seen  and  heard,  with  some 
astonishment,  that  when  that  was  the 
matter  to  be  discussed — and  a  more  grave 
and  serious  one  could  not  be  submitted 
even  to  that  assembly — persons  come 
forward  and  bring  evidence  respecting 
words  used,  and  matters  discussed  by  an 
individual  who  had  a  place  in  that  House, 
and,  he  must  allow,  great  power  in  Ireland; 
but  which  words  were  used  upon  an  occa- 
•ion  not  connected  with  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  which  was  the  subject  they 
were  at  present  called  upon  to  discuss. 
Those  were  matters  respecting  which  it 
was  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  him- 
self to  decide  ;  it  was  for  his  own  taste  and 
his  own  understanding  to  determine  what 
was  due  to  his  own  character,  and  the 
character  of  those  whom  he  addressed. 
He  was  not  called  upon  in  that  House  to 
give  an  opinion  about  those  words,  if  it 
were  true  that  they  were  spoken  ;  and, 
not  being  called  upon  to  give  an  opinion 
about  those  words,  he  warned  to  know 
why  he  had  been  compelled  to  hear  them. 
It  was  time  lost,  in  the  first  place,  and  he 
must  at  the  same  time  say  it  was  not  very 
agreeable  to  his  feelings.  He  did  not 
think  when  he  came  to  take  his  seat 
in  that  House  that  it  was  to  hear  every  ex- 
traneous thing  which  Gentlemen  might  be 
inclined  to  utter.  He  thought  he  came 
there  to  discuss  a  question  respecting  the 
Municipal  Corporations  of  Ireland.  He 
must,  however,  charge  it  somewhat  (for 
he  would  be  impartial)  upon  the  noble 
Lord  himself  for  having  introduced  this 
very  general  discussion.  That  noble  Lord 
would  have  consulted  the  best  interests  of 
the  Government  if  he  had  allowed  the 
attack  to  come  from  the  other  party. 
Why  should  the  noble  Lord  have  taken 
notice  of  any  resolutions  that  might  have 
been  passed  by  any  body  which  were  not 
directly  before  the  House  ?  Why  should 
the  House  go  out  of  its  way  to  notice  Re- 
aolutions  that  a  small  minority  of  the 
people  had  thought  proper  to  pass  ?    He, 


thought,  therefore,  the  noble  Lord  was 
somewhat  to  blame  in  this  ;  at  the  same 
time  he  must  acknowledge  that  there  was 
a  temper  and  tone  in  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  far  difierent  from  what  per. 
vaded  the  speeches  of  those  who  had  suc- 
ceeded him.  He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that 
anything  had  fallen  from  te  noble  Lord 
which  could  come  under  the  censure  that 
he  should  wish  the  House  to  pass  upon 
what  followed.  What,  he  would  ask,  was 
the  value  of  all  that  they  had  heard  to- 
night? They  had  had  four  long  mortal 
hours  entirely  wasted.  [An  hon.  Member^ 
six.]  No ;  he  would  not  say  six,  because 
some  particular  speeches  or  parts  of 
speeches  that  he  had  heard  did  not  fall 
under  the  same  category.  He,  however, 
wanted  to  know  the  value  of  the  argu- 
ment that  had  been  addressed  to  the 
House?  Fie  wished  to  strip  it  from  all 
extraneous  adjuncts — from  all  rhetorical 
flourishes — which,  however  well  they 
might  be  suited  to  other  audiences,  were 
not  proper  to  be  recognized  by  such  an 
assembly  as  this.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant  had  accused  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  of  having 
used  certain  expressions,  at  various  times, 
of  a  very  violent  nature,  and  therefore, 
that  House  was  to  legislate  for  Ireland  in 
a  manner  different  from  what  it  did  for 
any  other  part  of  the  empire.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  learned  Sergeant  was,  that 
because  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny  had  been  violent,  rude,  coarse  in 
the  epithets  he  had  employed,  they  were 
therefore  to  deny  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
those  municipal  rights  which  they  had 
already  given  to  England  and  to  Scotland. 
That  w{(8  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  and  he  wanted  the 
world  to  understand  the  value  of  this 
species  of  declamation,  if  indeed  he  might 
give  it  even  that  term.  Bad  as  heconsidered 
it,  what  was  the  value  of  that  declamation? 
That  this  said  six  millions  of  people^ 
whose  happiness,  whose  Government,  all 
that  was  dear  to  them,  was  derived  from 
the  good  administration  of  their  local 
affairs,  were  to  be  dependent  upon  the 
taste  and  judgment  of  a  single  individual. 
That  was  the  whole  and  sole  substance  of 
the  four  long  hours  of  dull  declamation 
that  they  had  been  doomed  to  listen  to. 
He  wanted  to  know,  if  he  were  in  the 
same  situation  as  the  people  of  Ireland, 
what  he  should  think  of  any  man  coming 
into  this  House  and  desiring  the  whole 
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Commons  of  England  to  determine  that 
he  should  be  deprived  of  his  municipal 
tights — rights  that  were  requisite  for  his 
happiness  and  contentment  through  life — 
upon  the  assertion  of  the  right  hon .  Recorder 
and  learned  Sergeant,  that  there  was  a 
learned  Gentleman  in  this  House  who  had 
indulged,  the  greater  part  of  his  life,  in 
violent  expressions,  and  given  vent  at 
various  times  to  very  contradictory 
opinions?  Now,  supposing  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  had 
done  what  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  charged 
every  political  man  that  he  had  ever  heard 
of,  either  in  Ireland  or  England,  with 
doings  that  of  never  entirely  and  completely 
stating  the  whole  of  his  intentions ;  for  he 
made  it  a  charge  against  political  men  ge- 
nerally that  they  were  advocates,  that 
they  stated  only  one  side  of  the  question, 
and  were  constantly  saying  to-day  what 
they  meant  to  unsay  to-morrow.  He 
heard  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  cheer,  as  if  they  were  free  from  the 
imputation.  Good  God!  He  could,  if  the 
time  were  fitting,  go  through  the  life  of 
every  political  man  that  he  saw  upon  that 
bench,  and  show  that  every  one  of  them 
had  been  inconsistent  with  their  own  de- 
clarations. But  supposing  all  this,  and 
that  the  same  charge  was  justly  made 
against  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny,  was  it  a  valid  argument  to  tell 
his  constituents  that  he  had  endeavoured 
to  persuade  the  Commons  of  England  to 
deprive  them  of  their  political  rights? 
Suppose,  by  way  of  illustration,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
had  ever  changed  his  opinions,  or  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Cum- 
berland, had  changed  his  opinions,  or 
that  the  noble  Lord  who  had  sat  between 
these  two  right  hon.  Baronets  had  changed 
his  opinions— suppose  all  these  extraordi- 
nary things,  would  that,  he  asked,  after 
having  passed  the  Reform  Bill,  justify  him 
in  saying  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
"  Here  are  three  distinguished  men  in  the 
Government  of  the  country,  who  have 
most  distinctly  said  ay  to-day  and  no  to- 
morrow, and,  therefore,  I  call  upon  you 
not  to  give  to  the  people  of  England  the 

Sower  of  governing  themselves  or  their 
lunicipal  Corporations/'  He  wanted  to 
know  what  the  people  of  England  would 
say  to  that  species  of  argument?  He 
could  not  tell  what  the  people  of  Ireland 
would  think.  It  had  been  said  to-night, 
by  two  learned  Gentlemen  on  the  other 


side  of  the  House,  who  represented  as 
they  declared,  a  large  body  of  the  Irish 
people,  that  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
unfit  for  Municipal  Corporations.  If  they 
were  unfit  for  Municipal  Corporations,  he 
could  only  say,  that  it  was  because  they 
were  so  much  like  those  two  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen.  But  he  wished  to  lay 
it  down  as  a  general  rule,  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  and  the  people  of  England,  and 
the  people  of  Scotland,  were  all  equally 
worthy  of  the  right  and  of  the  duty  of 
self-government.  And  he  charged  the 
Gentlemen  opposite,  notwithstanding  that 
Englishmen  were  worthy  of  self-govern- 
ment, Scotchmen  were  worthy  of  self-go- 
vernment, but  that  they  knew  their  own 
countrymen  so  well,  that,  being  Irishmen, 
they  knew  that  the  Irish  people  were  not 
fitted  to  be  intrusted  with  the  rights  and 
duties  of  citizens.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant  had  said,  that  this  was  the  first 
time  that  that  argument  had  been  used, 
and  that  it  was  first  stated  by  the  noble 
Lord  who  opened  this  debate.  Why,  so 
far  from  that  being  the  case,  the  very  same 
argument  was  made  the  ground,  and  the 
only  ground,  of  opposition  to  the  measure 
of  last  year.  It  was  most  distinctly  stated 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lan- 
cashire. [Lord  Stanley :  I  never  stated 
anything  of  the  kind.]  He  begged  the 
noble  Lord's  pardon ;  he  did  not  wish  to 
impute  to  the  noble  Lord  anything  which 
he  had  not  said,  but,  as  far  as  his  recol- 
lection went,  he  could  assert  that  he  had 
heard  the  noble  Lord  state  distinctly  in 
this  House,  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  in  that  condition,  that  they  were 
separated  into  parties  by  their  peculiar 
religious  feelings,  that  they  could  not  be 
intrusted  with  municipal  corporate  rights. 
That  was  the  whole  tenor  of  the  argumen- 
tation of  the  other  side  of  the  House.  It 
was  on  that  ground  that  they  sought  to 
cut  down,  to  spoil  and  ruin,  the  measure 
in  this  House  by  piecemeal.  They  took 
that  course  in  order  to  persuade  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers ;  and  in  passing,  he  would 
state,  that  he  thought  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters were  too  easily  persuaded  by  that  side 
of  the  House  to  cut  down  that  Bill,  on 
the  ground  and  understanding  which  was 
always  put  forward  by  them,  that  there 
were  peculiarities  in  the  Irish  people  that 
unfitted  them  for  self-government.  That 
was  the  fair  way  of  stating  the  argument. 
Now  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
both  sides  of  the  Hoa8e,more  particularly 
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the  attention  of  the  liberal  Members,  to 
ibis  fact,  that  the  bon.  Members  opposite 
distinctly  stated  that  the  people  of  Ireldnd 
were  not  worthy  of  self-government.  That 
was  their  principle.  [**  No,  no  T  from  the 
Opposition.]  Ay,  but  it  was  so.  He 
wished  to  state  the  naked  truth,  but  even 
the  naked  truth  of  their  own  opinions  was 
not  agreeable  to  tliem.  So  apt  were  they 
to  dress  them  up,  that  when  they  came  in 
an  unadorned  shape  before  them  they 
could  not  recognise  ihem  as  their  own. 
Now  he  would  assert  that  the  principle 
upon  which  he  and  those  on  his  side  of 
the  House  went  was,  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  not  distinguishable  from  the 
people  of  England  or  of  Scotland,  and 
that  they  were  fitted  for  self-gcvernmenl. 
These  principles  were  as  light  and  daik- 
ness.  As  they  approached  nearer  towards 
the  one,  so  they  receded  from  the  other ; 
and  he  intreated  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
not  to  lend  too  easy  an  ear  to  the  sugges- 
tions that  might  be  brought  forward  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  to  militate  against  the  great  prin- 
ciple, which  had  been  to-night  recognised 
by  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord.  He 
must  say,  it  had  given  him  great  pleasure 
to  hear  all  those  principles  with  which  he 
commenced  and  ended  his  speech.  But 
there  was  a  lurking  suspicion^  a  doubt,  a 
hesitation  in  his  mind  that  those  wide  and 
sometimes  vague  generalities  were  accom- 
panied with  a  fatal  tendency  to  listen  to 
the  suggestions  coming  from  parties  who 
on  this  question  were  wholly  irreconciteabl^ 
opponents,  that  attempts  would  be  made 
to  conciliate  those  who  could  not  be  con- 
ciliated, and  that  for  the  purpose  of  plea- 
sing bon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  the  House 
would  be  called  upon  to  cut  down,  alter, 
mutilate,  ruin,  and  utterly  destroy,  the 
value  of  this  Bill.  He  thought  this  had 
been  too  much  the  case  last  year ;  and  he 
was  Borrv  to  hear  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
not  enlarged  his  Bill — that  he  had  not 
embraced  within  it  the  whole  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  so  have  gained,  by  one  grand 
stroke,  their  hearts,  their  wishes,  and  their 
support,  and  had  trusted  to  the  good 
sense  of  England  and  of  Scotland  for 
maintaining  him  and  his  colleagues  in 
that  position  in  which  they  now  stood, 
based  as  they  then  would  have  been  upon 
a  great  and  glorious  principle  of  legislation. 
What  he  wanted  them  to  do  was,  to  carry 
out  the  great  principle  of  self-government, 
•and  not  to  yield  one  jot  to  the  Gentlemen 
VOL.  XXXVI.  {ti} 


opposite,'  who  declared  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  not  worthy  of  self-govern- 
ment. If  the  Ministers  must  listen  to 
suggestions,  he  would  just  hint  that  they 
should  listen  to  the  suggestions  of  their 
friends,  and  not  of  their  enemies.  He  was, 
however,  too  well  grounded  by  experience 
in  slating  this  his  hesitation  and  doubts, 
which  he  did  openly.  He  feared  there 
was  too  great  a  leaning  on  their  pari  lo 
listen  to  the  suggestions  fioin  the  opposite 
benches,  while  they  turned  a  dtaf  ear  and 
a  cold  shoulder  to  their  friends.  He  beg- 
ged to  press  it  on  their  minds,  if  they 
wishtd  to  continue  Ministers,  that  this 
great  prnciple  of  llieiis  —  namely  that  the 
people  were  wortiiy  of  self-jiovernmeni— 
was  their  main  stay  and  support,  and  that 
every  step  they  made  in  carrying  out  that 
^reat  and  glorious  principle  of  legislation 
was  a  step  to  ensure  and  strengthen  their 
own  pciwer,  and  that  every  single  inch 
which  they  yielded  to  false  and  dangerous 
suggestions,  coming  from  the  opposite 
bench,  weakened  their  dominion,  by  de- 
stroying the  conBdtnce  of  the  people  in 
them.  He  wished  them  to  understand, 
and  he  wished  the  people  of  England 
fairly  to  understand,  that  the  two  parties 
in  the  State  were  now  at  issue  wiih  respect 
to  the  whole  Irish  people  upon  the  princi- 
ple which  distinguished  that  party  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo>ite  belonged 
from  what  he  would  call  the  real  demo- 
cracy of  England.  The  opposite  party 
declared,  that  the  people  were  not  worthy 
of  self-government ;  he  as  firmly  declared 
that  they  were.  They  were  at  issue  upon 
the  question  of  Ireland — that,  however, 
was  but  one  great  instance  of  the  manifes- 
tations of  the  two  contending  principles. 
The  Irish  Municipal  Corporations  were 
the  subject  matter,  but  the  principle  of 
democracy  was  the  thing  that  was  really 
involved.  Every  8uo:gestion,  therefore, 
that  came  from  the  other  side  of  the  House 
would  come  only  with  a  motive  to  destroy 
the  people's  political  rights ;  every  word 
of  theirs  ought  to  be  listened  to  with  cau- 
tion. He  would  besr  and  intreat  his  Ma- 
jesty's  Ministers,  if  they  were  sincere  in 
the  many  declarations  they  had  made  con- 
cerning  the  good  government  of  Ireland, 
and  concerning  the  good  government  of 
England,  not  in  any  way  to  abate  one  jot 
or  one  iota  of  the  Bill  now  brought  in. 
Let  them  enlarge  it  if  they  would,  and 
make  it  what  it  ought  to  be ;  send  it 
through  that  House ;   send  it  up  to  the 
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other;  and  then,  if  the  noble  Lord  would 
gay  that  his  Ministry  was  dependent  upon 
the  fate  of  that  Bill,  he  was  not  fearful  of 
the  result.  He,  for  one,  would  be  a  san- 
guine combatant  in  favour  of  that  great 
principle.  He  was  willing  to  fight  the 
opponents  of  it  foot  to  foot  before  the  un- 
shrinking strength  of  the  prudent,  honest, 
generous  people  of  England.  To  the 
people  of  England  he  would  trust  the 
issue  of  this  grand  and  high  debate ;  to 
them  he  would  leave  its  ultimate  deter- 
mination, and  certain  lie  was,  that  the 
victory  would' be  with -the  right  —  with 
those  who  were  Bghting  in  that  House  for 
the  real,  rig^t,  clear,  and  definite  rule, 
that  the  people  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land were  worthy  to  be  their  own  governors. 
Let  no'  man  say,  that  that  was  not  the 
principle  aV  issue ;  it  might  be  covered 
over  fof  the  moment  by  the  astute  and 
learned  ingenuity  of  others— it  might  be 
carped  and  cavilled  at,  but  that  was  the 
real  principle  before  them  which  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  must  decide. 

Colonel  Conolly  having  moved  the  13th 
resolution,  at  the  meeting  alluded  to  by 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  felt  himself  bound 
to  state  his  reasons  for  so  doing.  That 
meeting  was  assembled  for  the  purpose  of 
seeking  redress  by  appeals  to  the  proper 
powers,  and  the  noble  Lord  in  animad- 
verting on  the  meeting,  only  stated  what 
suited  his  own  purposes.  This  was  not 
generous  in  the  noble  Lord,  who  ought  to 
have  read  the  entire  resolutions.  The 
meeting  of  Protestants  was  called  forth  by 
the  sense  of  injury,  and  their  object  was 
to  petition  for  redress.  That  would  be 
seen  from  the  resolutions,  and  he  was  pre- 
pared to  prove  every  assertion  made  in 
them.  The  meeting  was  called  exclusive, 
but  it  was  not  so  exclusive  as  the  conduct 
of  Ministers,  who  placed  every  engine  of 
Government  at  the  foot  of  the  man  whom 
they  formerly  reviled  and  derided.  The 
abuse  of  patronage  which  had  taken  place 
could  be  proved  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Gibson, 
whose  sole  object  appeared  to  be,  to  vitiate 
votes  on  one  side.  On  the  authority  of  a 
magistrate — [*' JVame/'*] — he  would  be 
prepared  to  give  the  name  when  a  com- 
mittee of  investigation  was  granted  ;  and, 
after  the  observations  made  by  the  noble 
Lord,  Government  were  bound  to  grant  a 
committee.  On  the  authority  of  a  magi- 
atrate,  he  could  prove  the  scandalous  par- 
tiality of  Mr.  Gibson,  with  respect  to  the 
patronage  which  bad  been  complained  of; 


the  case  of  Mr.  Fogarty  was  another  iiw 
stance  of  the  same  headlong  hurry  in 
registering  those  who,  by  no  distortion  of 
the  Act,  would  be  entitled  to  a  vote.  The 
case  of  Mr.  Reynolds  also,  was  a  very 
flagrant  one.  He  was  couvicted  the  year 
before  his  second  incarceration ;  and  yet, 
on  his  liberation,  he  was  found  at  the  head 
of  a  mob,  haranguing  in  Coburg  Gardens. 
In  defiance  of  the  Judge  who  tried  and 
sentenced  him  he  was,  however,  discharged 
from  Kil  main  ham  prison,  by  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  in  a  manner  every 
way  offensive  to  justice  and  law.  With 
respect  to  M'Gahan*s  case,  the  facts  were 
not  dissimilar :  indeed,  like  the  last,  they 
were  very  extraordinary.  M'Gahan  was 
tried  for  exciting  tumult  and  riot,  at  the 
head  of  a  mob  of  people,  before  a  large 
bench  of  magistrates,  at  the  quarter^ses^ 
sious,  and  convicted.  Sentence  was  passed 
on  him  accordingly,  and  he  was  committed 
to  prison.  But  his  brother  memorialised 
the  Lord- Lieu  tenant,  and  he  was  at  once 
liberated  by  that  nobleman.  The  course 
of  law  in  Ireland  was  rendered  ridiculous 
by  such  proceedings,  which  could  not  fail, 
in  the  long  run,  to  be  destructive  of  all 
order.  The  constitution  of  the  magistracy 
was  another  subject,  on  which  there  was 
much  to  complain  of  the  Irish  Government. 
There  was  the  case  of  Mr.  Cassidy  on 
record  in  proof  of  it.  That  Gentleman 
had  headed  a  mob  in  resistance  to  the  levy 
of  a  county  cess  in  the  Queen's  County  ; 
for  which  he  was  convicted  by  the  bench 
of  magistrates.  Yet  he  was  one  of  those 
named  by  the  Government  to  the  magistracy. 
Lord  de  Vesey  objected  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  a  person  so  very  strongly, 
that  they  were  obliged  to  forego  their  intert* 
tions  ;  but  still  that  did  not  extenuate  the 
charge  against  them ;  and  when  he  was 
out  of  the  way,  Mr.  Cassidy  was  placed 
on  the  bench.  There  was  another  case  in 
the  same  county,  of  a  similar  character. 
A  person  named  Dunn,  who  had  violated 
the  peace-^who  had,  at  the  head  of  a  large 
mob,  threatened  a  Mr.  Cooper,  a  magi* 
St  rate — was,  in  despite  of  the  remonstrances 
of  Lord  de  Vesey,  who  objected  to  him  on  the 
grounds  that  he  had  to  Mr.  Cassidy,  also 
appointed  to  the  magistracy.  These  were 
things  not  to  be  lightly  passed  over.  With 
respect  to  the  great  Protestant  meeting  in 
Dublin,  in  which  he  took  part,  he  was 
ready  to  bear  the  blame,  as  well  as  to  share 
the  praise  of  it.  It  was  called  for  by  the 
situation  of  ihe  country  ^—it  waa  well-tioMd 
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—and  the  power  it  had  wai  clearly  ex« 
htbited  in  the  illiberal,  intolerantp  and 
ignorant  protest  entered  against  its  pro- 
ceedings. Those  truly  liberal  Peers,  who 
took  part  in  it,  and  by  so  doing  asserted 
the  right  of  British  subjects  to  petition  for 
the  redress  of  grievances,  deserved  well  of 
the  country^  for  calling  the  attention  of 
the  Legislature  to  the  circumstances  in 
which  it  was  placed  at  that  juncture — 
circumstances  subversive  of  the  peace,  or- 
der, property,  and  stability  of  that  portion 
of  the  empire. 

Mr.  O^Conor  deprecated  the  attacks  on 
private  character  which  had  been  so  un- 
sparingly indulged  in  during  the  debate 
on  the  question  before  the  House.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member,  who  last  spoke, 
had  assailed  the  character  of  Mr.  Gibson. 
Mr.  Gibson  was  a  private  friend  of  his, 
and  from  his  own  knowledge  of  him,  he 
should  have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that 
the  hon,  and  gallant  Member  must  have 
been  misinformed  in  what  he  stated  re- 
specting him.  The  hon.  Member  had  also 
seemed  to  doubt  the  declaration  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  spoke  last,  respecting  the 
impossibility  of  procuring  admission  to  the 
Protestant  meeting  io  Dublin  :  but  he  had 
been  informed,  that  no  one  was  permitted 
to  be  present,  unless  he  signed  a  docu- 
ment, purporting  to  be  his  adhesion  or 
conformity  with  the  principles  to  be  there 
promulgated.  With  regard  to  the  National 
ABSOciation,  he  felt  bound  to  say,  that  he 
regretted  its  existence— >but  he  regretted 
more  the  cause  which  had  created  it.  That 
cause  was,  the  denial  of  their  just  rights 
to  the  people  of  Ireland.  Io  connexion 
with  the  fact  of  his  becoming  a  member  of 
it,  be  was  free  to  say,  that  he  did  so 
because  he  knew  the  country  was  excited 
on  the  subject  of  that  denial,  and  because 
he  believed  it  would  afford  the  only  safe 
vent  for  the  ebullition  of  the  angry  feelings 
of  the  people.  They  were  charged  with 
'  being  agitators.  TheTories  were  the  great 
agitators.  They  withheld  justice  until  it 
was  extorted  from  them;  and  only  yielded 
their  rights  to  the  people  when  they  could 
no  longer  retain  them.  That  was  the  case 
with  Catholic  Emancipation.  In  with- 
holding that,  until  it  was  forced  from  them 
by  the  threatening  combination  of  an 
entire  people,  they  had  shown  them,  that 
when  they  required  redress,  they  should 
not  stand  on  their  right  to  it,  but  on  their 
power  to  compel  it :  and  that  to  obtain  it 
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of  justice,  but  to  their  sense  of  danger. 
He  would  ask,  now  that  Catholic  Emanci- 
pation made  all  equal,  why  was  an  attempt 
made  to  impose  the  brand  of  degradation 
on  the  people  of  Ireland  still  ?  Why  was 
the  spirit  of  the  penal  code  brought  into 
operation,  when  its  letter  was  effaced  from 
the  statute-book  ?  Was  it  not  in  the  spirit 
of  the  penal  code  to  deny  corporate  reform 
to  them  ?  Was  it  anything  else,  indeed, 
but  persecution  ?  It  might,  he  was  aware, 
be  said,  that  theseiastitutions  were  founded 
for  the  extension  and  support  of  the  Pro- 
testant  religion,  and  that,  therefore,  they 
should  be  still-maintained  for  the  further- 
ance of  that  purpose;  but  had  it  extended 
itself  under  their  influence — had  it  in* 
creased  by  their  support  ?  The  returns  of 
the  population  of  both  religious  deno- 
minations proved  the  direct  contrary ;  for 
the  Catholics  had,  in  many  places,  in- 
creased more  than  tenfold.  But  it  was 
unjust  to  suppose  that,  even  if  they  were 
for  that  purpose,  that  the  Catholics  would 
avail  themselves  of  their  reform,  to  the 
injury  of  Protestantism.  When  he  saw  all 
over  Ireland,  but  especially  in  his  own 
most  Catholic  district  in  that  country,  the 
men  the  Catholics  had  elected  to  serve  in 
Parliament — an  almost  equal  number  be- 
ing Protestants  and  Catholics — he  could 
not  avoid  coming  to  the  distinct  conclusion 
that  were  they  in  possession  of  the  minor 
rights  of  corporate  election,  they  would 
employ  them  altogether  as  unobjectionably. 
For  these  reasons,  he  was  of  opinion,  that 
corporate  reform  in  Ireland  should  be 
granted  without  delay;  and  that  no  ob- 
struction should  be  thrown  in  its  course  in 
either  branch  of  the  Legislature.  With 
respect  to  the  policy  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment towards  Ireland,  he  could  only 
join  in  echoing  the  testimony  borne  on  his 
side  of  the  House,  to  the  zeal,  firmness, 
temperance,  and  vigour  with  which  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  that  country  discharged 
the  arduous  and  important  duties  of  his 
high  office.  His  personal  demeanour,  and 
equitable  administration,  had  contributed 
more  to  the  tranquillity  which  Ireland  now 
enjoyed,  than  could  all  the  Coercion  Bills 
which  were  ever  passed. 
Debate  adjourned. 
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against  Abolition  of  Church  Rates.— By  Colooel  Thomas. 
from  Dundenour,  Tissanin,  and  Clontead*  for  Aroend< 
ment  of  Grand  Juries*  (Ireland)  Act.— By  Mr.  Diluin 
Brownk,  from  ▼arious  places,  for  Reform  of  Municipal 
Corporations  (Ireland) ;  and  from  Killedeen,  for  Abolition 
of  Tithes  (Ireland).— By  Admiral  Adam,  from  Clackman- 
nan, for  complaining  of  the  creation  of  Fictitious  Votes 
(Scotland). 

Municipal  Corporations  (Irk- 
LAND). — Adjourned  Debate.]  The 
Order  of  the  Day  for  lesiiminglhe  adjourn- 
ed  debate  on  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Bill  was  rend. 

Mr.  Dillon  Browne  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion at  issue  was,  whether  the  Irish  were 
to  be  consideied  British  subjects  or  not 
—  whether  they  were  to  be  stamped  as 
inferior  to  Englishmen  —  whether  they 
were  to  be  trampled  on  and  insulted.  In 
what  he  meant  to  say  on  the  subject  he 
should  make  no  personal  observations, 
but  should  follow  the  course  pursued 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  whom  he 
had  heard  with  great  delight.  He  should 
not  take  example  by  the  hon  and  learned 
Member  for  Bandon  ;  neither  should  he 
adopt  that  held  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin ; 
and,  above  all,  he  should  not  be  influenced 
by  that  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Donegal,  who,  with  a  delicacy  not  to 
be  equalled,  held  up  Mr.  Hudson  to  the 
odium  of  th%  House  on  a  charge  affecting 
his  character  as  a  professional  man  and 
a  gentleman,  while  he  declined  to  dis- 
close the  name  of  the  magistrate  on  whose 
authority  he  made  the  allegation  against 
him.  The  real  question  befoie  the  House 
was,  whether  corporate  reform  was  to  be 
refused  to  Ireland  or  not  ?  What  plea  had 
the  opponents  of  the  [rish  people  to  with- 
hold it  ?  He  WHS  aware  that  it  had  been 
urged  over  and  over  again  that  corpor- 
ations in  Ireland  would  become  normal 
schools  of  agitation  ;  and  he  knew  that 
the  supporters  of  the  measure  were  accused 
of  improper  motives.  But  while  the  ene- 
mies of  the  people  of  Ireland  were  refusing 
to  celebrate  the  bans  between  the  corpor- 
ations and  the  Catholics  of  that  country 
the  delay  gave  birth  to  the  fearful  pro- 
geny of  the  National  Association.  He 
would  ask  whether  even  the  normal 
schools  contained  more  elements  of  agita- 
tion than  that  Association — those  normal 
schools  of  which  so  much  fear  was  af- 
fected ?  He  would  ask,  whether  they  were 
more  to  be  dreaded  at  their  worst  than 
'the  consequences  of  that  denial  of  justice 
^vvhich  at  once  converted  a  whole  natioD 


into  a  society  ?    He  conjured  the  hon. 
Gentlemen   opposite    to  grant  corporate 
reform  to  Ireland   this  year  for  the  same 
reason  through  the  operation   of    which 
they   refused  it  last   year — to  make  the 
inconsistency  of  1837  a  boon  and  peace- 
offering  to  injusMce  of  1836.     The  other 
questions  to   be  considered  in  connexion 
with  the  subject  were  the  consequences  of 
the  National  Association.     There  was  an 
old  aphorism,  that  knowledge  was  power. 
The  people    of  Ireland  knew   it.     With 
such  knowledge,   he   would  ask,   was  it 
safe  or  prudent  to  deny  them  their  equit- 
able and  just  rights?     It   might   be  said 
by  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House   that  they   despised  the  National 
AssGciation,  but  he  would  beg  to  remind 
them  that  the  same  was  said  of  the  Catholic 
Association  in  former  days.     It  might  be 
said  also  that  they  would  suppress  it ;  bat 
they  would  find  the  attempt  as  futile  and 
as  unsuccessful  as  they  did  that  to  suppress 
the  Catholic   Association.    There  was  a 
greatanalogy  between  the  two  associations ; 
indeed,  the  best  idea  which  could  be  form- 
of  the  one  would  be    by  studying  the 
history  of  the    other.     Before    Catholic 
Emancipation   was  achieved,  by  the  aid 
of   the  Catholic    Association,   the   Irish 
Catholic  was  overwhelmed   with    misery, 
and  sunk    in  political   degradation.     He 
could  scarcely  be  called  a  rational  being 
because  he  was  deprived   by  the   law  of 
the  means  of  education  :  he  could  still  less 
be  called  a  social  being,  for  the  prejudices 
of  religion    and   the   hatred   of  those  in 
power  prevented   all   association  with  his 
fellow  subjects.     At  that  time  the  system 
of  the  hon.    Gentlemen  opposite  was  in 
full  force  :  while  they  were  in  the  vigour  of 
matured  power  and  strength.     How  stood 
things  now  ?    The  prejudices  that   beset 
one  portion  of  the  people  of  Ireland  had 
vanished  before   the  light  of  reform,  and 
the  hon.  Gentlemen   were  powerless,  and 
their  system   was  overthrown:     He  would 
ask  the  House  whether,  if  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation were  achieved  under  such  disad- 
vantageouscircumstances,  corporate  reform 
could  be  refused,   now  that   the  people 
were  conscious  of  their  strength,  in  posses- 
sion of  knowledge,    and,    therefore,    of 
power  ?    How  could  justice  be  refused 
them  now  ?     He  could  not  approach  the 
discussion  of  the  subject  as  calmly  as  he 
would  wish.    He  felt  the  national  feeling^ 
mantle  in  his  cheek,  and  suffuse  his  brov 
with  the  blush  of  shame  and  indignfttioo; 
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for  had  he  not  been  called  an  alien,  and 
bad  he  not  been  held  unwoithy  to  exercise 
the  power  of  self-government?  He  felt 
the  brand  of  degradation  deep  on  his 
forehead,  and  until  corporate  reform  was 
conceded  to  Ireland^  he  should  ever  look 
on  himself  as  a  stigmatised  Member  of 
that  House.  There  was  a  strange  si- 
milarity between  the  obstinacy  of  those 
who  opposed  that  boon  to  his  country  and 
that  of  their  forefathers  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  the  1st.,  and  he  conjured  those 
who  refused  it  to  look  over  the  archives  of 
their  ancient  families,  and  take  example 
by  the  lessons  which  history  afforded  them, 
when  the  House  of  Commons  wasdeclared 
the  sole  power  of  the  State. 

Mr.  W,  Roche  said :  Permit  me  first 
to  advert  to  what  fell  from  a  right  hon. 
and  judicial  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin,  last  night,  re. 
specting  a  near  relative  and  esteemed 
friend  of  mine,  Mr.  O'Brien,  of  Elmvale,  in 
the  county  of  Clare,  who  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  was  selected  by  the 
Lord- Lieu  ten  ant  for  the  shrievalty  of  that 
county,  notwithstanding  his  not  having 
been  on  the  judge^s  list  of  high  sheriHs ; 
and  notwithstanding  some  observations  of 
his  at  a  dinner  given  by  their  constituents 
to  the  Members  of  (the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman mistakenly  said)  the  county  of 
Limerick — but  he  should  have  said  to 
those  for  the  city  of  Limerick,  namely, 
my  hon.  Colleague  and  myself,  at  which 
Mr.  O'Brien  presided,  and  at  which 
entertainment  (the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man added)  waved  banners  with — 
"  Repeal  of  the  Union,"  "  Short  Parlia- 
ments," "  Vote  by  Ballot,"  &c.,  &c.,  in- 
serted thereon.  In  the  first  instance  one 
would  suppose  that  this  dinner  was  of 
recent  occurrence,  whereas  it  took  place 
some  four  or  five  years  ago,  at  a  period 
when  we  had  a  government  which, 
though  not  actually  a  Tory  one,  was  un- 
fortunately so  far  at  least  as  regarded 
Ireland,  imbued  with  and  actuated  by  the 
most  Tory  principles,  and  which  shortly 
after  passed  that  most  ofiensive  and  un- 
constitutional, because  unnecessary  mea- 
sure, the  Coercion  Bill ;  unnecessary, 
because  the  laws,  if  actually  put  iiiforce, 
were  quite  adequate  to  suppress  the  out- 
rages of  the  day  without  any  such  coer- 
cive enactment.  What  species  of  banners 
were  exhibited  on  that  occasion  I  cer- 
tainly can  not  now  call  to  my  recollec- 
tioDy  but  I  can  call  to   memory  that  the 


sentiments  entertained  by  my  respected 
friend  and  relative  on  the  subject  of  the 
Union,  tallied,  I  may  say,  with  my  own, 
namely,  that  though  most  assuredly  we 
would  prefer  its  repeal  to  seeing  Ireland 
oppressed,  divested  of  constitutional  pro- 
tection, humiliated  or  trampled  upon,  yet 
that  we  entertain  an  anxious  hope  this 
awful  alternative  may  be  averted  by  a 
happier  change  in  the  legislative  and 
executive  conduct  of  this  country  towards 
Ireland.  Sir,  that  change  has  taken 
place,  so  far,  at  least,  as  it  is  not  impeded 
by  the  injustice  and  perverseness  of  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side,  and  a  corres- 
ponding alteration  has  accordingly  oc- 
curred in  the  feelings  of  the  Irish  people 
relative  to  their  connexion  with  this  coun- 
try. To  that  connexion.  Sir,  and  to  the 
compact  of  union  there  are  two  parties,  to 
which  both  are  equally  bound,  or  both  are 
equally  released.  The  spirit  and  purpose 
of  that  compact  are — to  give  us  equal 
laws,  rights,  and  privileges,  in  fact,  as  it 
was  said,  to  make  Ireland  a  second  Yoik- 
shire  of  England  ;  but  has  such  been  the 
practice  or  the  result ;  or  does  this  refusal 
of  the  municipal  franchises  granted  to 
England  and  Scotland  savour  of  that 
unity,  that  identity,  and  mutuality  ? 
Certainly  not.  But,  Sir,  we  do  not 
blame  the  Government  nor  the  British 
people;  we  blame  only  a  party,  who 
recklessly  look  to  their  individual  interests 
and  perverse  principles,  in  preference  to 
I  he  interests  and  happiness  of  their  native 
land.  But  to  return  to  my  friend  Mr. 
O'Brien,  his  shrievalty  was  a  model  of 
propriety,  of  dignity,  utility,  and  ability, 
which  can  be  testified  by  the  Members 
for  his  county,  and  tho^e  of  the  neigh- 
bouring counties,  and  a  better  or  wiser 
selection  his  Excellency  the  Loid-Litu- 
tenant  never  made.  His  politics  are  like 
his  general  conduct — temperate,  dignified, 
loyal,  and  patriotic;  and  at  a  dinner  very 
recently  given  to  ihe  right  hon.  ihe  Cnan- 
cellor  of  the  Exch(>qiier  in  Limerick  he 
was  chosen  by  the  citizens  of  Limeruk 
to  be  their  chairman.  Now,  Sir,  let 
me  proceed  to  the  |,^eneral  subject  of 
the  present  debate;  and  permit  tne  first 
to  say,  that  notwithstanding  the  plen- 
teous censure  which  ihe  liish  Associa- 
tion has  experienced  from  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  benches  1  feel  satisf.irti(»n 
and  setl-:ipprohaiion  in  saying  he  behmord 
to  it,  and  was  one  of  its  early  adheri^its. 
Doubtless  I  should  vastly  prefer  that  the 
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body  politic  should  be  like  the  body  natu- 
ral, ID  a  condition  to  ba  content  with  its 
ordinary  aliment ;  but  when  it  is  not  in 
that  condition,  when  it  is  disorganised, 
and  its  functions  do  not  move  in  harmony, 
they  must,  however  inconveniently  and 
reluctantly,  have  recourse  to  appropriate 
and  adequate  remedies.  Whenever,  Sir, 
the  general  association  becomes  a  subject 
of  debate  we  may  expect  from  the 
other  side  a  continuance  of  vitupera* 
tion  and  complaint,  because  it  presents  a 
formidable  barrier  and  is  a  powerful  ad- 
versary to  those  ungracious  principles  of 
exclusiveness,  and  those  ungenerous  pre- 
tensions to  ascendancy,  .which  have  caused 
so  much  mischief  to  Ireland,  and  which, 
till  extinguished  or  honourably  laid  down 
on  the  altar  of  concord  and  of  country, 
will  ever  frustrate  the  best  eQprts  for  the 
improvement  and  the  happiness  of  that 
land.  So  long  aa these  untoward  princi- 
ples, these  unkind  and  unjust  pretensions, 
ahall  be  cherished  and  asserted,  by  the  few, 
they  will  be,  and  they  ought  to  be,  re- 
sisted and  repudiated  by  the  many,  and  in 
the  collision  will  Ireland  be  kept  in  a  state 
of  strife  and  commotioup^and  be  debarred 
from  the  repose  and  advantages  of  tran- 
quillity, of  harmony,  and  prosperity.  This 
Association,  I.  say,,  is  jiot  t.he  offspring  of 
a  supercilioiis  or  domineering  spirit — it  is 
the  result  of  a  dire  and.  irresistible  neces- 
sity— it  grew  out  of  injustice  aggravated 
by  insult;  for  Ireland  was  not  only  refused 
a  co-equal  share  in  the  municipal  privi- 
leges conferred  upon  England  and  Scot- 
land, but  that  refusal  was  embittered  by 
sentiments  and  language  of  the  most  ex- 
asperating kind,  well  calculated  indeed  to 
give  reality  to  the  charge  of  alienism  so 
wantonly  ascribed  to  us.  Why,  Sir,  I 
tay,  if  this  Association  had  not  started  up 
and  afforded  a  safe  channel  to  the  fer- 
menting and  festering  feelings  of  the  Irish 
people,  woe  to  the  peace  of  Ireland,  to 
the  peace  of  this  country,  and  perhaps  to 
that  union  which  the  predecessors  of 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  took  such 
strides  to  accomplish — made  such  lavish 
but  unrealised  promises  to  effectuate,  but 
which  their  conduct  in  refusing  equal  laws 
to  Ireland  tends  so  seriously  to  weak- 
en and  undermine.  This  Association 
uses  no  secresy  or  concealment^ it  is 
open  as  day  to  public  observation— to 
the  lynx-eyed  watchfulness  of  its  adver- 
aaries  and  to  the  immediate  cognizance 
Qt  the  executive  autborities»  and,  Sir,  the 


moment  its  avowed  and  just  objects  art 
attained,  that  moment  will  it  be  dissolved. 
I  am  unwilling  to  detain  the  House 
longer,  but  permit  me,  shortly,  to  refute 
an  apprehension  which  forms  the  ground 
work  of  the  arguments  used  on  the  other 
side  against  conferring  upon  Ireland  those 
municipal  changes,  namely,  that  they 
would  only  give  rise  to  a  counter  or 
Catholic  monopoly.  Why,  Sir,  I  can 
assert,  without  travelling  farther  than 
the  city  I  have  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent, that  there  was  as  much  zeal  in 
procuring  the  return  to  Parliament  of 
my  hon.  and  Protestant  Colleague  as  there 
was  in  procuring  my  own.  The  fact  is. 
Sir,  that  they  did  not  look  to  the  com- 
plexion of  the  candidate's  religion,  but  to 
that  of  his  politics  and  general  character, 
as  has  been  demonstrated  in  several  other 
places.  As  another  indication,  too,  that 
no  such  apprehension  is  justifiable,  I 
can  mention,  as  I  remarked  on  a  for- 
mer discussion  of  this  question,  that  there 
exists  in  the  city  of  Limerick  a  body  of 
Commissioners  appointed  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament for  the  Municipal  Government 
of  the  principal  part  of  that  city,  and 
though  these  Commissioners  are  elected 
chiefly  by  Catholic  rate-payers,  yet  a 
complaint  never  existed  that  anything  but 
character,  conBdence,  and  esteem  operated 
in  these  elections,  and  that  for  the  amply 
I  experimental  period  of  nearly  thirty 
years.  Sir,  Ireland  will  continue,  will 
be  happy  to  continue,  united  to  this  coun- 
try on  terms  of  honourable  equality,  but 
to  injustice  or  degradation  she  never  will 
uhmit, 

Mr.  Lucas  said,  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  taken  part  in  this  debate  on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  had  placed 
the  discussion  upon  a  ground  which  be 
considered  to  be  totally  false— -not  false  in 
principle,  but  false,  as  applicable  to  this 
particular  question.  That  the  Irish  people 
were  fit  to  govern  themselves,  was  an 
abstract  proposition  with  which,  in  the 
present  debate,  they  ad  nothing  to  do* 
The  question  at  issue  was,  whether  the 
Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  would  produce  good 
or  evil  to  Ireland,  and,  through  Ireland  to 
the  British  empire  at  large.  He  conceived 
the  question  was  not  to  be  put,  abstract* 
edly,  whether  the  Irish  people  were  more 
or  less  fit  than  the  people  of  other  couo- 
tries  to  govern  themselves.  That  was  a 
mode  of  putting  the  question,  indeed^ 
which  was  popular  in  Ibat  House  and  alill 
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more  popular  out  of  it,  but  which  had  | 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  question, 
whether  the  Municipal  Corporation  Bill 
for  Ireland  would  be  beneficial  to  the 
empire  at  large.  Hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site had  left  out  of  consideration  what 
would  be  the  real  effect  of  this  Bill  in  Ire- 
land. It  was  a  Bill  for  reforming  Corpo- 
rations. Now  it  was  agreed  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  that  the  Irish  corporations 
should  be  reformed  ;  and  the  question  at 
issue,  at  all  events  among  most  hon. 
Members,  was,  whether  the  plan  which 
Ministers  contemplated  would  be  the  most 
fitting  reform  or  not.  The  only  states- 
manlike way  of  looking  at  that  question 
was,  by  the  real  practical  effects  which 
the  Bill  would  have.  His  opinion  de- 
cidedly was,  that  however  well  the  theory 
of  the  Government  might  look  upon  paper, 
that  practically  the  establishment  of  cor- 
porations in  Ireland  upon  the  footing  on 
which  his  Majesty's  Ministers  wished  to 
establish  them,  was  ostensibly  (he  did  not 
use  the  word  invidiously)  intended  to  work 
one  object,  when,  in  point  of  fact,  it  would 
work  another.  It  had  the  appearance  of 
providing  for  the  just  and  equitable  go- 
vernment of  certain  of  the  borough  towns 
in  Ireland.  That  was  the  ostensible 
ground  on  which  it  was  put  forward ;  but  it 
had  been  left  totally  out  of  the  question  (as 
far  as  the  debate  had  gone)  what  would 
be  the  real  practical  effect  of  the  Bill. 
Undoubtedly  it  was  well  understood  that 
that  effect  would  be  to  increase  the  power 
of  the  party  who  sat  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House,  and  to  diminish  the  power 
of  the  party  on  the  Opposition  side.  That 
was  the  real  question  at  issue.  Supposing, 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  the  corpo- 
rations in  Ireland  had  hitherto  been  ex- 
clusively Protestant  and  in  the  Tory  inte- 
rest, and  it  was  fit  that  they  should  now 
be  destroyed,  that  argument  did  not 
extend  to  the  species  of  reform  contem- 
plated. The  reverse  of  wrong  was  not 
right.  It  was  a  strange  species  of  jus- 
tice to  take  power  from  one  party 
and  put  it  clearly  into  the  hands  of 
another.  Upon  that  ground,  he  objected 
to  the  arguments  and  the  propositions  ad- 
vanced on  the  other  side.  He  would  now 
advert  to  that  subject  which  had  been  in- 
troduced into  the  debate  by  the  noble 
Lord — he  meant  the  government  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  great  Protestant  meeting 
that  had  taken  place  in  Dublin.    That 
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if  he  were  so  inclined,  he  might  plead 
exemption  from  the  consequencea  which 
might  follow  his  joining  in  its  proceedings. 
But  he  did  not  intend  at  all  to  relieve 
himself  from  that  responsibility.  He 
fully  concurred  in  the  sentiments  of  those 
Gentlemen  who  attended  there ;  he  was 
happy  to  be  joined  .with  them,  and  to 
stand  with  them,  whatever  might  be  the 
result.  He  had  read  those  resolutions 
carefully,  especially  that  which  had  been 
commented  upon  with  great  asperity  in 
that  House,  and  he  must  say,  he  did  not 
think  they  deserved  the  reprobation  which 
had  been  bestowed  upon  them.  Without 
critically  scrutinising  the  words  in  which 
the  resolutions  wer€  dcawn  up,  of  which  he 
was  not  cognisant  at  the  time,  he  must 
say  that  he  conscientiously  believed 
that  the  patronage  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment and  the  prerogative  of  mercy 
had  been  exercised  in  a  manner,  injurious 
to  the  peace  of  the  country,  lo  the  admi- 
nistration of  its  laws  ;  and  the  stability  of 
the  British  connexion  ;  that  persons  had 
been  placed  in  ofHce  whose  principal  re- 
commendation, in  some  instances,  had 
been  the  political  opinions  they  enter, 
tained  ;  and  he  did  believe  that  the  ap- 
pointments so  made  had  been  the  cause 
of  the  creation  of  fictitious  votes,  and 
greatly  prejudiced  the  administration  of 
justice.  Supposing  he  had  signed  the 
resolutions  containing  these*  aeniiments, 
he  did  not  think  that  he  ought  to  be 
catechised  where,  when,  and  h6vv«  this  had 
been  done.  He  thought^,  as  a  British  sub- 
ject, he  had  a  ri^ht  to  express  his  opinion 
on  these  matters  either  in  or  out  of  Parlia- 
ment. If  he  had  a  conscientious  convic- 
tion that  he  was  right  in  theae  sentidtents, 
he  was  justified  in  expressing  them  either 
in  that  House,  where  pri<rilege ' extended » 
or  out  of  the  House  where  there  was  no 
protection.  If  the  expression  ofsuch  senti- 
ments were  really  to  be  suppressed,  he  was 
at  a  loss  to  conceive  wherein  the  liberty  of 
the  subject  consisted.  He  knew  not  what 
was  to  prevent  any  number  of  persons 
(whether  Catholic  or  Protestant),  who 
chose  to  meet  in  Dublin  and  express  cer-^ 
tain  opinions,  to  consider  the  means  of 
advancing  them,  embody  them  in  resolu- 
tions, carry  them  to  the  House  of  Com« 
mons,  and,  if  they  thought  fit,  lay  them  in 
a  loyal  and  respectful  manner  at  the  foot 
of  the  throne.  He  conceived  all  this  to 
be  conformable  to  what  ha  had  always 
understood  to  be  the  liberty  of  the  aobject 
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•—to  those  privileges  of  British  subjects 
tvhich  had  never  yet  been  denied — so  that 
the  resolutions  and   petitions  were  con- 
cocted  in  peaceable   language,  and  ac- 
companied with  no  acts  of  violence;  and  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  understand  how  the  noble 
Lords  and  the  Gentlemen  who  entertained 
opinions  opposite  to  those  expressed   in 
the  resolutions  he  had  referred  to,  could, 
consistently  with  the  universal  idea  of  the 
liberty  of  the  subject,  be  justified  in  sign- 
ing the  protest  which  had  gone  forth  under 
their  names.     The  noble  Lord,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Leitrim,  had  last  night  claimed  a 
right  toexpress  hisopinions,  and  far  be  it 
from  him  to  deny  the  noble  Lord  that  right, 
whether  in  that  House  or  out  of  it.     But 
he  did  not  think  the  noble  Lord's  reason- 
ing just.     The  noble  Lord  agreed  in  the 
protest  of  the  Peers  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
against  the  Protestant  meeting ;  whilst  he 
denied  the   right   of  those  assembled  at 
the  meeting  to  protest  against  the  conduct 
of  the  Government.     Nobody  would  deny 
the  noble  Lord's  right  to  express  his  opin- 
ions.    Why  should  the  noble  Lord  deny 
the  right  of  those  who  differed  from  him 
to  exercise  the  same  privilege  ?     The  noble 
Lord  had  referred  to  Mr.  Cassidy.     Now, 
of  that   gentleman  he  knew  nothing,  ex. 
cept  what  he  had  heard  in  that   House. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  it  was  no  objec. 
tton  to  Mr.  Cassidy  being  admitted  to  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace  that  that  gentle- 
man belonged  to  the  National  Association. 
But  if  that  Association  were  one,  the  main 
object  of  which  was  to  encourage,  abet, 
and  aid  in  the  resistance  to  the  law  in  the 
collection  of  tithes,  and  if  Mr.  Cassidy  was 
known  to  have  been  an  active  member  of 
that  Association,   then  he  certainly  did 
conceive  that  he  was  an  unfit  individual  to 
select    for  the  administration  of  the  law. 
He  must  have  his  preconceived  prejudices, 
and  the  public  could  not  fail  to  look  upon 
him  with  distrust.  The  noble  Lord  said,  Mr. 
Cassidy  had  a  right  to  resist  the  payment 
of  tithes,  because  he  belonged  to  a  class  of 
persons  (graziers)  who  were  particularly 
aggrieved  by  its  operation.     If  the  noble 
Lord  weie  (o  carry  out  his  argument,  it 
would    be     adopting    a   principle    which 
neither  British  law  nor  the  British  consti- 
tution recognised.  If  because  an  individual 
thoufi^ht  he  was  aggrieved,  or  was,  in  fact 
aggiieved  by  a  certain  law,  he  should  use 
the  chicanery  of  the  law,  or  enter  in  o  a 
combination  to  defeat  ih  »t  law,  it  was  his 
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however  respectable  in  private  character, 
that  individual  was  not  a  fit  person  to  be 
selected  for  the  administration  of  justice. 
He  would  put  an  opposite  case.     A  large 
portion  of  the  landowners  of  Ireland  were 
aggrieved  in  a  different  way.     The  House 
would  recollect  that  by  the  Bill  introduced 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  (Mr.  Goulburn)  tithe  was  laid 
not  only  on  the  grass  but  on  the  woodlands 
of  Ireland.     The  estates  of  a  great  part  of 
the  resident  Irish  gentry,   who  mainly  en« 
tertained  iheopinions  professed  onhis(Mr. 
Lucas's)  side  of  the  House,  often  consisted 
principally  of  woodlands.  The  Legislature 
had,  indeed,  for  the  last  fifty  or  sixty  years 
encouraged,  by  every  means,  the  planta- 
tion of  woods ;   yet  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  laid  the  burden  of  tithes 
on  the  woodlands — and  though  the  owners 
of  grazing  land  could,   if  they  pleased, 
convert  it  into  arable  land,  the  case  was  dif- 
ferent with  regard  to  woodlands.     But  the 
Irish  gentry  had  never  complained.     He 
took  no  credit  to  them  for  not  complain, 
ing.     They  would   have  done  wrong  by 
objecting  to  sacrifice  the  paltry  considera- 
tions of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  to 
the  attainment  of  a    satisfactory  adjust- 
ment of  the  tithe  question.     But  he  was 
entitled  to  place  the  one  case  against  the 
other,  and  say,  that  if  the  Irish  gentry,  the 
holders  of  woodlands,  were  not  at  liberty 
to  agitate  for  their  own  relief,   so  neither 
was  Mr.  Cassidy  right  in  agitating  for  his 
relief;  and,  as  any  government  would  hare 
done  wrong,  in  his   opinion,  to  place  a 
Protestant  gentleman  so  agitating  in  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace,  the  present  Go- 
vernment could  not  be  justified  in  placing 
Mr.  Cassidy  in  that  situation.    In  conclu- 
sion, he  would  say  that  he  identified  him- 
self completely  with  the  purport  of  the 
resolutions    passed     at    the     Protestant 
meeting  in  Dublin,  and  was  but  too  happy 
to    belong  to  the  *•  miserable   minority" 
escribed  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 

Mr.  Hardy  would  assert  that  Ireland 
was  not  fit  for  the  municipal  institutions 
proposed  to  be  granted.  It  was  a  plau- 
sible argument,  that  Ireland  ought  to  be 
admitted  to  equal  rights  with  Scotland 
and  England.  If  the  population  of  Ire- 
land were  of  the  same  description  with  that 
of  Scotland  and  England,  this  position 
would  be  undeniable.  But  was  there  in 
England  and  Scotland  an  association  esta* 
blished   to  resist   in  a  rebellious  manner. 


^.^...w....«,uu  IV  urieai  intt  law,  ic  was  nfs    uiisneo   to  resist   m  a  ret)ellious  manner, 
Oi>inioD,  that  however  legally  justified,  or  jrighU   establbbed    by   the    Legislature? 
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The  noble  Lord  called  on  the  House  to 
give  equal  privileges  to  Ireland  ;  he  ought 
first  to  call  on  Ireland  to  give  equal  obe- 
dience to  the  laws.  It  was  said,  that  jus- 
tice required  the  establishment  of  cor- 
porations. If  the  old  corporations  had 
abused  their  powers,  justice  required  that 
they  should  be  deprived  of  that  power, 
but  not  that  that  power  should  be  trans- 
ferred to  others  who  were  equally  likely  to 
abuse  it.  It  was  very  well  to  say,  that  the 
corporations  would  be  open  to  all  sects-^ 
could  any  one  doubt  that  the  power  would 
be  entirely  in  the  hands  of  Catholics  ?  It 
was  said,  that  the  population  of  Ireland 
ought  to  govern  themselves.  Did  they 
govern  themselves,  or  were  they  governed  ? 
They  had  been  called  "  hereditary  bonds- 
men;'' they  were  hereditary  bondsmen. 
They  were  hereditary  bondsmen  to  faction 
and  to  priestcraft.  It  had  been  said,  that 
a  refusal  of  corporations  would  be  an  in- 
sult to  Ireland.  No  ;  if  the  corporations 
were  useful  to  the  Protestant  cause,  it  was 
the  Protestants  that  were  insulted  by  their 
abolition ;  but  they  did  not  complain. 
They  were  willing  that  the  corporations 
should  be  abolished,  but  they  were  not 
willing  that  all  power  should  be  trans- 
ferred to  their  adversaries.  The  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  had  been  praised.  Why 
did  the  very  men  who  said  that  this  was 
the  best  possible  Government  form  this 
Association  ?  It  was  said,  that  the  tran- 
quillity of  Ireland  justified  the  giving  of 
corporations.  That  tranquillity  was  spe- 
cious and  delusive — it  was  produced  by 
terror.  He  would  read  them  an  extract 
from  a  paper — the  Leeds  Mercury,  It 
was  headed  '*  Passive  Resistance."  It 
stated  that  there  were  60,000  persons  as- 
sembled to  witness  a  tithe  sale;  that 
though  the  sheriff  gave  every  assurance 
that  bidders  should  be  protected,  no  bid- 
ding was  made.  The  multitude  looked  on 
silent  and  calm.  Everything  passed  in 
dumb  .show,  and  at  the  conclusion  the 
people  dispersed  in  perfect  quiet.  This 
was  the  state  of  the  law  in  Ii eland.  The 
sheriff  was  obliged  to  call  out  the  posse 
eomUaiuSt  to  enable  him  to  execute  the 
law ;  but  that  very  posse  comitaiusy  which 
ought  to  have  assisted  him  in  the  execu- 
tion of  the  law,  was  itself  the  ere»t  ob- 
stacle to  its  execution.  Thus  the  officer 
appointed  to  execute  the  law  was  left  in  a 
state  of  despair,  among  a  crowd  of  be- 
tween 40,000  and  50,000  men.  He  was 
overawed  by  the  very  person^  on  whose 


allegiance  he  bad  a  right  to  rely.  He 
was  menaced  in  the  performance  of  his 
duty  by  the  fear  of  death — not,  indeed, 
directly  threatened,  but  silently  and  indi- 
rectly implied.  The  vast  assembly  had 
stood  calm  but  resolute  spectators  of  this 
abortive  attempt  to  enforce  the  law  ;  but 
no  one  had  dared  to  purchase — no  one  had 
had  the  hardihood  to  defile  his  hands  with 
the  materials  of  a  levy  for  tithes.  Yet  all 
this  passed  unrebuked  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  who  came 
down  to  that  House  and  said,  that  if  a 
small  portion  of  the  tithes  were  e  mitted, 
the  remainder  would  be  secured, — and 
who  certainly,  to  the  extent  of  that  re- 
mainder, upheld  tithes,  and  was  bound  to 
recommend  the  payment  of  that.  But, 
whether  that  hon.  and  learned  Member 
reprobated  tithes  wholly  or  partially,  the 
title  of  the  claimants  of  them  was  as  good 
as  the  title  of  the  hon.  Member  to  his 
estate :  he  said,  as  good  as  the  title  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  his  estate ;  for,  whatever 
his  title  to  the  *<  rent"  might  be — and  he 
would  not  dispute  about  it,  for  he  did  not 
understand  that  species  of  titles — the  title 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  his 
estate  was  the  best  title  he  had.  Why 
was  it  that  the  noble  Lord  did  not  extend 
the  protection  of  Government  to  those  who 
vindicated  rights  conferred  on  them  by 
the  law?  Was  it  for  the  purpose  of 
placing  those  individuals  in  a  situation  so 
helpless  as  to  provoke  outrage,  and  of  con- 
verting that  outrage  into  a  pretext  for  de- 
stroying  rights  which  were  obnoxious,  if 
not  to  the  noble  Lord,  at  least  to  those 
who  had  influence  with  him?  If  it  was 
not,  and  if  the  noble  Lord  were  sincere  in 
his  expressions  of  attachment  to  the  Esta- 
blished Church,  and  his  determination  to 
uphold  it,  how  came  it  that  the  indivi- 
duals to  whom  he  had  alluded — men  who 
were  Protestants — learned,  zealous,  and 
pious  Protestants — men  bent  on  the  fulfil- 
ment of  their  sacred  mission — were  now 
prisoners  in  their  houses  ?  Not  only  were 
their  persons  insecure,  not  only  were  their 
families  enduring  sufferings,  but  their  very 
houses  had  ceased  to  be  sanctuaries  for 
them,  having  become  marks  for  the  incen- 
diary ; — and  yet  these  men  were  said  to 
"  imagine"  that  they  felt  pain.  What 
men  felt  when  imagining  pain,  he  did  not 
know  ;  but  he  certainly  did  think,  that 
huncrer  was  a  pain  not  confined  to  the 
imagination  merely.  He  did  think,  that 
the  owners  of  tithes  had  shown  that  they 
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knew  how  to  starre ;  and  he  did  think, 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  were  to  venture  on 
the  experiment  of  acquiring^  such  know- 
ledge, he  would  find  that  its  pangs  were 
oot  the  offspring  merely  of  a  disordered 
fancy.  Imagining  pain,  indeed !  Was 
that  the  language  to  be  used  when  speak- 
ing of  men  who  were  not  merely  ob* 
stracted  in  the  performance  of  a  duty  en- 
joined by  the  law  and  commanded  by 
religion,  but  were  actually  persecuted  in 
proportion  to  the  fidelity  and  earnestness 
displayed  by  them?  Persons  talked  of 
legislating  for  Ireland,  and  to  suit  the 
views  of  Irishmen,  he  thought  that  the 
inhabitants  of  Ireland  should  display  a 
capacity  for  obedience  to  laws  before  they 
attempted  to  prescribe  them.  Let  the 
noble  Lord  come  forward  and  say  that 
tithes,  so  much  at  least  as  remains  of 
them,  shall  be  paid-^let  them  be  paid,  so 
long  as  lawfully  they  could  be  claimed-^ 
let  there  be  no  quibbling  resistance,  no 
capricious  adjectitive  qualifying  loyalty— 
and  he  would  then  be  disposed  to  think 
that  Irishmen  were  establishing  claims  to 
the  consideration  of  that  House,  and 
proving  that  their  discontent  was  of  a  na<^ 
ture  not  to  be  lightly  regarded.  But,  so 
long  as  he  found  that  various  coromani- 
ties  in  Ireland,  or  rather  various  confede- 
racies, usurped  the  power  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, and  attempted  to  repeal  existing 
laws,  anticipating,  as  they  hoped,  their 
statutory  abolition, standing  up  and  flout- 
ing the  Executive  by  forbidding  tithes,— 
so  long,  he  for  one  would  not  hesitate  to 
declare,  that  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
not  entitled  to  those  privileg:e8,  were  not 
entitled  to  that  degree  of  self-management, 
which  might,  and  was,  safely  and  fear- 
lessly intrusted  to  the  people  of  England. 
No  one  was  fit  to  govern,  who  did  not 
know  how  to  obey ;  and  he  would  not  be 
instrumental  in  arming  the  people  of  Ire^ 
land  with  a  weapon  which  they  would  em- 
ploy to  distract  their  own  country,  and  to 
annoy  them.  It  was  most  easy  to  assert, 
as  the  noble  Lord  and  his  coadjutors  were 
ready  to  do,  that  to  confer  the  rights  and 
immunities  of  Englishmen  on  their  Irish 
fellow-sobjects  would  be  a  proceeding  of 
no  danger;  but  how  had  they  exercised 
the  immunities  they  already  possessed? 
Those  immunities  had  been  made  the  in- 
struments of  enforcing  further  claims,  and 
of  effectuating  aspirations  whkh  it  had 
been  previously  foond  convenient  to  dis- 
claim.   They  had,  in  fact,  beeo^  from  tho 


very  first  of  the  series  down  to  the  pre- 
sent—which he  feared  was  not  the  last—* 
fertile  in  mischief  to  the  general  interests 
of  the  empire,  and  the  particular  interests 
of  Irelandi  He  therefore  hoped  that  the 
House  would  seriously  ask  itself  the  ques- 
tion, whether  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland 
were  fit  to  be*  intrusted  with  the  powers 
which  the  noble  Lord  sought  to  invest 
them  with  f 

Mr.  Henry  Grattan  would  endeavour 
to  avoid  imilationf  of  the  very  bad  exam- 
ple set  by  the  debaters  of  last  night,  for 
he  neither  liked  theif  style  nor  their  lan- 
guage. The  question  really  before  the 
House  was,  whether  Ireland  should  be 
governed  by  the  same  laws  as  England; 
and  it  was  most  ^^sentlally  the  question  ; 
because,  if  Ireland  were  not  to  be  so  go- 
verned, not  only  ought  the  Emancipation 
Act;  to  be  repealed,  but  the  Act  of  Union 
with  it,  for  the  situation  of  Ireland  would 
be  worse  than  it  was  before  the  Union. 
By  their  own  Acts,  in  the  year  1782,  they 
had  declared,  that  Ireland  should  be  go- 
verned by  equal  laws  with  England.  The 
same  principle  had  long  before  been  pro- 
mulgated by  a  King  who  had  gone  over 
to  Ireland  to  pass  an  Act ;  the  same  prin- 
ciple had  been  frankly  assented  to  by  one 
of  the  Henries.  If,  then, 'that  principle 
was  one  which  for  years  bad  been  acknow- 
ledged to  be  fraught  with  sound  policy  by 
Englishmen,  and  one  which  to  disregard, 
or  rather  not  to  etrforce;  would  be  mis- 
chievous in  its  consequences  to  Ireland, 
he  could  not  condetve  why  the  House 
should  hesitate  to  adopt  it.  If  his  coun- 
trymen were  not  to  have  the  benefit  of 
English  laws,  then  he  must'say,  that  their 
condition  was  worse  than  it  had  been  be- 
fore the*  Union ;  for  then,  if  they  had  not 
English,  they  at  laast  had  their  own  laws; 
and,  indeed,  he  could  recollect  an  instance 
when  an  express  recommendation  to  imL 
tate  English  legislation,  was  given  by  the 
House  to  Irish  senators.  It  had  been 
said,  that  they  had  no  right  to  form  the 
Association  which  bad  been  so  vehemently 
denounced.  Now,  'what  had  Lord  Orey 
said,  when,  in  the  year  1792,  lie  fonnd 
himself  compelled  ta  despair  of  reform  ? 
He  said,  that  he  must  appeal  to  the  peo* 
pie ;  and  that  by  meetings,  and  commit- 
tees, and  associations,  that^neasure  would 
eventually  be  carried.  This  vras  not  said 
by  an  agitator-^it  was  not  said  by  a  Mem<» 
her  of  thatiHouse— but  it  was  said  by  a 
Peer,  and  a  Peer  pledged  to  **  ataad  bjr 
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bis  ord«r/'  If  others  ineti  if  others  con* 
fbderatsd^  why  should  not  those  who 
thought  as  he  did,  meet,  and  combine, 
an  d  confederate  1  Why  should  not  they 
retort  on  their  adversaries  the  measures 
which  had  been  employed  against  them- 
selves? Those  adversaries  coerced  them 
into  associating ;  for  those  adversaries  dis- 
charged over  the  land  red-hot  balls,  which 
must  necessarily  rebound  from  the  centre 
to  the  surface.  The  learned  Sergeant  had 
diHcovered,  as  he  fancied,  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament which  would  effectually  suppress 
this  Association — it  was  the  Act  of  1795, 
commonly  called  Lord  Clare's  Act.  Now 
it  turned  out  that  Lord  Clare's  Act  was 
directed  against  delegation,  and  that  the 
Association  which  was  so  obnoxious  had 
no  delegates  among  its  members.  Was 
Lord  Milltown  a  delegate  ?  he  would  ask. 
Was  any  one  member  of  it — for  it  would 
be  idle  to  multiply  names— a  delegate? 
There  had  been  men  who  said,  that  they 
would  respect  the  Crown,  were  it  even 
hanging  on  a  bush.  He  did  not  wish  to 
inculcate  any  new  doctrine  about  the  re- 
spect due  to  the  Crown  ;  but  certainly  he 
could  not  reconcile  indignities  offered  to 
the  Representative  of  the  King  with  a  feel- 
ing of  respect  for  the  Crown ;  and  that 
indignities,  such  as  he  had  alluded  to,  had 
been  offered,  must  be  manifest  to  the 
House  from  the  language  used  last  night 
respecting  Lord  and  Lady  Mulgrave.  The 
learned  Sergeant  had  beeo  in  England  and 
in  attendance  at  this  House,  at  the  time 
when  the  Association  was  first  formed,  for 
the  lltb  of  May  was  the  day  :  and  why 
had  he  not  denounced  it  then  ?  He. was 
in  the  chair  at  that  meeting,  and  the  first 
name  on  the  requisition  was  that  of  Mr. 
Leyland  Crosthwaite,  a  Protestant.  Lord 
MiUown«  another  Protestant,  (hough  suf- 
fering from  illness,  attended,  and  Mr. 
Crosthwaite  proposed  the  name  of  "  As- 
sociation." They  then  appointed  two 
Committees,  one  for  the  registries,  and 
one  of  finance ;  and  they  did  so  to  satisfy 
the  House  of  Lords  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  have  justice  dona  them. 
H0W9  then,  dare.an^  man  assert  that  mem- 
bers of  an  association  created  for  the  pur- 
pose of  vindicating  just  rights,  were  rebels 
to  their  King  and  traitors-  to  their  coun- 
try? But  that  Association  was  denounced 
because  it  had  succeeded ;.  because, 
through  it,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
been  beatan;  and  because  through  it 
thty    mwkH    be.  bsatan    again.      He 


could  tell  them,  that  though  the  bell' 
announcing  their  dissolution  were  not  now 
tolling,  their  days  were  numbered.  Why 
did  not  hon.  Gentlemen  say  before  Parlia- 
ment those  pretty  speeches  which  fell  so 
glibly  from  their  lips  at  meetings  of  their 
own  adherents  ?  Why  did  they  not  repeat 
in  that  House  the  rhetoric  of  those  assem- 
blies at  which  they  exhibited  the  customary 
tricks  of  those  who  wore  orange  coloured 
pocket  handkerchiefs,  and  trampled  on 
Lord  Fitz William,  and  trampled  on  the 
Duke  of  Devonshire,  and  trampled  on  the 
best  men  who  ever  held  property  in  the 
country?  Let  them  meet  him  and  his 
friends  face  to  face,  and  then  attempt  to 
vilipend  the  best  friends  of  Ireland.  The 
Association  did  not  use  its  funds  to  harass 
plaintiffs  in  suits  in  equity ;  but  it  did 
employ  its  wealth  to  defeat  the  exactions 
of  men  who  sought  to  recover  more  than 
was  their  due.  And  if  the  learned  Ser- 
geant knew  anything  of  his  own  court,  he 
would  know  that  Lord  Plunkett  had  de- 
clared that  onedefendant  had  been  illegally 
imprisoned,  and  now  had  his  remedies*  The 
learned  Sergeant,  too,  had  attacked  Mr. 
Pigott ;  now,  he  would  say,  that  no  gentle- 
man had  ever  earned  such  a  meed  of 
praise  from  all  parties  as  he  had  done  in 
the  county  of  Longford.  And  this  the 
learned  Sergeant  should  have  recollected. 
When  hon.  Gentlemen  challenged  the 
legality  of  the  Association,  they  should  be 
wary  lest  they  impeached  their  own  title, 
for  the  origin  of  both  was  much  the  same. 
They  both  owed  their  existence  to  con- 
ventions, and  he  had  never  heard  that 
conventions  were  illegal ;  that  of  1782  at 
least  was  not.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
deny  the  expressions  attributed  to  a  noble 
Lord  (Lyndburst)  which  had  excited  such 
indignation  in  Ireland,  but  let  them  read 
the  speech,  let  them  sift  its  context,  let 
them  examine  the  internal  evidence,  and 
they  would  find  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  justified.  That  noble  individual, 
and  his  imitators  and  followers,  were  the 
real  repealers.  Ireland  was  not  the  coun- 
try, whatever  England  might  be,  to  put 
the  stamp  of  national  indignation  on  the 
innocent  and  unoffending.  ,  No  one  waa 
safe  from  tho  attacks  of  the  learned  Ser- 
geant. Mr.  Pigott  was  attacked,  Mr, 
OXoghlen  was  attacked,  and  so  was  Mr. 
Tigbe,  so  was  Mr.  Cassidy,  so  w^ts  ^rd 
Mulgrave,  and  so  also,  be  it  re«iemb^red| 
was  Lady  Mulgrave*  Yes,  Lady  Molgrave, 
in  whose  defeice,.  if  iasttlted,  the  sword* 
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of  the  chivalry  of  Ireland  would  leap 
from  their  scabbards,  as  had  been  said  of 
the  bearing  towards  their  Queen  which 
another  nation  ought  to  observe.  Why 
was  Lord  Mulgrave  to  be  insulted  by  the 
absence  of  hon.  Gentlemen  from  his 
court  ?  An  example  of  such  disrespect 
had  not  been  set  by  him  when  Lord  Had- 
dington was  the  representative  of  the  King 
in  Ireland.  They  had,  however,  attended 
to  the  registries,  and  he  would  state,  the 
results  for  the  delectation  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  For  Drogheda,  they  would 
have  a  new  Member  in  the  next  Parlia- 
menty  and  in  Athlone  he  was  happy  to  say 
that  a  most  satisfactory  return  would  be 
made.  He  would  not  interfere  with  the  dis- 
pute which  must  take  place  between  the  hon . 
Members  for  Belfast,  as  to  which  should 
retire  ;  one,  however,  would.  Longford 
he  considered  as  settled,  Siigo  be  had 
great  hopes  of,  Carlow  they  were  now 
carrying  without  a  contest,  and  in  the 
county  of  Cork  they  would  return  one 
Member,  and  the  learned  Sergeant  might 
make  up  his  mind  about  Bandon.  On  the 
whole,  they  would  gain  seven  in  towns, 
and  eight  in  counties,  making  6fteen  votes, 
which,  in  a  division,  were  equal  to  thirty. 
He  hoped  that  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
pleased  with  the  fruits  of  their  labours; 
let  them  continue  to  obstruct  the  course  of 
justice  in  its  progress  to  Ireland,  and  they 
would  next  year  reap  a  more  plenteous 
harvest  of  them. 

Mr.  Lefroy  commenced  by  observing 
upon  the  extreme  inaccuracy  of  the  cal- 
culations made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  and  he  would  say, 
that  if  his  promises  with  respect  to  the  rest 
of  the  representation  of  Ireland  were  no 
better  founded  than  with  respect  to  Long- 
ford, he  would  have  a  very  small  account 
to  render  in  any  succeeding  Parliament  of 
a  gain  to  his  side  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  had  appealed  to  him  to  state  his 
opinion  as  to  the  legality  or  illegality  of 
the  Association.  If  he  could  have  ever 
entertained  any  doubt  on  the^subject,  the 
argument  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sergeant 
Jackson  j  was  enough  to  banish  any  such 
doubt  from  his  mind,  as,  without  question, 
it  had  banished  doubt  from  the  mind  of 
the  House.  In  his  opinion,  any  body  of 
men  uniting  their  efforts  and  applying 
their  funds  for  the  purpose  of  obstructing 
the  execution  of  the  law,  and  defeating 
the  rights  of  property,  must  of  necessity 
be  an  illegal  association.    The  noble  Lord 


(J.  Russell)  had  imputed  to  a  large  body 
of    the   Irish   Members  that    they    had 
brought  forward  charges  against  the  Irish 
Government  out  of  the  House  which  they 
had  never  dared  to  bring  forward  in  Par- 
liament ;     and    they    had    made    these 
charges  without  evidence  to  support  them. 
Was  the  noble  Lord  now  of  that  opinion  ? 
Did  he  now  think  that  '*  miserable,  mono- 
polising minority,''  as  he  had  designated 
them,  would  not  dare  -to  bring  forward 
these  charges  in  that  House  ?  Did  he  now 
think  there  was  no  evidence  to  support 
them  ?    Did  the  noble  Lord  now  feel  that 
it  was  an  honour,  as  he  declared  a  few 
nights  ago,  to  be  associated  with  Lord 
Mulgrave  in  the  Government  of  Ireland — 
was  the  noble  Lord  willing  now  to  be  con- 
sidered as  a  pacificator  in  all  the  strange 
proceedings  which  had  been  now  estab* 
Jished  by  irrefragable  proof  since  the  com- 
mencement of  this  debate  ?  The  only  apo- 
logy which  he  could  6nd  for  the  conduct  of 
Lord  Mulgrave  was,  that  the  noble  Lord 
was  said  to  be  extremely  fond  of  romance 
— and  hence  arose  these  wild  sports  of  the 
west.     Therefore  it  was,  as  he  charitably 
presumed,   that  the  noble  Lord,  on  his 
tour,  opened  all  the  jails  and  discharged 
the  prisoners,  substituted  the  opinion  of  the 
jailer    for    that  of  the  judge,   and    the 
authority  of  his  private  secretary  for  that 
of  the  Secretary  for  Ireland.     He  must 
sav,  that  if  he  were  in  the  noble  Lord's 
place,  he  should  deem  it  no  honour  to  be 
associated  with  a  person  who  had  acted 
in  that  manner.     But  he  should  not  go 
over  the  whole  of  the  ground  which  had 
been  traversed  in  this  debate,  but  confine 
himself  to   a  charge   against   the  Lord- 
Lieutenant,  which  was  a  most  serious  one, 
and  which  he  was  the  person  who  brought 
forward  to  the  Dublin  meeting — a  charge, 
which,  if  he  could  not  bring  forward  evi- 
dence to  support,  ought  to  cover  him  with 
shame  and  disgrace.     He  repeated  that 
charge    to    the   House,    that    the    Lord 
Lieutenant  had,  in  the  words  of  the  reso- 
lution, '*  been  guilty  of  setting  aside,  in 
nine  instances,  in  the  course  of  last  year, 
the  fit  and  competent  gentlemen  nomina- 
ted to  the  office  of  high  sherifl'  in  the  con- 
stitutional and  legal  manner  by  the  twelve 
Judges  and  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  of 
an  arbitrary  substitution  of  others  in  their 
stead."     He  admitted  all  the  seriousness 
of  the  charge,  and  he  felt  the  full  weight 
of  the  responsibility  of  the  proof.     About 
twenty  years  ago  the  sheriffs  used  to  be 
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appointed  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
county  members,  or  if  they  happened  to 
be  adverse  to  the  Government,  the  sheriff 
owed  his  appointment  to  the  principal  po- 
litical influence  in  the  county.   No  system 
could  be  more  mischievous  or  more  ob- 
jectionable than  this,  and  accordingly  it 
was  brought  before  the  House  by  Sir  John 
Newport,  in  the  year  1816,  upon  a  motion 
for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  state 
of  Ireland.     He  described  it  as  a  radically 
vicious  system — one  which  went  to  poison 
justice  at  its  source.  His  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  was  (hen  Se> 
cretary  for  Ireland,  and  at  once  yielded  to 
the  objection,  and  pledged  himself  to  in- 
troduce the  same  system  which  existed  in 
England.     The  present  Lord  Plunkett, 
then  in  this  House,  and  sitting  at  the  same 
side  with  Sir  John  Newport,  declared  his 
opinion  that  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
entitled  to  the  greatest  approbation  for  what 
had  fallen  from  him  upon  the  nomination 
of  sheriffs,  and  was  sure  it  would  be  of 
infinite  advantage  to  Ireland.     The  prac- 
tice was  then  assimilated  to  that  of  Eng- 
land, and  three  names  for  each  county 
were  selected  by  the  going  judges  of  as- 
size.    These  names  were  again  considered 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  twelve 
Judges;  and  if  any  objection  appeared,  a 
new  name  was  substituted,  and  from  this 
list,  thus  scrutinised,  three  names  were 
finally  returned  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant, 
from  which  to  select  a  sheriff  for  the  en- 
suing year.     A  system  better  calculated 
to  obviate  the  vice  of  the  old  practice,  and 
to     secure    the   appointment  of   sheriffs 
against  the  influence  of  political  interfer- 
ence, could  not  be  devised,  and  accord- 
ingly it  had  been  found  to  work  well,  and 
had  been  approved  of  and  upheld  by  all 
administrations,  whether  Tory,  Whig,  or 
mixed,  which   had  since  taken  place  in 
Ireland.     He  could  not  find,  from  1816 
to  1 836,  more  than  one  exception  to  this 
rule,  and  in  this  case  the  Government  se- 
lected a  gentleman  of  opposite  interests 
to   the  Government  itself.      But  in  that 
instance   the  Government  acted  upon  a 
complaint  made  to  it  by  a  candidate  for  a 
county,  that  the  list  for  that  county  was 
composed  wholly  of  bis  opponents.      The 
Government  did  not  act  ex  mero  meto. 
It  acted  upon  a  complaint,  and  only  in  the 
single  instance;    but  here  was  Lord  Mul- 
grave  acting  at  his  own  instance-^setting 
attde  the  recommendation  of  the  twelve 
judges,  and  of  hit  own  Lord  Chancellor 


in  nine  counties — selecting,  upon  whose 
recommendation    did    not    appear,  nine 
gentlemen    for    the  office,  and   passing 
over  the  twenty-seven  names  returned  by 
the   Judges    and    the   Chancellor.       He 
should  not  stop  to  inquire  into  the  merits 
and  demerits  of  those  appointed  or  those 
passed   by,  though   he   was   prepared   to 
shew  the  unexceptionable  character  of  the 
names  returned  by  the  Judges,  and  the 
extreme  political  partizanship  of  almost  alt 
those  substituted  by  the  Lord- Lieutenant. 
He  arraigned  him  on  the  principle  of  his 
conduct — for    having  revived   a    system 
which  one  of  his  own  Whig  friends  had 
described  as  poisoning  justice  at  its  source, 
and  of  having  departed  from  one  which 
another  had  declared  would  be  of  infinite 
good  to  Ireland.     The  noble   Lord,  last 
night,  acquitted  the  Judges  of  partiality 
in  the  discharge  of  their  duty;  then  why 
did  Lord  Mul^rave  set  aside  their  ap* 
pointments?     The   Lord- Lieutenant  had 
departed  from  a  system  the  best  calcula- 
ted to  secure  impartial  justice,  and  he  had 
taken  upon   himself  to  establish  a  pre* 
cedent,  which,  if  it  did  not  originate  in 
corrupt  motives,  might  lead,  on  the  part 
of  other  Governments,  to  an  arbitrary  and 
capricious,  aye,  and  corrupt  mode  of  con- 
duct.    He  arraigned  the  Lord- Lieu  tenant, 
therefore,  for  this  departure  from  a  great 
constitutional  principle.     The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  then  adverted  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Leigh,  who  received  a  notifi« 
cation  that  he  had  been  appointed  sheriff, 
but  in  the  interim,  between  his  appoint- 
ment and    Mr.   Leigh's    coming    to  the 
Castle,  Lord  Mulgrave  was  told  that  Mr. 
Leigh  continued  to  belong  to  an  Orange 
lodge,  and  therefore  he  was  determined  to 
revoke  his  appointment.      Lord  Mulgrave 
declared,  in  defence  of  this  act,  that  he 
was  determined  not  to  appoint  any  person 
to  the  office  of  sheriff  who  belonged  to 
any    secret    exclusive    political    society, 
opening  the  door  wide  to  admit  all  ap- 
pointments to  gentlemen  belonging  to  the 
National  Association,  and  most  guardedly 
and  critically  expressing  himself  so  as  to 
exclude  none  of  the  latter  body.      Lord 
Mulgrave  subsequently  admitted  that  he 
had  been  misinformed,  and  therefore  he 
regretted  that  he  made  the  statement,  and 
accordingly  he  appointed  Mr.  Leigh  high 
sheriff  this  year.     But  did  not  this  show 
the  mischievous  principles  on  which  Lord 
Mulgrave*!  government  was  conducted? 
Mr.  Leigh  was  whispered  out  of  his  offiiMi 
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He  Was  condemned  on  secfet  inform&tion, 
and  by  the  private  suggestions  of  the  So- 
licitor-General. Why  not  refer  to  the 
judges  ?  Why  was  not  Mr.  Leigh  hiai« 
self  asked  the  question?  Then  ail  would 
have  been  cleared  up  at  once.  When 
Lord  Mulgrave  defended  himself  in  the 
HoQse  of  Lords  with  repect  to  the  rejec- 
tion of  Mr.  Leigh,  it  was  not  known  that 
he  had  acted  in  the  same  way  with  respect 
to  eight  other  gentlemen.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  would  be 
able  to  exculpate  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
from  this  serious  charge.  But  the  practi- 
cal evil  of  this  system  was  yet  to  be  told. 
The  duties  of  the  office,  it  is  well  known, 
were  performed  in  Ireland  by  the  sub- 
sherifiu  What  were  these  duties  ?  Re- 
turning the  grand  and  petty  juries  at  the 
assizes  and  sessions,  executing  all  writs, 
levying  all  executions,  enforcing  distresses, 
presiding  at  elections,  directing  and  head- 
log  the  force  of  the  county  for  the  pre- 
servation of  its  peace.  But  in  all  these 
instances,  except  in  presiding  at  elections 
the  sub-sheriff  was  the  acting  person.  He 
was  especially  the  person  on  whose  vigi- 
lance and  fairness  so  much  depended  in 
the  clergy  obtaining  their  rights  in  cases 
of  executions  or  distresses.  They  knew 
also  that  these  individuals  were  not  of  that 
class  of  men,  nor  of  that  dignity  or  rank 
from  which  was  expected  that  delicacy  and 
strict  performance  of  duly,  which  was 
looked  for  in  the  high  sheriff,  in  many 
cases  they  were  known  to  have  abused  the 
powers  of  (he  law  in  a  most  outrageous 
manner.  He  did  not  like  to  make  sweep- 
tog  and  general  charges  unsupported  by 
proofs,  and  he  would  therefore  state  to  the 
House  a  particular  instance,  which  was  but 
one  of  many,  and  the  truth  of  which  stood 
on  the  records  of  the  courts  of  justice  in 
Ireland.  The  gentleman  appointed  in 
room  of  Mr.  Leigh  was  Mr.  Derinsey,  and 
he  nominated  as  his  sub-sheriff  Mr.  Cor- 
coran, an  agitator  in  the  county  of  Wex- 
ford. An  execution,  issued  at  the  suit  of 
the  executors  of  the  Bishop  of  Ferns  for 
25^.,  due  for  arrears  of  tithes  from  a  per- 
son of  the  name  of  Sweetman,  and  the 
sheriff  seized  under  the  writ  sixteen  cows, 
twenty-five  sheep,  and  a  large  quantity  of 
other  valuable  property.  The  sub-sheriff, 
however,  instead  of  proceeding  to  sell  the 
property  by  auction,  and  raise  the  paltry 
■urn  of  2fLf  returned  to  the  courts  that 
the  goods  were  in  his  hands,  but  for  want 
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obliged  the  executors  to  wait  until  the 
next  term,and  to  obtain  an  order  upon  the 
sub-sheriff  to  put  the  goods  up  by  auc- 
tion. The  plaintiffs  wished  the  sub- 
sheriff  to  bring  the  cattle  to  the  town 
of  Enniscorthy,  where  they  could  have  an 
effective  sale,  but  Mr.  Corcoran  refused  to 
harass  the  cattle,  as  he  termed  it,  by  driv- 
ing them  there,  the  distance  being  five 
miles,  but  promised  that  he  would  bold  a 
sale,  on  such  a  day,  on  the  premises.  The 
day  before  the  day  appointed  be  held  a 
mock  sale,  and  returned  to  the  court  that 
he  had  sold  the  cattle  and  the  sheep  for 
the  sum  of  1/.  An  application  was,  how- 
ever, made  to  the  court  against  the  sub- 
sheriff;  the  case  was  examined  into  on 
affidavits ;  the  sub-sheriff  was  heard  in  his 
defence,  and  the  court  was  so  satisfied  of 
the  impropriety  and  collusiveness  of  his 
conduct,  that  they  ordered  him  to  pay  the 
debt  and  all  the  costs.  This,  however,  is 
but  one  instance  amongst  many,  to.  prove 
the  mischiefs  resulting  from  the  appoint- 
ment of  high  sheriffs  under  Lord  Mul- 
grave's  system.  If  the  noble  Lord  will 
allow  a  Committee  to  be  appointed,  bis 
opponents  will  prove  in  detail  abundant 
more  instances,  and  shew  that  the  admin- 
istration of  the  law,  the  security  of  life  and 
property,  and  the  peace  of  the  country, 
have  been. most  seriously  affected  by  the 
whole  system  of  the  Irish  executive  since 
Lord  Mulgrave  assumed  the  reins  of 
Government. 

Mr.  Wakley  complained  of  the  very 
irregular  nature  of  the  present  discussion. 
The  noble  Lord  on  his  side  of  the  House, 
in  the  very  excellent  and  admirable  speech 
which  he  bad  made  last  night,  had  gone 
fully  into  the  question  of  Irish  politics,  and 
had  challenged  the  fullest  discussbn  into 
it  from  the  other  side.  In  consequence, 
he  did  not  complain  so  much  of  what  had 
been  done  on  the  other  side  as  of  what 
had  been  done  on  his  side  of  the  House ; 
but  after  the  challenge  which  the  noble 
l^rd  had  thrown  out  last  night  to  the 
Gentlemen  opposite,  he  thought  that  if 
the  accusations  which  tliey  had  brought 
against  Lord  Mulgrave  were  true,  or  if 
they  believed  them  to  be  true,  a  feeling  of 
justice  and  decorum  would  indicate  to 
them,  that  if  they  did  not  dare  to  impeach 
Lord  Mulgrave,  when  they  said  that  they 
had  in  their  possession  proofs  to  support 
an  impeachment,  they  ought  not  to  pester 
the  Houie  again  with  such  observations 
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to  it.  If  they  bad  groaods  lor  Iheir  acco- 
■atioiis,wiuch  he  beliered  to  be  anfoiiAded, 
but  whi^  they  anerted  to  be  substaotiaily 
wd14bii]ided,  they  would  be  traitors  to 
their  country  if  they  did  not  bring  them 
apecificaily  under  the  consideration  of 
Parlianent.  The  question  of  Irish  Muni- 
cipal  Reform,  which  was  the  question 
really  before  the  House,  but  on  which 
•Circe  a  word  had  been  said  since  the 
commencement  of  the  debate,  appeared  to 
him  to  lie  in  a  very  narrow  compass.  He 
should  not  have  said  a  word  upon  the 
subject,  had  it  not  been  for  an  expression 
which  had  fallen  from  the  lips  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bradford.  That 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  said,  that 
if  the  people  of  Ireland  were  of  the  same 
description  with  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland,  he  would  not  in  that  case  refuse 
to  give  them  the  full  enjoyment  of  muni- 
cipal rights.  The  country  had  heard  many 
comments  upon  an  unfortunate  expression 
uaed  by  a  noble  Lord  in  another  place 
respecting  the  Irish  being  aliens  in  blood, 
in  Jangaage,  and  in  religion ;  bat  was  it 
posaible  that  that  expression  could  be 
more  offensive  to  the  Irish  nation  than  that 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bradford  had  that  night  applied  to  it? 
He  asked  that  hon  and  learned  Member 
to  tell  him  what  he  meant  by  the  word  "  de- 
■cription,"  as  be  had  applied  to  the  people 
of  Ireland.  Surely  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  would  admit  that  in  physical 
constitution  and  in  moral  obligation  the 
people  of  Ireland  bore  some  resemblance  to 
the  people  of  England  and  the  people  of 
Scotland.  Surely  be  would  admit  that 
the  babea  of  Ireland  socked  the  breasts  of 
women.     Surely  he  would  admit — 

Mr.  Hardy:  The  hon.  Member  has 
■liaundorBtood  me.  I  said,  if  the  conduct 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  were  of  the  same 
de«ertptioD  with  that  of  the  people  of 
England.  I  did  not  say,  if  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  of  the  same  description  with 
the  people  of  England. 

Mr.  Wakley :  As  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  denied  the  expressions,  he  was 
bound,  of  ootfrse,  to  accept  his  denial 
but  he  had  taken  down  the  words  of  the 
heft,  and  learned  Member  at  the  time,  and 
he  was  happy  to  find  that  the  hon«  and 
learned  Member  did  not  mean  them  to 
apply  in  the  sense  in  which  he  had  taken 
them,  lie  should  therefore  abstain  from 
fiaf^er  remark  upon  them.  If  the  hon. 
sndWwoed  Member  bad  need  ihem,  he 


would  have  only  done  that  whidi  his  hoa. 
Friends  near  him  were  doing,  whenever 
they  declared  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  unfit  to  govern  themselves.  If  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  unfit  to  govern  them- 
selves, why  was  the  Catholic  Emancipation 
Bill  passed,  and  with  what  hopes  was  it 
recommended  to  the  favourable  considt ra- 
tion of  Parliament  ?  Was  it  recommended 
as  a  measure  of  mere  speculative  legisla- 
tion, to  be  kept  aud  exhibited  as  a  curio- 
sity in  an  Irish  museum  ?  Was  it  a  piece 
of  trickery,  devised  by  the  framers  of  it, 
to  keep  themselves  in  office,  or  was  it  a 
measure  which  they  really  intended  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Ireland  ?  Ha 
would  read  the  preamble  to  that  Act,  as  it 
was  calculated  to  throw  some  light  upon 
the  question  he  had  just  raised.  That 
preamble  was  in  the  following  words  :-^ 
*'  Whereas,  by  various  Acts  of  Parliament, 
certain  restraints  and  disabilities  are  im* 
posed  on  the  Roman  Catholic  subjects  of 
his  Majesty,  to  which  other  subjects  of  his 
Majesty  are  not  liable,  and  wfaa*eas  it  is 
expedient  that  such  restraints  and  disabili- 
ties shall  be  from  henceforth  discontinued." 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
cheered;  he  inas  glad  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  cheer  that  sentiment.  Now, 
if  the  civil  restraints  and  disabilities  on 
the  Irish  Catholics  were  removed,  or  were 
to  be  removed,  why  did  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  his  party  refuse  to  them  the 
advantages  which  this  Bill  was  calculated 
to  confer  upon  them  ?  That  was  a  plain 
question,  and  admitted,  if  they  had  the 
inclmation,  of  a  very  plain  answer.  The 
Emancipation  Bill  indicated  that  all  re- 
straints and  disabilities  arising  from  reli« 
gious  opinions  weie  to  cease  as  soon  as  it 
became  law.  By  that  Bill  you  have  ad- 
mitted the  gentry  of  Ireland  to  take  their 
seats  in  this  House.  Will  you,  by  refusing 
your  assent  to  this  Bill,  deny  to  the  middle 
classes,  who  inhabit  the  towns  of  Ireland, 
the  means  of  administering  their  local 
affairs,  merely  because  they  are  Catho* 
lics  ?  If  you  will  do  so,  a  more  galling 
insult  was  never  inflicted,  a  more  violent 
fraud  was  never  practised  upon  a  nation 
than  that  which  you  will  inflict  and  prac- 
tise upon  Ireland.  He  could  assure  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  benches  that 
the  course  which  they  were  pursuing  ia 
conjunction  with  the  House  of  Lords  was 
producing  a  deep  feeling  of  indignation 
against  them  in  the  minds  of  the  people 
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receiving  from  the  people  that  support 
which  would  overwhelm  his  enemies  with 
confusion  and  dismay,  and  which  would 


why  it  was,  that  the  course  of  legislation 
was  so  needlessly  interrupted  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament?  They  were  also 
asking  why  these  daily  interruptions  were 
given  to  their  social  harmonies — why  the 
proceedings  of  Parliament  did  not  advance 
as  formerly  in  a  quiet,  a  regular,  and  a 
concordant  spirit  ?  His  answer  to  those 
questions  was  shortly  this: — *'  The  reason 
is  because  we  have  one  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature irresponsible  to  any  human  tribunal, 
and,  therefore,  determined  to  pursue  its 
own  paltry  objects  in  defiance  of  the 
wishes,  and  at  the  expen  e  of  the  best 
interests  of  the  nation.  It  was  a  mistake 
to  assert  that  the  National  Association  was 
the  spawn  of  its  own  wrongs — it  was  the 
offspring,  the  natural  yet  legitimate  off- 
spring of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  of  its 
mistaken  policy.  He  implored  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Tam worth  to  shake  off 
the  lethargy  which  had  oppressed  him 
during  the  last  week,  and  repeat  the  same 
acknowledgment  which  he  had  manfully 
made  in  18*29.  "  I  have  for  years,"  said 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  *'  attempted  to 
maintain  the  exclusion  of  Roman  Catho- 
lics from  Parliament  and  the  high  offices 
of  the  state.  I  do  not  think  it  was  an 
unnatural  or  unreasonable  struggle.  I 
resign  it  in  consequence  of  the  conviction 
that  it  can  be  no  longer  advantageously 
maintained.  I  yield  to  a  moral  necessity 
which  I  cannot  control,  unwilling  to  push 
resistance  to  a  point  which  may  endanger 
the  establishments  that  I  wish  to  defend." 
Now,  with  great  humility,  he  begged  leave 
to  inform  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  the 
same  moral  necessity  to  which  he  had 
yielded  before,  and  which  he  had  confessed 
nimself  unable  to  control,  had  arisen  again. 
The  will  of  the  people  of  England  pro- 
claimed that  fact  in  terms  which  could  not 
be  mistaken ;  and  the  House  might  de- 
pend upon  it  that  they  were  ready  to  sup- 
port the  people  of  Ireland  in  their  demands 
for  justice.  If  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
denied  these  advantages  which  their  differ- 
«ent  Municipal  Bill  had  given  to  the  people 
of  England  and  Scotland,  they  would  act 
wisely  if  they  declared  that  the  union  of 
the  two  countries  was  a  mockery,  an  in- 
sult, and  a  reproach,  and  that  it  should 
exist  in  reality  or  not  at  all.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  observed  that  if  the  noble  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department  would  con- 
tinue to  pursue  the  high  and  noble  course 
on  which  he  had  entered  on  the  pre- 
cediog  evenbgy  he  might  depend  upon 


obtain  for  England,  and  Ireland  too^a  full 
measure  of  justice. 

Mr.  West:  As  one  of  the  persons   who 
took  a  part  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Pro- 
testant meeting  in  Dublin,  and  who  en« 
tirely  concurred  in  every  resolution  passed 
at  that  meeting,  hoped  he  might  presume 
to    address    some     observations     to    the 
House.    The  course  which  the  debate  had 
taken  had,  whether  intended  or  not,  in- 
volved him  in  some  difficulty.     The  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, had  come  down  to  the  House  a  few 
nights  ago,  and  in  announcing  his  inten- 
tion to  introduce  a  very  important  mea- 
sure had  also  expressed  his  determination 
to  enter  upon  the  subject  of  the  resolutions 
passed  at  the  Dublin  meeting;  and  to  open 
and  discuss  the  whole  subject  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  Ireland.    The  noble 
Lord  kept  his  word.    Of  a  speech  of  great 
ability   and    considerable  length,    three- 
fourths  were  devoted  to  the  motives  and 
insignificance  of  that  meeting,  challenging 
proofs,  and  demanding  contradiction  upon 
matters  which  had  little  relevancy  to  the 
Bill  about   to  be  introduced^  but  which 
had   a   most  important  reference  to  the 
proceedings  of  that  meeting,  and  to  the 
conduct  of  his  Majesty's  Government  in 
Ireland.      What  was  the  plain  object  of 
this  ?  The  noble  Lord,  either  in  a  confi- 
dence in  the  strength  of  his  own  case,  or 
in  ignorance  of  the  case  of  his  opponents, 
hoped  to  introduce  to  the  public  notice  a 
measure  of  very  great  importance,  accom- 
panied with  such  a  popular  impression  as 
he  trusted  would  be  made  by  the  history 
of  his  administration  in   Ireland.     Then 
came  the  reply  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.     He  knew  not  to  what  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  opposite  side  the  duty  of 
answering  that  speech  was   allotted — for 
that  duty  was  still  to  be  performed — that 
eloquent  and  admirable  speech,  which  the 
candour  even  of   his    adversaries   would 
admit  presented  a  powerful  case  in  defence 
of  his  friends,  and  a  strong  inculpation  of 
the  measures  of  his  opponents.     In  this 
situation  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  came 
forward,  and  with  a  sincere,  or  at  all 
events  a   well.affected,    surprise   at   the 
irregularity  of  the  debate,  expressing  his 
astonishment  that  it  was  not  strictly  con- 
fined to  the  question  of  the  Bill,  under- 
took to  deliver  a  very  eloquent  lecture  to 
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the  Representatiyes  from  Ireland  at  both 
sides  of  the  House,  not  only  upon  the  un- 
fitness of  their  conduct  to  the  usages  of 
Parliament,  but  also  upon  the  grace  and 
propriety  of  their  gesticulation.     And  he 
would  say  that,  as  a  moral  teacher  or  an 
instructor  in  those  graces  that  ought  to 
accompany  public  speaking,   the    senti- 
ments and  manner  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
wer*  quite  worthy  of  the  character  he  had 
assumed.     He  had  heard  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber with  sincere  pleasure ;   and   as   the 
best  proof  of  it,  although  he  could  take 
no  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  censure  to 
himself,  this  being  the  first  time  he  had 
ventured  to  address  the  House,  he  would 
most  cheerfully  pursue  the  course  recom- 
mended by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  avoid 
now,  as  he  had  ever  done,  those  personali- 
ties which   were  as  disagreeable  to  the 
Member  who  used  them,  as  prejudicial  to 
the  character  of  that  House.     He  would 
with  great  sincerity  adopt  the  advice,  as 
readily  as  he  wished  he  could  adopt  the 
ability  and  the  manner,  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman.    But  the  hon.  Gentleman,  having 
concluded  his  lecture  by  deprecating  all 
further  discussion  upon  extraneous  sub- 
jects, put  forth  all  his  power  in  an  effort 
to  seduce  the  House  from  the  true  ques- 
tion of  the  night,  in  a  speech  which  he 
should  consider,  if  not  intended,  at  least 
to  be  an  extremely  appropriate  one  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.     But  he 
could  not  follow  the  hon.  Member,     He 
must  rather  endeavour  to  pursue  the  noble 
Lord ;  and,  being  fully  aware  of  the  vital 
importance  of   the  measure   itself,   yet, 
feeling  that  another  opportunity   would 
arise  for  the  discussion  of  that  subject,  he 
would  at  once  proceed  to  a  consideration 
of  the  charges  which  had    been  made 
against  the  Government  of  Ireland.     And 
first,  was  anything  ever  heard  like  the 
attempt  made  to  give  an  answer  to  the 
speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ? 
Of  all  the  charges  and  all  the  proofs  ad. 
duced  by  him,  there  was  no  allusion  made 
in  the  reply  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber   for    Kilkenny     except    upon    three 
points — the  appointment  of  Mr.  Cassidy, 
the  case  of  Carter,  and  the  conduct  of 
Lord  Mulgrave  in  discharging  the  gaols  of 
Ireland,  and  what  was  the  answer  to  these 
cases  ?    That  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  not  been  aware  of  the  conviction 
of  Mr.  Cassidy  for  resisting  the  execution 
of  the  law,  and  suspected  it  was  not  true ; 
whereas  an  hon.  IViemberi  the  son  of  the 
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Lord-lieutenant  of  the  county,  was  pre* 
sent  to  vouch  the  fact>  and  therefore  there 
was  no  doubt  upon  that  subject.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Leitrim,  made  a 
different  case^  and  one  not  consistent  with 
the  doubts   expressed  by  the  hon.   and 
learned  Member  for  KilJcenny.    He  rested 
Mr.  Cassidy's  case  upon  a  sort  of  justifi- 
cation of  his  resistance  to  the  law,  on  the 
ground  of  the  unfair  pressure  of  the  tithe 
system  on  Mr.  Cassidy,  as  an  extensive 
grazier,  and  the  noble  Lord   seemed   to 
think  that  this  resistance  had  no  relation 
to  the  case  of  the  Protestant  clergy ;   but 
the  noble  Lord  had  wholly  forgot  one  fact 
stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant—- 
the  payment    by  Mr.  Cassidy   into  the 
National  Association  of  the  precise  amount 
of  his  disputed  tithes,  as  soon  as  he  was 
appointed   Magistrate,  and   this   as    the 
fitting  amount  and  the  fitting  fund  from 
which  his  contribution  to  that  Association 
was  to  be  made.     Then  as  to  Carter's 
case,  no  personal  attack  was  made  or 
intended  against   Mr,   O'Loghlen.     The 
inaccuracy  discovered  with  so  much  pro- 
fession of  triumph  in  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant's  speech  was,  that  in    a   case 
where  there  were  three  abortive  trials,  the 
first,  which  might  have  gone  off,  as  it  did, 
by    an   accident,  took  place  when  Mr. 
Blackburne,  not  Mr.  O'Loghlen,  was  At- 
torney-General.    Now  he  was  assured  it 
was  neither,  that  it  was  Mr.  Perrin.     But 
was  it  of  the  slightest  consequence  to  the 
case  which  it    was?     The  objection  waa 
this  :  that  by  the  innovations,  in  doctrine 
and  practice,  by  the  present  Government, 
a  horrible  crime  had  escaped  detection 
and  punishment^  and  a  notorious  convict 
was  not  prevented  from  placing  himself 
upon  the  jury  at  the  second  trial,  and  by 
that  means  no  verdict  was  had.     It  was  a 
fact  not  yet  mentioned,  that  when   the 
jury,  some  of  them  Catholics,  stated  in 
open  Court  that  there  could  be  no  agree- 
ment, by  reason  of  the  conduct  of  that 
same  individual,  a  son  of  the  murdered 
man  applied  to  the  Judge  who  tried  the 
case  to  have  permission  to  appoint  his 
own    counsel,   to    protect   his   interests. 
The  Judge  had  no  power — he  referred  it 
to   the  counsel  who  conducted  the  case 
for  the    Crown — an  able  and  excellent 
man— but  their  rules  or  their  instructions 
left  them  no  discretion,  and  the  applica- 
tion of  the  poor  man's  son  was  refused. 
And  thus,  from  whatever  cause,  a  crime, 
which  had  struck  every  human  being  with 
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horror  «nd  disgnft,  had 'gone  uoptmished  ^ 
a  disgrace  to  the  country  and  to  the  ad* 
ministration  of  jatttce.  And,  lastly,  what 
answer  was  given  respecting  the  doycI 
practice  of  discharging  the  gaols?  An 
appeal  to  the  character  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
at  his  side  of  the  House,  to  know  whether, 
as  men  of  feeling,  they  could  find  fault 
with  Lord  Mulgrave  for  an  excess  of  cle- 
mency ?  The  nobie  Lord  (Lord  Clements) 
here  again  took  a  different  ground  of  de- 
fence, and  seemed  to  justify  the  practice, 
inasmuch  as  the  offences  were  insignificant, 
and  the  measure  itself  had,  in  fact,  acted 
beneficially.  But  there  were  some  Gen- 
tlemen in  Ireland  who  certainly  thought 
very  differently  both  of  the  motives  and 
the  results  of  a  proceeding  unparalleled  in 
the  history  of  civil  proceedings  in  these 
countries.  He  would  read  two  letters 
upon  the  subject,  written  from  different 
counties  by  gentlemen  of  honour  and 
respectability,  with  whom  he  was  ac- 
quainted. The  first  letter  was  couched  in 
the  following  terms  :— '*  Mullingar,  Mon* 
day,  Aug.  22,  1636.  Lord  Mulgrave  ar- 
rived here  to  day  en  route  to  Long- 
ford, and  remainea  an  hour  or  two  in  the 
town.  Previoosly  to  his  departure  he 
visited  the  gaol,  from  whence  he  dis* 
charged  nineteen  prisoners.  What  an 
encouragement  to  crime  does  this  indis- 
criminate and  culpable  extension  of  mercy 
hold  forth,  and  with  what  sentiment 
must  it  impress  the  lower  orders  in 
respect  of  the  magistrates,  juries,  and 
judges,  those  wlio  administer  the  law, 
and  those  who  are  appointed  to  carry  its 
provisions  into  eaecutioni"  The  second 
was  dated  *'  Longford,  August  23,  1836. 
It  said.  His  Excellency  the  Lord -Lieu- 
tenant arrived  here  to  day.  After  re- 
ceiving an  address,  he  proceeded  to  in- 
spect the  barrack  and  the  gaol,  and 
relieved  eight  persons — upon  instinct,  of 
coarse — for  he  had  neither  time  nor  op- 
portunity to  consider  their  claims  to  the 
extension  of  royal  clemency;  but  this  act 
of  mercy  produced  that  for  which  it  was 
designed,  an  uproarious  shout  for  his 
Excellency  from  the  assembled  crowd." 
And  would  the  House  have  the  patience  to 
examine  the  practical  results  of  such  a 
proceeding?  His  Excellency  spent  two 
hoars  in  Mullingar;  before  be  departed 
he  discharged  nineteen  prisoners.  Sup- 
pose he  had  given  the  whole  of  the  two 
hours  to  that  alone — what  sort  of  exami- 
nation could  he  have  to  make  into  the 


merits  and  details  of  nineteen  casea  where 
there  bad  been  convictions?  Bat  there  eonid 
have  been  little  or  none;  and  the  case  in 
Longford  served  to  prove  that  his  Excel- 
lency had  neither  time  nor  opporCttoity 
for  examining  into  their  claims  for  mercy. 
And  what  must  be  the  effect  on  the  future 
administration  of  justice  ?  Any  person 
acquainted  with  Ireland  must  know  the 
difiierence  experienced  by  the  resident 
gentlemen  acting  as  magistrates,  in  de- 
tecting the  commission  of  crime,  of 
securing  the  offender,  and  of  bringing 
forward  the  proper  evidence  when  secured. 
Yet,  when  all  this  had  been  gone  through, 
the  offender  was,  without  merit  and  with- 
out cause,  thrown  back  upon  the  neigh* 
bourhood  which  he  had  injured,  to  scoff 
at  and  taunt  the  magistrate  who  had  but 
done  his  duty,  and  to  tell  the  world  there 
was  a  greater  power  than  justice,  that 
could  and  would  dispense  with  it  as  ad« 
ministered  by  a  country  gentleman.  And 
the  juries,  too,  with  all  the  inconvenience 
to  respectable  and  proper  men,  of  giving 
their  attendance  to  the  discharge  of  each 
a  duty«-^heir  anxiety  to  search  out  and 
investigate  the  truth—how  must  they  feei^ 
if,  at  the  next  Assizes,  similar  cases,  if  not 
the  very  same  individuals,  should  be 
brought  before  them  ?  Could  they  possibly 
avoid  feeling  an  indifTerence  to  the  inves- 
tigation of  a  case  which  might  be  decided 
by  another  progress  of  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant, without  any  reference  to  the  pro- 
priety or  justice  of  their  own  decision.  But 
to  the  judges  it  was  worst  of  all.  Hitherto  it 
had  been  deemed  of  some  consequence  in 
Ireland  to  preserve  in  the  minds  of  the 
lower  classes  a  reverence  and  respect  for 
those  who  administered  the  law  and  pre- 
sided in  its  Courts  of  Justice.  It  was  a 
beneficial  thing  that  it  should  be  believed 
and  known,  as  it  was,  that  mercy  as  veil 
as  j  ustice  was  to  reach  the  offender  throvgh 
their  interference.  Bound  by  their  sense 
of  duty,  with  such  men  an  obligation  as 
sacred  as  their  oath,  to  do  that  which  was 
right,  and  to  do  it  mercifully,  they  bad 
awarded  the  sentences  and  punishments 
assigned  by  the  law  to  such  offences  ;  but 
the  Lord-lieutenant  not  only  gave  the  im- 
pression that  they  were  wrong — that  in  the 
exercise  of  their  office  they  were  tyrannical 
•—but  he  appeared  to  add  the  flagitioua 
insult  which  he  (Mr.  West)  could  never 
believe  was  intentional  by  any  British 
nobleman,  of  substituting  for  tbe  bearer 
of  the  King's  Commission  in  the  adoMnia* 
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Imiioa  of  justice  as  well  as  iiier€y<-<tbe 
keeper  of  the  oommon  gaol— to  be  the 
meoium  through  which  the  merits  of  these 
malefactors  were  to  be  ascertained,  and  the 
prerogative  of  mercy  to  be  administered. 
Did  he  exaggerate  ?  Look  to  Colonel 
Yorke's  letter,  to  the  gaoler  of  LifTord — to 
another  letter  respecting  Meath  gaol,  from 
which  twenty-one  persons  were  discharged. 
It  was  the  same  at  Cork,  the  same  at 
Traiee  ;  and  the  only  impartiality  and  jus- 
tice which  he  (Mr.  West)  could  see  in  the 
transaction  was,  that  every  county  was  to 
have  its  due  proportion  of  vagabonds 
scattered  over  it — and  that  there  should  be 
no  county  in  which  the  Judges  should  not 
be  impartially  insulted.  But  if  ihe  true 
obgeot  had  been  the  quiet  luxury  of  doing 
good,  and  enjoying  the  consciousness  of  a 
benevolent  action,  could  it  not  have  been 
suggested,  if  it  did  not  suggest  itself  to  his 
Excellency,  that  he  might  at  all  events 
have  watted  until  his  return  to  Dublin, 
and  sent  down  those  warrants  for  the  dis- 
cbaige  which  were  the  only  sufBcient 
mathority  to  the  keepers  of  the  prisons?  And 
with  respect  to  the  prisoners  themselves,  if 
entitled  to  a  pardon  they  ought  to  have 
had  it  properly.  There  was  no  man  who 
was  not  bound  by  many  obligations  to 
society,  and  it  might  not  only  be  impor- 
tant to  the  prisoner  to  have  the  legal  con- 
aeqoences  of  his  conviction  completely 
vemoved,  but  there  were  many  cases  in 
which  the  pablic  might  have  an  interest  in 
it.  Take  him  as  a  witness  for  example*  The 
public  might  have  an  interest  in  his  testi* 
roony— -the  conviction  rendered  him  in- 
competent. At  common  law,  his  pardon 
must  have  been  under  the  Great  Seal ;  but 
a  late  statute  had  given  a  shorter  process 
of  restoring  the  competency  by  warrant, 
under  the  sign  manual  of  the  Lord«'lieu- 
tenant,  backed  by  his  secretary.  Now,  he 
should  feel  exceedingly  glad  to  know  in 
what  manner  any  of  the  very  able  lawyers 
of  the  Association  would  set  about  plead- 
ing such  a  pardon  as  this,  given  in  the 
many  cases  of  felony  and  misdemeanour 
with  which  the  several  lists  abounded. 
That  the  Eari  of  Mulgrave,  being  the 
Lord«lieutenant  of  Ireland,  came  upon 
such  a  day,  in  a  very  handsome  cap  and 
feather«-presented  himself  at  the  door  of 
the  gaol  of  Sligo«*and  then  and  there 
ordered  the  gaoler,  who  neither  knew  the 
Lord*lteutenant  nor  had  any  business  to 
know  hun — to  lei  looee  the  particular 
ir,  which  the  gaoler  did  aecaidiogiy 


without  any  further  warrant.  On  the  ir- 
regularity of  such  a  mode  of  proceeding  he 
need  not  enlarge«~it  bad  b^en  confessed; 
for  warrants  were  subsequently  issued  to 
legalize  the  viva  voce  proceeding  under 
which  those  prisoners  had  been  discharged. 
The  necessity  for  its  being  so  legalized 
could  cot  for  a  single  moment  be  disputed. 
If  it  were  he  was  prepared  with  authorities 
at  once  to  show  that  that  necessity  was  of 
the  highest  order.  He  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not  be  alarmed  at  seeing  a 
lawyer  come  before  them  with  an  author- 
ity, but  he  should  only  call  their  attention 
to  one.  The  7th  and  8th  of  George  4th 
rendered  it  absolutely  necessary  that,  in 
order  to  the  restoration  of  the  full  rights  of 
a  convict,  bis  pardon  should  be  made  out 
according  to  a  prescribed  form.  Anciently, 
by  the  common  law,  it  was  necessary  that 
the  pardon  should  be  passed  under  the 
Great  Seal ;  at  present,  however,  the  Act 
to  which  he  referredf  permitted  it  to  be 
done  in  a  more  convenient  manner — it 
could  now  be  completed  by  receiving  the 
sign.manual  of  the  Lord-lieutenant,  with 
the  counter-signature  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. In  granting  pardons  to  any  persons 
convicted  of  any  species  of  offence  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  conditions  might 
be  annexed  to  the  grant  of  such  pardon, 
as,  for  example,  that  the  offence  with 
which  the  prisoner  stood  charged,  he 
should  give  security  not  to  repeat.  One 
of  the  convicts  whom  the  noble  Lord  set  at 
liberty,  had  been  found  guilty  of  an  assault 
with  intent  to  commit  a  rape,  and  he  was 
discharged  unconditionally.  There  were 
precedents  enough  to  be  found  of  proper 
warrants  for  the  purpose.  One,  and  not  a 
very  distant  one  in  point  of  time,  would  be 
mentioned  by  a  learned  and  hon.  Friend ; 
but  he  would  venture  to  furnish  another 
to  the  official  and  hon.  Gentlemen  at  the 
other  side,  which  might  be  useful  hereafter. 
In  the  list  of  malefactors  discharged  from 
Sligo  gaol,  he  perceived  the  name  of  one 
who  had  been  sentenced  to  nine  months' 
imprisonment  for  an  assault,  with  intent  to 
commit  a  rape.  Something  of  a  similar 
offence  occurred  in  the  reign  of  James  1st, 
and  a  pardon  was  grantea,  and  the  form 
of  the  warrant  conveying  the  pardon  was 
preserved.  It  would  be  found  in  the  2nd 
vol.  of  State  Trials,  739,  and  a  portion  of 
it  was  in  these  terms :— ^The  Pabpov  or 
Sir  Eejstacb  Harts.  **  James  Rex»— 
Omnibus  ad  quos.  Sec,  ealutem.--Sciatis, 
quod  nos  do  gratift  oostrl  speciali,  ae  09 
M  2 


327       Muntcipat  Corporatwns       {COMMONS} 


(Ireland)^ 


328 


certft  sclentid  et  mero  motu  nostro,  par- 
donavimus,  remisimus,  et  relaxavimus^ac 
per  preeseDtes,   pro  nobis,  beeredibus  et 
successoribus  nostris,  pardonamus,  remit- 
timus  et  relaxamus,  Eustatio  Harte,   de 
yilld   de   Southampton,  militi,  omnia  et 
singula  crimina  et  offensas,  adulterii,  forni- 
cationis,  et  incontinentiee,  quoscunqu^  per 
ipsum  Eustatium  Harte  cum  aliqui  muli- 
ere,  sive  aliquibus  mulieribus,  ante  dalam 
preesentem,    ubicunque,     quandocunque, 
quomodocunque  et  qualitercunque,  facta, 
commissa,  vel   perpetrata."     But   as  the 
]aw  allows  tbe  King  to  annex  any  condition 
to  his  grant  of  a  pardon,  King  James  took 
care  to  annex  a  condition  here.     It  will  be 
found  on  a  reference  to  the  warrant  that 
Sir  Eustace  Harte  was  to  commit  no  more 
offences  of  the  same  kind.     But  times  were 
changed.    The  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
took  no  such  precaution — and  the  Sligo 
offender  had  gone  back  to  society  inca- 
pacitated in  his  civil  rights —  incompetent 
to  give  testimony  in  a  Court  of  Justice — 
and,  through  the  excessive  clemency  of 
Lord  Mulgrave,  competent  to  nothing  but 
the  unlimited  commission  of  such  offences 
as  it  might   be    his  will  and    pleasure 
hereafter  to  indulge  in.  But  this  reminded 
him  of  a  more  serious  matter.     In  many  of 
those  cases  where  offenders  had  been  dis- 
charged, the  Judges  had  thought  it  proper 
not  only  to  punish  the  crime  but  to  exact 
a  security  for  the  public.      Had  bail  been 
taken  in  all  or  any  of  those  cases,  when 
the  sentence  of  the  court  required  it  ? 
And  if  not,  then,  however,  it  might  please 
or  amuse  the  Government  of  Ireland  to 
dispense  with  the  penalty  affixed  to  the 
crime,  it  was  hardly  discreet  to  abandon, 
without  any  consideration,    the  security 
which  was  the  right  of  the  public.  Another 
subject  he  had  intended  to  discuss,  and  a 
most  important  one,  as  it  was  felt  in  Ireland , 
namely,  the  interference  with  the  appoint- 
ments of  sheriffs  ;     but  his   right   hon. 
Friend   (Mr.  Lefroy)  had  gone  so  fully 
into  it  that  he  would  only  mention  a  single 
case.    Three  names  were  returned  by  the 
Judges,  in  the  usual  way,  for  the  county 
of  Clare,  for  1 836,  Edward  Fitzgerald,  of 
Carrygawan,  Esq. ;  Francis  Gore,  junr., 
of  Tyreclough    Castle,    Esq.;    Michael 
Morony,  of  Melton  Malbery,  Esq.      They 
were  all  Protestants,  and  no  Orangemen 
amongst  them.     On  the  llth  of  January, 
1833,    the    following    appeared    in    the 
LimerUik  Evening  Post^  a  paper  in  the 


the  return  of  our  popular  Representative 
was  celebrated  by    a  public   dinner  at 
Swinburne's  great  rooms.    John  O'Brien, 
of  Elm  Vale,  Esq.,  in  the  chair."    At  that 
dinner  a  flag  was  hoisted,  on  which  these 
words  were  inscribed,  '^  Repeal  of   the 
Union,  Abolition  of  Tithes,  and  Vote  by 
Ballot."     This  dinner  took  place  on  the 
9th  or  10th  of  January,  1833.     It  was 
hardly  necessary  for  him  to  remind  the 
House,  that  at  that  time,  the  hopes  of 
those  who  desired  a  Repeal  of  the  Union 
were  at  the  highest,  and  by  many  of  them 
serious  expectations  were  entertained  that 
the  proposition  for  such  repeal  would  be 
successful.  He  should  now  read  a  passage 
from  the  speech  made  by  the  Chairman  on 
that  occasion,  respecting  which  he  should 
not  then  make  further  observation  than  to 
say  that  it  had  in  effect  been  adopted  by 
the  present  Government: — "  Politics  and 
religion  have  been  alternately  the  cause 
and  pretext  of  our  national  subjugation, 
and  a  rapacious  oligarchy,  sustained  by  a 
foreign  power,  has  long  oppressed  a  de- 
graded and  impoverished  people.     The 
Repeal  of  the  Union  has  become  the  war 
cry  of  the  people,  and  its  recognition,  in 
principle  or  modification,  the  criterion  of 
the  popular  candidate.     In  the  spirit  of 
what  I  have  said,  I  give  you,  '  The  repeal 
of  the  Union.' "    Shortly  after  the  delivery 
of  that  speech,  three  names  were  returned 
to  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  gentlemen  com- 
petent to  fill  the  office  of  High  Sheriff  for 
the  County  of  Clare  ;  no  objection,  even 
upon  political  grounds,  could  be  urged 
against  them ;  but,  nevertheless,  the  same 
Mr.   O'Brien  who  had   presided  at  the 
dinner  given  to  Messrs.  Roche,  was  ap- 
pointed High  Sheriff  of  Clare.  He  desired 
to  ask  who  were  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  when  these  proceedings  took  place  ? 
Certainly,  Lord  Melbourne  was  not  the 
Prime  Minister,  but  with  hardly  an  excep- 
tion, the  present  advisers  of  his  Majesty 
were  the  identical  individuals  who  then 
filled  the  Cabinet,  Lord  Melbourne  being 
Home  Secretary,  and  therefore  very  in- 
timately connected  with  the  administration 
of  affairs  in  Ireland.  It  was  most  remark- 
able that  the  Ministers  should  have  advised 
the  King,   within  a  very  short  time  after 
the  dinner  at  Limerick,  to  address  Parlia* 
ment  in  these  words  : — "  I  feel  confident 
that  to  your  loyalty  and  patriotism  I  shall 
not  resort  in  vain  in  these  afflicting  cir- 
cumstances, and  that  you  will  be  ready  to 
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tiooj  and  to  intrust  to  me  such  additional 
powers,  as  may  be  found  necessary  for 
controlling  and  punishing  the  disturbers 
of  the  public  peace,  and  for  preserving 
and  strengthening  the  legislative  union 
between  the  two  countries,  which,  with 
your  support  and  the  blessing  of  Divine 
Providence,  I  am  determined  to  maintain 
by  all  the  means  in  my  power,  as  indisso- 
lubly  connected  with  the  peace^  security, 
and  welfare  of  my  dominions."  And  did 
all  the  then  Ministers  concur  in  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  O'Brien  and  other  proceed- 
ings of  the  same  nature  ?  No ;  not  at  all. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  pointed  to 
these  benches,  as  he  supposed  that  some 
hon«  Members  had  changed  theiropinions. 
Who  had  changed  their  opinions  ?  And 
it  was  with  sneers  like  this,  that  hon. 
Members  endeavoured  to  console  them- 
selves for  what  in  their  hearts  they  regret- 
ted. The  loss  of  two  men,  who,  in  the 
universal  estimation  of  the  country,  had 
carried  with  them,  from  the  bench  which 
ihey  no  longer  occupied,  a  great  part,  if 
not  the  whole,  of  its  genius,  and  a  very 
considerable  portion  of  its  integrity.  With 
respect  to  the  Assistant  Barristers,  he 
was  nnwilling  to  say  anything  respecting 
the  gentlemen  whose  names  had  been 
mentioned;  and  the  more  so,  as  one  of 
them  had  been  in  some  degree  engaged 
against  himself.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  then  proceeded  to  notice  the 
appointments  conferred  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  upon  Messrs.  Pigott, 
Hudson,  Gibson,  and  Green,  censuring 
the  conduct  of  the  Administration,  but 
speaking  in  terms  of  the  highest  respect  of 
the  above-named  gentlemen.  With  Mr. 
Pigott,  and,  as  we  understood,  with  the 
other  gentlemen  he  had  the  pleasure  to  be 
acquainted.  Mr.  Pigott  was  a  member 
of  the  General  Association,  and  was  also 
distinguished  by  having  become  an  object 
of  the  patronage  of  the  Crown.  It  was 
therefore  to  be  inferred,  that  his  views  of 
Irish  politics  coincided  with  those  of  the 
King's  Government.  It  was  necessary 
that  the  Bills  for  the  recovery  of  tithe 
should  be  signed  by  a  barrister.  It  hap- 
pened that  some  of  those  Bills  bore  the 
name  of  Mr.  Pigott,  and  this  gave  rise  to 
some  proceedings  in  the  General  Associa- 
tion, a  report  of  which  appeared  in  the 
Dublin  Freeman's  Journal  of  the  6th  of 
January,  1837,  and  a  passage  from  that 
report  he  should,  with  the  permission  of 
die  Honse^  now  read  i-^'*  On  the  list  of 


Counsel  who  had  signed  pleadings  in  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  being  read,  Mr.  Red- 
mont  said  he  felt  that  these  signatures  had 
been  aflSxed  through  want  of  thought  for 
the  Monarch.  The  name  of  one  gentle- 
man appeared  on  the  faceof  the  list  which 
they  had  just  heard  read.  Now,  it  was  a 
fact,  that  at  the  commencement  of  this 
Association  that  gifted  individual  had 
given  all  the  aid  of  his  sensible  and  power- 
ful mind  in  its  formation,  and  in  advanc- 
ing it  to  that  proud  and  permanent  station 
which  it  holds  at  present.  He  had  proved 
himself  one  of  the  most  useful,  the  most 
active,  and  most  zealous  supporters  it 
had;  that  gentleman  was  Mr.  Pigott." 
The  Administration  of  the  country  was  th& 
same  when  Mr.  Pigott  had  the  fortune  to 
become  an  object  of  its  patronage  as  at 
the  present  moment.  After  what  he  had 
heard  from  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  on 
the  subject  of  perfect  unison  amongst 
those  connected  with  the  conduct  of  pub- 
lic affairs,  after  the  censure  pronounced 
against  anything  like  disunion  or  discord- 
ance of  sentiment,  he  should  say  that  the 
strongest  ground  had  been  furnished  to 
presume  that  there  subsisted  no  differences 
between  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  and  that 
learned  *'  individual  who  had  given  the 
aid  of  his  powerful  mind  in  the  formation 
of  the  General  Association,'^  who  was 
"  one  of  the  most  active  and  zealous  sup- 
porters it  had."  He  knew  it  to  be  extremely 
probable  that  if  that  question  were  put  in 
another  place,  the  present  head  of  the 
Government  would  deny  a  community  of 
feeling  with  Mr.  Pigott  on  the  subject  of 
the  General  Association ;  but  what  he 
desired  to  know  was,  did  the  sentiments 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  accord  with 
those  of  Mr.  Pigott  ?  Opinions  had  in  the 
course  of  the  present  discussion  been 
pronounced  on  the  legality  of  the  Associa- 
tion ;  on  that  subject  he  did  not  hesitate 
to  pronounce  his  view  of  the  question — 
namely,  that  it  was  an  illegal  body.  It 
was  the  illegitimate  successor  of  the 
Catholic  Association  ;  and  in  that  House 
Mr.  Canning  had  pronounced  an  opinion 
upon  that  body  well  worthy  of  being 
remembered.     His  words  were — 

**  Is  it  (asked  Mr.  Canning,)  possible 
that  any  man  loking  at  an  association  of 
this  nature  —  at  the  means,  thepower,  the 
preponderance  of  which  that  association  is 
acknowledged — nay,  is  vaunted  to  be  in  pos- 
session— at  the  authority  which  it  has  ar- 
rogated^ and  at  the  acts  which  it  has  done-^ 
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an  seriously  think  of  gifing  stability,  and 
permanence  to    its   existence?    Self-elected, 
self-assembled,  self-adjourned,  acknowledging 
no  superior,  tolerating  no  equal  interfering, 
in    all    its   stages,   with    the    administration 
of  justice,  denouncing  publicly  before  trial 
individuals  against  whom  it  institutes  prose* 
cutioDS,  and  rc*judgiDg  and  condemning  those 
whom  the  law  has  acquitted — menacing  the 
free    press    with    punishment,    and    openly 
declanng  its  intention  to  corrupt  that  part  of 
it  which  it  cannot  intimidate  ;  and,  lastly,  for 
these  and  other  purposes,  levying  contributions 
upon  the  people  of  Ireland.  Is  this.  Sir,  an 
association  which  from  its  mere  form  and  at- 
tributes (without  liny  reference  whatsoever  to 
religious  persuasion)  the  House  of  Commons 
can    be    prepared    to    establish,  by  a    vote, 
declaring  it  not  to  be  inconsistent  with  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution  ?     When  I  speak  of 
the  representative  character  of  the  Catholic 
Association,  I  do  not  mean   to  assert  that  it 
has  ever  affirmed  itself  to  be  the  representative 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.    No  sucn  thing.    It 
is  too  wise  in  its  generation  to    hazard  so 
impolitic  a  declaration.     If  it  had  done  so,  it 
would  have  been  unnecessary   to  argue   the 
present  question,  for  no  new  Act  of  Parhament 
would  in  that  case  have  been  necessary  to 
enable  the  law  to  deal  with  it     But,  Sir, 
although  the  Catholic    Association  has  not 
openly  assumed  this  representative  character, 
I  cannot  shut  my  eyes  to  the  fact  that  such  a 
character  has  been  attributed  to  it  by  others ; 
and  if  notoriety  be,  as  undoubtedly  it  is^  a 
ground  upon  which  legislation  may  be  founded, 
the  repeated  statements  which  have  been  made 
in  this  House  during  the  present  debate,  that 
this  association  is,  and  is  held    to  be   the 
virtual  representative  of  the  people  of  Irelandi 
call  upon  the  House  to  consider  whether  such 
an  association  can  co-exist  with  the  House  of 
Commons." 

Those  were  the  opinions  of  that  eminent 
statesman;  They  were  in  perfect  accordance 
with  the  opinions  of  the  lawyers  who  at 
that  time  delivered  opinions  upon  the  sub. 
iectf  and  they  applied  with  as  much  force 
to  the  association  which  existed  in 
that  day,  as  to  the  body  now  in  the 
habit  of  assembling  in  Dublin.  Some 
allusioti  had  been  made  to  the  state  of 
certain  constituencies  in  Ireland,  and 
amongst  others,  to  that  whioh  be  had  the 
honour  to  represent.  Bach  hon.  Member 
could  speak  with  respect  to  his  own  con* 
•tituency,  but  so  far  from  its  being  a  fact 
in  his  (Mr.  West's)  case  that  there  was  a 
majority  of  250  against  biro,  there  was 
when  he  came  away  a  majority  of  655  in 
his  favour.  If  be  were  to  found  bis 
expectations  of  success   upon  the  past 
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colleague  and  he  had  secured  a  majority 
of  seventeen  votes.     There  was  a  point  to 
which  he  begged  to  direct  the  attention  of 
the  House— a  point  which,  he  believed, 
had  not  hitherto  been  adverted  to  during 
the  progress  of  the  debate.    The  dictattoh 
of  the  appointment  of  magistrates   had 
never  been  assumed  to  itself  by  the  old 
Catholic  Association.  He  could  not  say  the 
same  thing  of  the  new  association*  During 
Lord  Melbourne's  former  Government  of 
Ireland  the  law  extended  a  portion  of  its 
protection  to  a  very   deserving  class  of 
his  Majesty's  subjects' — he  alluded  to  the 
Protestant  Clergy  of  Ireland.      At  that 
period   antitithe  meetings    were  in    the 
habit  of  being  held.    At  some  of  tboee 
meetings  Gentlemen  in  the  Commission 
of  the  peace  attended  ;  and  some  of  them, 
too,    were  presided  over  as    he  believed, 
by    hon.  Gentlemen,    Members    of  that 
House — he  alluded  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Westmeath,  and  to  ano- 
ther hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny County  (Colonel  Butler).  There  was, 
he  believed ,  a  third  hon.Gentleman  theMcra- 
ber  for  King's  County ;  and  all  these  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  been, as  he  understood, dis- 
missed from  their  Bituations,whether  of  jus- 
tice of  the  peace  or  deputy-iieutenant,  in 
consequence  of  their  having  attended  at 
those  meetings.     They  uere  dismissed  by 
the  Chancellor  of  Ireland. 

Colonel  Butler  rose  to  order.  He  had 
not  been  dismissed  by  the  Chancellor  of 
Ireland.  He  had  himself  resigned.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  had  called  on  him  for 
an  explanation,  which  he  declined  to  give, 
and  his  resignation  was  the  consequence. 
Mr.  West :  In  whatever  mode  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  resignation  took  place,  the 
fact  of  his  resignation,  and  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  having  called  on  him  for  the 
explanation,  was  sufficient  for  his  argu- 
ment. It  was,  at  all  events,  certain  that 
the  party  with  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman 
acted  had  very  generally  expressed  a 
desire  to  have  him  reinstated.  On  the 
26th  of  August  last,  in  the  National  As- 
sociation, Mr.  Finn  observed  that,  "  It 
was  with  great  pleasure  he  proposed^  as  a 
member  of  the  Association,  the  hon. 
Colonel  Butler,  who  was  one  of  that 
Mountgarret  family  whose  blood  had  been 
shed  in  the  field,  or  upon  the  ecaffoki«  Co 
support  the  rights  of  Irishmen.  He  was 
properly  known  as  the  poor  man's  magis* 


registry  he  was  confirmed  in  this  view ;  for  I  trate,  and  he  would  tell  Lord  Plttnkett 
upon  the  first  day  of  the  registry  his  hoo,  ( that   he  was  depreciating  the  cfaaraoter 
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iQOel  should  he  immedisitely  reinste^ted  in 
his  office  ;  ^pd  some  broad  hints  should 
be  i^iven  (o  Lord  Plupkeit,  who,  by  his 
present  line  of  ponduct,  proved  himself  to 
be  ap  incubus  on  Lord  mulgrave's  Admi- 
nis^re^tion.*'  Such  was  the  language, 
which  had  been  received  with  shoqts  of 
approbation  at  th^  Association ;  and  he 
befieyed  he  was  right  in  saying  that 
th^  hop.  Gentleman  who  forpied  the  sub- 

i'ect  pf  those  comments,  was  reinstated  in 
(is  office  almost  immediately  af^er.  Could 
it  be  denied^  that  in  the  National  As- 
sociation that  re-appointment  had  vir- 
tually originated?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
then  quoted  from  a  newspaper,  which  he 
designated  as  a  Government  organ,  a 
passage  which  had  appeared  in  It  a  few 
months  since,  and  which  described  Ire- 
land as  in  a  state  of  **  permanent  agitation 
over  six-sevenths  of  its  superficial  extent." 
He  next  adverted  to  the  Irish  Government 
Gazette^  a  copy  of  which  for  the  year 
1836  was  in  his  possession.  From  this 
Gazette,  it  appeared  that  no  fewer  than 
290  proclamations,  respecting  outrages  of 
the  most  enormous  description,  had  been 
published  therein  during  the  twelve  months 
to  which  he  alluded.  Nothing  but  outrages 
of  this  description  found  their  way  into 
the  Jri^h  Gazette.  Of  the  proclamations 
to  which  he  had  alluded,  seventy-one  were 
foraotual  murder.  Of  burnings  the  number 
was  nearly  equal.  The  catalogue  of 
cftme  which  this  Gazette  contained  was 
altog/^faer  frightful .  In  any  other  country 
of  the  earth  out  Ireland  such  a  catalogue 
would  be  alarming.  In  that  country  it 
was  but  a  matter  of  every  day  recurrence. 
The  Gazetle  of  the  last  mouthy  which  he 
(Mr. West)  bad  at  that  moment  in  his  band, 
/contained  so  many  as  twenty-eight  procla- 
mations, respecting  outrages  of  a  similar  de* 
scription. Of  these  twelve  were  for  murders; 
so  that  instead  of  seventy-one, as  in  the  pre- 
ceding year,  if  the  average  of  that  month 
ware  taken  for  the  entire  year,  the  number  of 
these  grievous  crimes  would  amount,  at 
the  expiratioD  of  the  year,  to  144.  And 
yet  Ireland  was  asserted  to  be  at  the  pre- 
test moment  in  a  state  of  unparalleled 
tranquillity.  "Why,  there  had  not  been  a 
enalier  aii^i  than  15,000/.  offered  in  the 
Gaxelte  for  the  discovery  of  crimes  during 
the  paal  year-  The  general  average  of 
these  sojDS  might  be  judged  from  the  fad 
that^  in  the  case  of  James  Walsh,  of  Win- 
ibni*  wfaPi  ybiU  standing  peaceably  at  bis  ^ 


door,  w6^8  maliciously  shot  at,  and  wounded 
in  the  head  and  shoulder,  the  sum  of  30/. 
was  offered  for  the  discovery  of  the  of- 
fender. The  House  would  thus  be  en- 
abled to  judge  how  multifarious  must 
have  been  the  offences  with  reference  to 
which  such  a  sum  as  15,000/.  had  been 
offered  in  the  shiipe  of  rewards.  But,  aa 
a  set-off  to  the  30/.  offered  in  the  case  of 
Walsh,  it  was  right  he  should  observe  that 
a  sum  very  little  less  in  amount,  the  sum 
of  25/.,  had  been  offered  for  the  discovery 
of  the  perpetrators  of  the  serious  offence 
of  shooting  a  priest's  dog.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  had  talked  of  imaginary  ma- 
ladies ;  he  had  quoted  from  the  Spectator 
a  passage  about  a  man  who,  by  dint  of 
perusing  medical  treatises,  had  read  him- 
self into  the  conviction,  at  one  period, 
that  he  w^s  the  victim  of  gout,  s^nd  at 
another  of  asthma.  He  had  further  said 
that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  had  all 
the  apparent  symptoms  of  aggrievement 
without  any  of  its  pain.  He  wpuld  state 
a  case  which  would  afford  a  satisfactory 
comment  upon  the  noble  Lord's  excessive 
jocularity.  For  the  accuracy  of  the 
statement  he  was  going  to  make  he  could 
vouch,  for  it  had  fallen  within  his  personal 
observation.  Ip  Gal  way  county  there 
resided  a  clergyman  of  the  church  of  Eng- 
land, named  Ayre.  With  Mr,  Ayre  pe 
had  the  honour  of  being  personally 
acquainted.  There  was  no  more  respect- 
able Gentleman  in  bis  private  capacity ; 
nor  could  any  clergyman  be  found  who  in 
his  character  was  more  totally  unex- 
ceptionable. The  family  to  which  he  be- 
longed, was,  moreover,  as  respectable  as 
any  in  Ireland.  That  clergyman  had 
accepted  an  invitation  to  dine  some  months 
since  with  a  friend  in  his  neighbourhood. 
Some  trivial  occurrence  providentially  pre- 
vented him  from  fulfilling  the  engagement 
Upon  that  very  evening  a  gentlemap, 
named  Doyle,  an  attorney,  was  returning 
by  the  same  road  which  the  clergyman 
would  have  taken,  had  he  accepted  the 
invitatiou,  upon  returning  homeward.  Mr. 
Doyle  was  accompanied  by  his  wife  upon 
a  jaunting  car,  and  was  stopped  upon  his 
journey  by  a  number  of  armed  rgffians, 
many  of  whom  were  mounted,  and  who 
demanded  of  him  whether  he  was  not  Mr. 
Ayre.  After  satisfymg  themselves  that 
Mr.  Doyle  was  not  the  person  whom  they 
sought,  they  suffered  him  to  proceed.  j9e 
had  not  proceeded  far,  when  he  wa« 
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stopped  a  second  time  by  anotber  party, 
equipped  as  mnrderoasly  as    tbe    first. 
Again    he  was  suffered  to  depart,   his 
identity  with  Mr.  Ayre  having  been  denied 
and  disproved.    What,  he  would  ask,  was 
the  object  for  which  this  second  party  was 
congregated  ?  Doubtless,  they  anticipated 
the  possible  circumstance  of  Mr.  Ayre's 
escaping  unscathed  from  the  toils  of  the 
first  waylaying  party.     Mr.  Ayre,  how* 
ever,  had  escaped;   need  he  say,  how 
providentially  ?  But,  finding  how  insecure 
was  his  life,  and  being  obliged,  notwith. 
standing,  to  remain  in  that  part  of  the 
country  for  a  living,  he  did  that  which 
was  alone  possible  to  secure  a  provision 
for  his  helpless  young  children.    He  at- 
tempted to  effect  an  insurance  upon  his 
life.      How  was  his  application  received  ? 
He  held  in  his  hand  the  copy  of  a  letter 
which  that  rev.  gentleman  had  received 
upon  Saturday  week  last,  the  very  day 
before  he  left  Ireland.     The  letter  was 
one  of  refusal,  and  was  written  to  the  fol- 
lowing effect : — "  The  Directors  of  the 
Fire  and  Life  Insurance  office  of  Parsons- 
town  were  unwilling  to  risk  an  insurance 
upon  the  life  of  a  clergyman  belonging  to 
the  Established  Church  in  the  present  state 
of  Ireland,  and  Mr.  Ayre  was  therefore 
requested  to  receive  back  the  amount  of 
bis  remittance.''     The  letter  was  signed 
by  Mr.  Hassard,  the  agent  to  the  com- 
pany.   To  the  honour  of  the  efforts  of  the 
agitating  association,  be  it  told  that  this 
poor    clergyman    was    unable,    in    con- 
sequence of  the  disturbed  state  of  the 
country,  to  effect  an  insurance  upon  his 
life,  no  matter  at  what  rate  of  interest ; 
and    his  children    were,    therefore,    left 
without  the  prospect  of  this  friendly  as- 
sistance.    Why  should  the  Conservative 
party  of  Ireland,  who  sought  to  sustain  the 
injured  clergy  of  the  Established  Church, 
in  their  efforts  to  collect  their  legal  means 
of  subsistence,  be  called  "a  miserable 
monopolising  minority?"    Why  should 
the   noblemen  and   gentlemen  who  had 
attended  the  late  Protestant  meeting  in 
Dublin  be  so  described  ?  Had  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  used  that  expression  been 
present  at  that  meeting,  and  witnessed 
the  numbers  and  the  high  respectability 
by  which  it  was  attended,  it  was  im- 
possible that  his  candour  could  have  per- 
mitted him  to  indulge  in  such  a  descrip- 
tion.   Not  only  had  a  large  number  of 
the  resident  nobility  of  the  land  been 
present  at  that  meeting,  but  it  had  been 


attended  by  not  fewer  than  1,1200  ma- 
gistrates. The  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Roscommon,  had  alluded  to  him, 
in  connexion  with  that  meeting.      But  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  asserting  that  he  had 
not  uttered  at  the  meeting  a  single  senti- 
ment which  could  have  given  offence  to  a 
single  human  being.     In  the  course  of  his 
experience  he  had  met  in  Ireland  with 
many  Roman   Catholic  Gentlemen,  up-  ' 
right,  honourable,  and  generous  in  their 
disposition — men  who  had   been  at  all 
times  ready  to  extend  the  hand  of  good 
fellowship    to    their    Protestant    fellow- 
countrymen.     He  was  sorry  to  be  obliged 
to  say,  that  the  number  of  those  Gentle- 
men was  daily  diminishing,  through  the 
efforts  of  the  Association.    There  was  one 
point  in  support  of  the  justice  of  the  mo- 
tives by  which  the  Conservatives  of  Ire* 
land  had  been  actuated  in  their  late  pro- 
ceedings, which  had  not  been  hitherto 
adverted  to  in  the  debate.    There  was  an 
Irish  gentleman,    well  known  to  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — he  alluded  to 
Mr.  Naper,  of  Loughcrew,  in  the  county 
of  Meatn,  who  was,  as  every  Gentleman 
in  the  House  who  knew  him  would  admit, 
as  respectable  by  his  conduct  throughout 
life  as  he  was  in  point  of  fortune.     Mr. 
Naper  was  as  honourable  a  gentleman  as 
any  in  Ireland.     Having  been  to  a  certain 
extent  identified  with  the  politics  of  the 
Gentlemen  who  sat  opposite,  Mr.  Naper, 
on  being  invited  to  attend  the  great  Po- 
testant  meeting,  expressed  his  disinclina- 
tion, on  the  ground  of  the  possibility  of 
his  attendance  being  interpreted  into  in- 
consistency.    Mr.   Naper's  reply  to  the 
letter  of  the  Marquess  of  Downshire  con- 
tained such  a  testimony  to  the  justice  of 
their  cause,  that  he  could  not  refrain  from 
reading  to  the  House  the  following  pas- 
sage : — 

^  There  was  no  measure  of  the  present  Go« 
vernment  which  I  was  more  inclined  to  ap-i 
prove,  for  their  tact  and  policy,  than  the  manner 
in  which  they  succeeded  in  doing  away  with 
the  Orange  societies  of  Ireland  ;  at  the  same 
time,  I  must  consider  that  the  constitutional 
and  manly  wav  in  which  those  societies,  by 
the  adrice  of  their  leaders,  met  their  wishes, 
'  has  been  anything  but  fairly  acknowledged 
or  requited.* 

^A  society  has  been  permitted  to  raise 
itself,  as  it  were,  upon  their  ruins,  whose 
avowed  objects  ana  policy  must,  in  my 
humble  opinion,  eventually  destroy  the  Go« 
vernment  itself— a  Government  which  they  af-« 
feet  to  extol,  but  which  they  clearly  show^  by, 
>  their  own  conduct^  they  most  heartily  despise 
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as  composed  of  men  who  dared  not  take  up 
those  measures  which  they  have  declared  can 
'  alone  effect  perfect  justice  for  Ireland  * — 
measures  which  there  is  too  good  reason  to 
fear  would  eventually  put  an  end  to  the 
religious  and  civil  rights  of  the  Protestants  of 
this  country — rights  which  I  lament  to  see  the 
feeble  policy  of  the  present  Administration 
seems  'ashamed  to  destroy,  but  afraid  to 
defend/ 

**  These  are  no  times  for  half  measures.  I 
haTe  read  your  address  with  attention,  and 
think  the  unjust  and  ungenerous  conduct  of 
Mr.  O'Connell  and  his  followers  towards  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  fully  bears  out  the 
prayer  of  your  petition,  to  which  I  beg  you  will 
subscribe  my  name. 

"FaithfiiUy  yours, 
•'JAMES  L.  W.  NAPER. 
**The  Marquess  of  Downshire,  &c.'' 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  sat  down 
when  he  had  finished  reading  the  letter. 
Viscount  Morpeth  addressed  the  House 
to  the  following  effect : — As  the  matters  of 
charge  alleged  against  the  conduct  of  his 
Majesty^s  Government  in  Ireland,  es- 
pecially in  the  course  of  the  present  debate^ 
have  not  been  freely  and  spontaneously 
brougbt  forward,  but  have  been  dragged 
fortb  by  the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment; as  my  noble  Friend  in  that 
speech  addressed  himself  to  the  conduct 
of  his  Majesty's  Government  in  Ireland, 
and  the  principle  on  which  that  conduct 
had  been  founded  ;  and  as  holding  the 
situation  which  I  have  the  honour  to  hold 
I  may  not  be  considered  a  fair  and  impar- 
tial judge  upon  that  question,  I  would 
willingly  have  avoided  obtruding  myself  on 
the  attention  of  the  House  on  the  present  oc- 
casion. But,  at  the  same  time,  so  many  things 
have  been  stated  here  and  elsewhere  (some 
of  which,  however,  I  shall  hardly  think  it 
worth  my  while  to  stoop  to  notice),  that, 
placed  as  I  am  with  reference  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland,  I  cannot  permit 
myself  the  indulgence  of  complete  silence. 
I  must  also  so  far  presume  on  the  patience 
of  the  House  as  to  observe,  that  whereas 
the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend  rested  upon 
general  and  broad  principles,  and  dwelt  on 
large  and  important  results,  and  was 
mainly  encountered  by  isolated  cases  and 
minute  details,  I  feel  that  in  the  situation 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  fill  I  may  be 
compelled  to  go  more  into  those  cases 
and  details  than  the  House  would  expect 
an^  other  Member  to  do*  Sir,  Ihave  been 
'  twitted  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  DubUa  with  having  taken  tioM  since 


the  opening  of  the  debate  to  prosecute 
my  researches  into  the  materials  which  I 
might  consider  it  necessary  to  use  in  the 
course  of  it.  It  is  surely  no  very  great 
novelty  that  a  person  whose  conduct,  and 
the  conduct  of  the  department  of  the 
Government  with  which  he  is  immediately 
connected,  are  arraigned,  should  suspend 
his  observations  on  the  subject  until  he 
ascertained  the  bulk  of  the  accusations 
which  it  was  intended  to  prefer.  Indeed, 
if  I  had  spoken  last  night,  I  should  have 
missed  the  opportunity  of  adverting  to  the 
lucubrations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  himself.  At  all  events,  it  cannot 
be  alleged  that  I  have  taken  much  time  to 
prepare  my  reply  to  the  charges  which 
have  been  brought  against  me.  My  noble 
Friend  was  immediately  followed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Sergeant,  the  Member 
for  Brandon,  in  a  speech  which  was  un- 
doubtedly distinguished  by  great  ability, 
coupled,  however,  with  an  acerbity  which 
is  but  too  common  in  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant's  effusions,  and  which  prompts 
him  to  attack  the  character,  the  honour, 
and  even  the  religion,  of  those  who  are 
opposed  to  him.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  who  has  also  made  a 
speech  of  great  talent,  charges  this  side  of 
the  House  with  attempting  to  fasten  odium 
upon  individuals,  and  with  indulging  in 
personal  imputations.  But  does  not  the 
declaration  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Ser- 
geant, the  Member  for  Bandon,  that  no 
Member  of  the  same  profession  as  himself 
could  hold  office  under  his  Majesty's 
present  Government  without  degradation 
and  disgrace,  savour  somewhat  of  personal 
imputation  ?  Did  not  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant's  expression,  when  he  spoke  of 
the  Protestant  members  of  the  National 
Association,  that  they  were  persons  "  call- 
ing themselves  Protestants,^  seem  like  a 
personal  imputation  ?  The  first  point  o 
the  attack  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Ser- 
geant was  directed  against  the  rule  estab* 
lished  by  the  present  Master  of  the  Rolls 
in  Ireland  when  he  was  Attorney-General, 
respecting  the  setting  aside  of  jurors  on 
criminal  trials.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant  admitted  that  this  cirenmstanoe 
involved  no  imputation  on  the  character  of 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  but  maintained 
that  it  greatly  impugned  his  discretion. 
In  answer  to  this  charge  I  will  read  an 
extract  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  O'Loghlen 
written  soon  after  the  establishment  of  the 
rule,  and  giviog  an  account  of  its  opeia"« 
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tion :-— ^*  I  obterve  that  they  allude  io  the 
AddreM  to  the  system  of  not  aetting  aside 
jurore  io  criminal  cases.  If  the  subject 
shall  be  mentioned  in  Parliament,  official 
returns  (some  of  which  were  sent  to  the 
Home^office  after  the  last  cireuit]  will 
prove  that  the  course  pursued  has  worked 
well.  There  were  more  convictions  under 
the  new  system,  in  proportion  to  the 
number  of  cases  tried,  than  under  the  old. 
It  has  given  to  the  people  a  confidence  in 
the  administration  of  justice  which  they 
had  not  when  jurors  were  selected  by  the 
Crown,  and  juries  in  effect  packed.  The 
rule  made  by  him  did  not  prevent  the  set- 
ting aside  of  any  juror  to  whom  any  rea- 
sonable or  fair  objection  could  be  made, 
but  merely  directed  that  the  Crown  Solicit 
tor  should  not  set  aside  a  juror,  merely  on 
account  of  his  religious  or  political  opin- 
ions/' Sir,  I  can  easily  imagine  that  this 
general  rule  (like  all  general  rules)  may  be 
attended  with  partial  and  occasional  in- 
ooDvenience,  But  it  is  a  matter  of  great 
gratification  to  find  that  upon  the  whole 
this  rule  is  not  only  right  in  principle,  but 
has  been  successful  in  practice.  Another 
prominent  ground  of  complaint  on  the 
part  of  the  hon*  and  learned  Sergeant,  and 
of  some  hon.  Members  who  followed  him, 
is  the  manner  in  which  the  prerogative  of 
mercy  has  been  exercised  by  the  Lord-lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  on  the  occasion  of  his  in- 
specting the  gaols  of  that  country.  Sir,  it  is 
an  inconvenienee,  that  when  any  spe- 
cific charge  of  such  a  nature  is  suddenly 
made,  I  have  not  the  means  of  im- 
mediately laying  my  hands  upon  the  docu- 
mente  which  would  enable  me  to  answer 
it,  when  I  am  not  accurately  informed 
of  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  1  do 
not  complain  of  this :  it  is  the  inevitable 
consequence  of  the  discussion,  which  I 
admit  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  have 
provoked  and  compelled.  However,  I 
will  make  a  few  statements  with  respect 
to  the  rule  which  I  believe  has  guided  the 
noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's 
Govemmeot  on  this  point;  and  if  it  should 
be  objected  to,  that  those  statements 
•re  not  satisfactory,  I  can  easily  obtain 
IIm  neaiis  of  affording  a  full  explanation 
OB  the  aal^ect.  Since  his  first  visit  of 
iosiMction  to  the  gaok,  it  has  been  the 
Lord^Lieutenant's  invariable  practice  also 
to  fnspeet  all  institutions  supported  b^  the 
public  monev.  On  his  visits  to  the  prisons 
my  aoUe  Fnead  is  in  the  habit  of  receiving 
repecta  oa  thiee  distinct  points*    From 


the  local  authorities  he  receives  a  report 
on  the  conduct  of  the  prisoners  during 
their  confinement :  from  the  medical  man 
he  receives  a  report  of  the  state  of  their 
health :  from  the  neighbouring  gentlenaen 
he  receives  a  report  of  their  previous  chs^- 
racter,  and  of  the  probability  of  their 
amended  conduct.  In  the  cpunty  of 
Tipperary,  last  summer,  the  nobl^  Earl 
went  farther  on  this  subject  than  ha  had 
previously  gone.  It  is  well  known  that 
that  county  has  the  bad  eminence  of  being 
distinguished  by  outrage  and  disturbance. 
It  has  been  intimated  that  the  feuds  and 
factions  of  the  Gows  and  the  Poleens  in 
that  county  have  not  met  with  sufficient 
discouragement  from  the  surrounding 
magistrates,  who  have  been  influenced 
by  the  mistaken  logic  that  when  parties 
fall  upon  one  another  they  will  refrain 
from  falling  on  any  third  party.  Such  a 
supposition  exhibits  a  great  ignorance  of 
human  nature — a  great  ignorance  of  the 
fact  that  when  men  are  accustomed  to  acts 
of  violence  and  steeped  in  bl^od,  their  fury 
is  easily  turned  into  any  new  direction* 
The  inhabitants  of  the  county  of  Tippefary 
responded  in  a  remarkable  manner  to  an 
urgent  admonition  which  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant addressed  to  them  on  the  subject ; 
several  thousand  copies  of  which  were 
distributed  in  the  county.  An  association 
was  formed  in  the  county  for  the  express 
purpose  of  suppressing  the  outrages  and 
disturbances  complained  of.  At  the 
sessions  for  the  county  the  law  was  admin- 
istered with  great  vigour  by  Mr.  Rowley, 
the  able  assistant-barrister  for  the  county. 
Mr.  Howley  rejected  the  system  of  compro- 
mise which  had  before  been  so  prevalent, 
when  the  parties  came  before  the  grand 
jury.  Dio  any  improvement  in  the  state 
of  the  county  of  Tipperary  take  place  ? 
Let  tlie  following  extract,  from  a  subse- 
quent charge,  of  Mr.  Howley's,  answer : — 
'*  That  a  great  improvement  has  been  thus 
brought  about,  appears  by  the  ofiicial  re- 
turns, which  extend  over  a  period  of  the 
last  four  months,  during  which  the  prin- 
cipal fairs  in  this  county  have  been  neld, 
and  which  formed  heretofore  the  battle- 
ground of  the  several  factions.  £Here  the 
learned  chairman  read  a  return  from 
Captain  Naoglci  chief  magistrate  to  the 
Cashel  district,  stating,  that  twentyn^x 
fairs  had  taken  'place  from  the  7th  of 
January  to  the  ^6th  of  June,  and  no  riots 
or  fights  occurred  at  them.  Another  re- 
turn wM  read  fromitbe  cbitlmi^iftntf  in 
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the  NeDagh  ^districti  Major  Carter,  stating 
that  nine  principal  fttirs  had  taken  place 
aiDce  the  first  of  April,  and  no  faction 
fights  had  taken  place  at  them.^  I  think 
I  may  here  observe,  that  the  law  as  it  at 
present  stands  is  quite  sufficient  to  repress 
outrage^  and  punish  crime,  without  having 
recourse  to  any  new  or  more  coercive 
enactments.  It  is  much  better  to  work 
with  those  laws  which  are  familiar  and 
constitutional,  and  see  whether  they  cannot 
prevail,  than,  without  a  great  necessity, 
rely  opon  the  application  of  any  act  which, 
although  it  may  punish  crime,  yet  will 
want  that  full  accordance  and  assent 
which  yield  to  laws  their  best  influence 
and  power." 

I  will  also  read  a  letter,  addressed  to 
Mr.  Howlev  by  Mr.  Yadiin,  the  Clerk  of 
the  Peace  for  the  county  of  Tipperary : — 

^Cloome],  Dec.  lO^  1836. 

**My  Dear  Sir— Your  letter  of  the  16th  I 
have  been  unable  to  answer  until  this  day.  I 
now  forward  you  a  return  of  the  convictions  at 
Quarter  Sessions  for  the  last  three  years,  in 
whiefa  you  will  perceive  very  little  difference, 
exeept  in  cases  of  bodily  injury  inflicted  be« 
tween  man  and  man,  a  great  increase  iu  lar- 
ceny cases,  but  the  affrays  or  riots  have  de- 
creased most  wonderfully,  as  the  number  of 
conTictions  for  the  last  year  do  not  amount  to 
the  total  of  either  of  the  two  preceding  years, 
althongh  the  greater  part  of  the  convictions 
under  this  head  were  of  persons  who  ought  to 
have  been  bftmght  to  trial  before  yonr  appoint, 
ment  I  may  safely  say,  faction  fights  are  at 
an  end,  never  to  revive  in  this  county.  The 
only  way  to  judge  of  the  real  state  of  the 
county  is  by  the  convictions ;  these  speak  facts 
not  subject  to  newspaper  misrepresentation* 
On  looking  over  the  informations  for  next 
Cash  el  and  Neoagb  General  Quarter  Sessions, 
I  do  not  find  one  single  instance  of  serious 
riot.  This  justifies  my  assertion,  and  will,  I 
hope,  convince  you  of  the  very  improved  state 
we  are  now  in. 

**  Should  you  wish  for  convictions  at  Assizes, 
I  can  procure  you  copies  of  the  different  rules 
of  court  for  any  period  you  wish,  on  my  hear. 
ing  fit>m  you, 

**  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  my  dear  Sir, 
your  most  fiuthful  servant, 

*•  Yaolih. 

**  John  Howley,  Ea^.,  kjc" 

Now  the  hon«  Member  for  Dublin  baa 
made  an  attempt  to  refute  the  convincing 
part  of  my  noble  Friend's  statement,  by 
taking  the  state  of  crime  at  one  period 
only,  with^mt  gWiog  a  comparative  view 
of  that  subject  Sn  reference  to  a  former 
period*  tSkf  we  do  say,  that  the  Govern*' 
ment  of  tlMBtrloT  Mulgrave  in  Inland 


is  conducted  upon  upright  and  impartial 
principles,  but  we  do  not  pretend,  we  have 
not  the  folly  to  imagine,  that  we  have 
converted  Ireland  to  a  perfect  paradise,  or 
to  a  garden  of  Eden !  The  genius  of  a 
nation  is  not  to  be  changed  in  a  month  or 
a  year;  but  in  the  social  and  physical 
condition  of  Ireland,  there  is  ample  mat- 
ter for  wonder.  It  is  a  matter  of  wonder 
that  there  should  exist  so  much  patience 
and  tranquillity  there ;  and,  when  it  is 
said — Ireland  is  disturbed,  it  might  be  as 
fair  to  say  of  London,  that  this  country 
was  in  a  dangerous  state,  because  we  have 
beard  of  a  murder  in  Ratcliff- highway,  or 
another  in  Edgware-road.  But  the  hon. 
and  learned  Sergeant,  the  member  for 
Bandon  bridge,  would  have  made  a  state- 
ment much  more  to  the  purpose  if  he  had 
quoted  the  number  of  Returns  of  offences 
tried  at  Sessions;  let  him  state  the  case 
of  three  who  had  been  previously  tried  at 
the  Assizes.  Now  what  is  the  state  of 
the  Returns  of  the  principal  offences  tried 
at  Tipperary,  at  Nenagh,  and  Cashei 
Quarter  Sessions?  Let  the  House  refer 
to  them,  because,  whereas  in  the  case 
quoted,  the  Returns  were  made  up  to  the 
1  St  of  July  last,  the  Returns  to  which  I 
will  now  refer,  are  made  up  to  last  De* 
cember,  and  even  January.  I  find,  by 
the  Returns  made  by  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  for  Tipperary,  of  the  numbers  of 
indictments  in  the  years  ending  the  1st  of 
January,  1836,  and  the  1st  of  January, 
1837,  that  the  following  is  the  result.  I 
will  improve  upon  the  principle  of  the 
hoot  member  for  Dublin,  and  1  will  take 
the  two  corresponding  periods.  It  appears, 
then,  there  were — 

Year  ending   Year  ending 
Jan.  1,1836.  Jan.  1,1837. 

ForRioU       .     .  262  .  .    65 

„  Assaults   .    .194  .  .123 

„  Rescues   .     .163  .  .57 

Grievous  Assaults  172  •  .84 

Forcible  possession  24  •  .    15 

I  will  now  refer  to  one  other  coanty, 
namely,  that  of  Kilkenny— the  eouaty, 
the  alarming  state  of  which  was  Ike  direct 
and  immediate  cause  of  the  Coeicioii  BHL 
Now  I  beg  to  read  to  the  House  an  extract 
from  the  charge  of  the  Cbairman  who 
presided  at  the  last  Quarter  Seasiooa  at 
Kilkenny,  in  which  he  says:-^ 

"  Gentlemen  of  the  Grand  Jury^The  few 
observations  which  I  shall  have  the  honour  to 
address  to  you;  on  the  great  aad  sigual  diaii* 
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nutioD  of  crimey  and  the  improTemeot  of  the 
state  of  this  county,  are  as  gratifying  to  me 
as  the  facts  are  creditable  to  the  county  itself. 
Since  I  had  the  honour  to  be  appointed  chair- 
man of  this  county  I  have  had,  at  each  suc- 
ceeding Session,  to  congratulate  you  upon  a 
sensible  diminution  of  crime  and  the  improve- 
ment of  your  social  condition.  On  the  last 
occasion^  I  had  tlie  satisfaction  to  notice,  that 
although  the  number  of  indictments  were 
apparently  large,  amounting  to  129,  yet  the 
offences  were  in  point  of  quality  very  trivial, 
and  might  for  the  most  part  have  been  dis- 
posed of  at  Petty  Sessions,  and  not,  unneces- 
sarily, sent  here  for  trial.  But  cheering  as 
the  condition  of  the  county  of  Kilkenny  then 
was,  its  present  state  is  still  more  so ;  crime 
having  not  only  been  diminished,  but  almost 
extinguished.  I  find,  at  present,  fifty-four 
cases  to  be  sent  before  you,  few,  if  any,  par- 
taking of  any  character  of  guilt  that  might  not 
be  found  to  exist  in  the  most  peaceful  and 
orderly  state  of  society,  and  roost  of  which 
might  have  been,  with  great  respect  to  the 
magisterial  authorities,  as  I  before  stated, 
decided  at  Petty  Sessions.  Out  of  these  fifty- 
four,  there  are  nineteen  cases  of  assault,  all  of 
a  minor  character ;  the  rest  are  all  petty  lar- 
ceny and  trifling  cases,  which  also  ought  to 
have  been  disposed  of  at  Petty  Sessions.  In 
conclusion,  I  nave  again  to  congratulate  you, 
gentlemen,  on  the  peaceful  state  of  your 
county,  and  the  pleasmg  prospects  which  that 
state  presents.  It  is  a  subject  of  additional 
satisiaction  to  me  to  state,  and  particularly 
worthy  of  remark,  that  there  is  not  one  case  of 
riot,  at  fair  or  market,  triable  at  these  Sessions. 
I  again  repeat,  with  the  most  pleasurable  feel- 
ings of  satisfaction,  that  this  county,  distin- 
guished  heretofore  for  great  turbulence  and,  I 
may  add,  crime,  has  become  one  of  the  most 
peaceable  counties  in  Ireland.'' 

It  was  during  this  progress  of  improve- 
ment and  transition  that  the  Lord-Lien- 
tenant  visited  Tipperary  gaol,  and  after 
making  the  most  complete  and  diligent 
inquiry  from  the  Governor  and  Deputy- 
governor  of  the  prison,  by  whom  he  was 
attended,  with  reference  to  the  cases  of 
those  who  had  been  convicted  of  light 
oflfences,  and  more  especially  of  those  who 
had  been  convicted  of  sharing  in  those 
long  feuds,  which  bore  best  their  confine- 
ment 'f  as  to  the  case  of  those  whose  sen- 
tences were  nearest  expiration,  and  those 
who  came  from  that  part  of  the  country 
where  the  fewest  commotions  prevailed; 
to  these  cases  the  attention  of  the  Lord* 
Lieutenant,  I  say,  was  particularly  directed, 
he  acting  upon  the  charges  of  the  Judges 
in  passing  the  original  sentences,  and  with 
reference  to  the  effect  of  the  example  to 
be  shown,  and  his  judgment  being  always 
dependent  upgn  the  CQnsideration  of  what 


result  a  vigorous  administration  of  justice 
might  have  on  the  improved  state  of  the 
country.  But  this  mode  of  proceeding  on 
the  part  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  has  either  been  attended  with 
success  or  it  has  not ;  and  let  the  House 
decide  that  point.  I  say,  however,  do 
not  trust  to  my  representations  alone,  but 
allow  me  to  refer  you  to  documents.  I 
have  here  two  letters,  which  were  intended 
to  be  private,  but  they  are  addressed  to 
me  in  my  official  capacity,  and,  therefore, 
I  consider  myself  at  petted  liberty  to  put 
the  House  in  possession  of  their  contents. 
One  of  these  letters  is  from  Mr.  Howley, 
bearing  date,  the  27th  of  January,  and  I 
could  not  well  have  better  testimony  than 
this  document.     He  observes  :-— 

'^  The  civil  business  of  the  present  Session  I 
never  recollect  to  be  so  heavy,  nor  the  Crown 
business  so  light.  The  mercy  extended  by  his 
Excellency,  during  his  visit  to  his  country,  has 
fallen  with  a  softening  influence  upon  the 
popular  mind,  and  has  contributed  much  to 
the  tranquillity  which  prevails.'^ 

I  lately  chanced  to  receive  a  communica- 
tion on  another  subject  from  the  County- 
Sergeant  of  Tipperary,  dated,  Clonmeil, 
Feb.  3rd,  1837.     He  says  :— 

"  My  Lord — ^Having  lately  seen  some  attacks 
on  the  Government,  in  consequence  of  the 
liberation  of  prisoners  by  his  Excellency  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  last  summer,  I  take  the 
liberty  of  ioforming  your  Lordship,  that  out 
of  fifty-seven  prisoners  dischargea  from  our 
county  gaol,  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  com« 
mands,  only  one  has  been  I'ecommitted,  though 
the  interval  that  has  elapsed  is  nearly  six 
months.  This  solitary  case  is  that  of  an 
idiot." 

I  certainly  thought  myself,  when  I  first 
read  this  preliminary  passage,  that  it  did 
not  tell  much  in  favour  of  the  selection  of 
cases  which  had  been  made.  But  the 
writer  adds : — 

"  This  information  your  Lordship  may  rely 
on,  as  I  have  taken  care  to  ascertain  its  accu- 
racy ;  and  further,  it  has  scarcely  ever  occurred, 
that  any  such  number  of  persons  has  left  the 
gaol  without  some  of  them  having  been  reoon^ 
mitted,  even  within  a  much  shorter  period. 
It  is,  therefore,  quite  certain,  that  m  this 
county  his  Excellency's  clemency  has  been 
attended  vrith  the  best  effect^.  I  have  the 
honour  to  be, 

"  Your  Lordship's  very  obedient  humble 

Servant, 

**  Dennis  Phelan, 

'*  Surgeon  to  the  County  of  Tipperary  Oaol.'' 

Now,  1  do  not  say,  that  we  have  cured  the 
eyiis  of  Ireland^  but^  I  contend,  that  WQ 
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have  very  much  improved  her  social  con- 
dition. I  have  here,  too,  another  letter 
from  a  person  at  Tipperary  (addressed  to 
the  head  Commissioner  of  the  Police), 
who,  it  seems,  had  made  an  application 
for  a  person  in  whose  welfare  he  was  in- 
terested, and,  he  says : — 

^  That  the  signatures  to  the  certificates  sent 
might  be  confinned ;  and  that  no  doubt  the 
party  would  prove  an  acquisition  to  the  esta- 
Dlisbment,  and  that  the  grievance  of  the  appli- 
cant was  of  a  new  character,  Tipperary  being 
80  quiet  that  the  police  had  no  ousiness  to  do 
there." 

Now,  Sir,  the  same  causes  and  circum- 
stances which  have  been  so  observable  in 
the  county  of  Tipperary  have  all  operated 
in  other  parts  of  Ireland,  and  have  led  to 
a  corresponding  exercise  of  the  prerogative 
of  mercy  on  the  part  of  the  Lord*  Lieu- 
tenant.     I   believe  I  might    appeal    to 
several  of  the  hon.  Members  who  represent 
counties  in  Ireland,  and  who  are  now 
present;  bat  I  feel  I  need  not  trouble  the 
House  with   the  written  testimonials  of 
those  gentlemen  who    accompanied  his 
Excellency  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  to  bear 
witness  to  the  extreme  caution  which  he 
exercised  in  the  selection  of  the  proper 
objects  for  clemency.    I  am  apprised  by 
these  gentlemen,  that  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
uniformly  required  the  joint  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Governor  of  the  gaol  and  of 
the  local  Protestant  inspectors — that  he 
rejected  firmly,  and  in  spite  of  all  remon- 
strances, the   applications  of  those  who 
had  been  committed  for  civil  oftences; 
and  almost  universally,  the  cases  of  those 
the  greater  part  of  whose  sentences  had 
not  expired.    Sir,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant,  the  Member  for  Bandonbridge, 
quoted  a  case  from  Sligo,  in  which  the 
sentence    was    commuted  from    that  of 
death    to    nine    months'    imprisonment. 
This  fact  goes  to  show  the  circumstances 
under  which  that  commutation  of  punish- 
ment was  made,  or  it  speaks  little  for  the 
state  of  the  law  in  Ireland.    The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  University 
stated,  that  this  case  was  gone  through  in 
two  hours,  and  that  it  was  decided  upon 
instinct  of  course.    This  was,  certainly,  a 
very  candid  and  liberal  suggestion  on  the 
part  of  the  learned  Gentleman.    I  have 
already  spoken   of  the    laborious  pains 
which  the  Lord-Lieutenant  took  under  the 
circumstances;  and^  it  must  be  remem- 
bered, that  the  memorials  in  each  case 
were  Isud  befpre  himi  and  formed  Uie  sub- 


ject of  very  grave  deliberation.    TheSion« 
and  learned  Sergeant  has  quoted  a  cor« 
respondence  which  took  place  between  the 
Private  Secretary  of  the  Lord -Lieutenant 
and  the  local  Inspector  at  Li fTord.    The 
learned  Sergeant  chose  to  put  me  down 
when  I  referred  to  this  part  of  the  subject 
on  a  former  occasion ;  but  I  hold  copies 
of  the  correspondence  in  my  hand,  namely, 
of  a  letter  from  Colonel  Yorke,  the  Private 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  to  the 
rev.  Mr.  Clarke,  the  local  Inspector  at 
Lifford.     And  I  must  here  declare  that, 
with  respect  to  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
of   local    Inspectors    by    the  Protestant 
clergy — ^the  Protestant  clergy  discharge 
them  with  perfect  fidelity,  with  great  dis- 
cretion, and  with  unremitting  zeal.    The 
learned  Sergeant  has  reflected  with  some 
asperity  on  the  circumstance  of  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  having  desired,  that  the  proper 
authorities  should  furnish  him  with  some 
of  the  names  of  the  persons  entitled  to 
mercy  in  Lifford  gaol — a  gaol  which  is 
much  celebrated  for  the  excellent  manage- 
ment which  pervades  its  internal  arrange- 
ments.   In  passing  through  the  town  on 
his  tour,  it  did  happen  that  it  was  not  in 
the  power  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant  to  visit 
the  gaol,  but  he  thought  that  he  should 
be  wanting  in  respect  to  those  whose  skill 
was  so  manifest  if  he  did  not  give  them 
some  opportunity  to  point  out  such  per- 
sons as  they  might  think  proper  objects 
for  the  exercise  of  clemency.    Now  the 
learned  Sergeant  quoted  only  the  begin- 
ning of  the  correspondence  in  question, 
but  I  must  carry  his  attention,  and  that 
of  the  House,  a  little  further.     Mr.  Clarke 
says : — 

<<  Lifford,  August  13,  1836. 

^'  Sir — Agreeable  to  your  wish,  expressed 
in  your  letter  to  the  Governor,  I  have  with 
him  selected  such  cases  as  we  feel  justified  in 
recommending  to  his  Excellency's  humane 
consideration. 

**  With  reference  to  those  convicted  of 
assault,  I  have  not  recommended  any  case  in 
which  there  was  waylaying  proved,  or  any 
other  circumstance  of  an  aggravated  nature. 
In  all  cases  recommended  I  have  been  infla« 
enced  by  a  feeling  of  commiseration  for  the 
innocent  families  of  those  confined. 
"  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  &c,  fcc. 

(Signed)  '*  E.  M.  Clarxb, 

**  Local  Inspector  and  ChaplaiQ.'^ 
^  Lieutenant-Colonel  Yorke;'* 

Colonel  Yorke,  in  his  reply,  states  that 
these  cases  will  be  considered  by  those 
to  whom  such  cases  were  referred.    I 
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belies  that  in  afwy  case  except  one  the 
list  of  peraona  cooiinUied  to  gaol  hat  been 
forwarded  to  the  caatle  by  the  high  sheriff. 
This,  however,  did  not  occur  in  the  case 
of  Meath,  owing  to  a  mistake  on  the  part 
of  the  high  sheriff,  which  irregularity 
nererthelesB  has  not  been  continued.  Col. 
Yorke  says  ^'That  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
felt  himself,  in  cases  where  individuals 
had  been  accused  of  breaches  of  the 
Revenue-laws,  strongly  impressed  with  the 
conviction  of  enforcing  the  full  punish- 
ment." This  then  led  to  a  further  corre- 
spondence, which  Mr.  Clarke  thought  it 
better  should  be  published  in  the  papers 
of  the  county,  and  this  was  accordingly 
done,  and  the  letters  so  published  led  to 
some  severe  animadversions  and  reflections 
m  The  Evening  MaiL  I  will  now  only 
quote  one  more  document,  it  being  an 
answer  which  was  writen  to  The  London' 
deny  Sentinel^  in  consequence  of  what 
had  appeared  in  the  Evening  Mail,  which 
article  certainly  afibrded  and  evinced  a 
good  sample  of  that  system  of  mis- 
representation which  has  obtnuied  itself 
into  the  Manston-housa  of  Dublin,  and 
has  even  found  its  way  into  the  Commons' 
House  of  Parliament.  The  article  to 
which  I  refer  is  this  :-— 

"  Copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Rev.  F.  M. 
Clarke  (Local  Inspector  of  the  Oaol  at 
Liffbrd,  county  Donegal,  to  the  editor  of 
TV  Londtmdary  Sentinel  •*->• 

**  Six  persons  convicted  of  assault,  sentenced 
some  to  six  months,  one  to  ibor,  and  four  to 
three  nsooths' imprisonment,  with  tan  conviated 
of  a  breach  of  the  revenae  laws,  were  recom- 
mended on  the  ground  that  their  offences  were 
not  of  an  aggravated  nature,  that  each  had  a 
large  family  depending  on  him  for  support, 
which  in  no  degree  participated  in  his  guilt ; 
and  bis  absence  from  which,  at  this  particular 
season,  might  prove  ruinous.  Of  these  so 
lecomraended  his  BxceUeney  liberated  six  con- 
fined for  assault,  and  two  for  ilUdt  distill- 
ation. 

''  The  correspondent  of  TKe  Mail,  in  his 
letter  to  whirh  the  caustic  remarks  on  mine 
are  appended,  asks,  'How  many  Protestants 
his  Excellency  has  discharged  ?' and  answers 
his  own  question  by  saying,  *  not  one.* 

**  On  this  point  1  have  to  observe  that,  of 
the  sixteen  recommended  here,  three  were 
Members  of  the  Established  Church  thirteen 
were  Roman  Catholics. 

**  Of  the  nine  discharged,  four  were  Mem- 
bers of  the  Established  Church,  five  were 
Roman  Catholics. 

*'  I  remain  Sec., 
(Signed)  •'  E.  M.  Clakss. 

"  UfM,  Sept.  10,  iSH.*' 


Now  this,  I  will  say,  is  a  goo '.  sanpk  of 
stating  facts  specifically  ;  and  with  some 
truth  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  declared  he  did  not  like  adverting 
to  facts.  I  am  now  about  to  speak  to 
thi^  dearest  and  most  valuable  execcise  of 
the  prerogative.  I  do  not  mean  to  contend, 
and  I  am  ^sure  no  bon.  Gentleman  would, 
that  the  exercise  of  this  privilege  would 
establish  a  good  system  for  permanent 
practical  operation  ;  but  under  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  time  and  country  I 
believe  it  to  be  perfectly  justifiable;  and 
I  believe  that  its  exercise  under  tlie 
circumstances  whieh  pervaded  this  ease 
was  of  considerable  use,  and  that  much 
benefit  has  resulted  therefrom.  But,  Sir, 
severe  strictures  have  been  made  upon  the 
use  which  the  noble  earl  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant has  made  of  the  same  preragntive 
in  former  cases  which  have  been  brought 
before  him,  of  prisoners  who  have  been 
senteneed,  and  whose  sentenoes  he  toter- 
fered  with,  the  Lord-Lieutenant  not 
having  first  taken  the  opinion  of  the  judges. 
Now,  I  fake  upon  myself  to  say,  Uiat  the 
present  I/>rd*Lieutenant  has  not  been 
surpassed  by  any  of  his  predecessors  in 
that  most  laborious  consideration  which 
he  has  bestowed  on  all  the  criminal  oases 
which  have  been  brought  under  his  notice^ 
and  which  has  formed  the  roost  oseimis 
part  of  his  duties.  J  will  also  take  upon 
myself  to  say,  that  it  is,  and  always  has 
been,  his  rule  and  practice  to  refer  all 
eases  to  the  judge  who  may  have  presided 
at  the  trial  of  the  prisoners,  when  the 
point  turns  upon  the  cireumstaneas 
connected  with  the  trial  itself.  It  has 
always  been  the  custom  in  Ireland  (and  I 
believe  also  in  England),  that  where  spe- 
cial grounds  are  put  forward,  or  upon 
numerous  strong  loc<^l  representations  being 
made*  where  the  ofiPence  ia  of  a  minor 
description,  the  judges  who  have  been 
referred  to,  have  allowed  the  Lord-Lieo- 
tenant  to  exercise  the  prerogative  of  merey. 
And,  indeed,  when  some  mixed  eases 
have  been  referred  to  the  judges,  those 
learned  personages  have  replied  to  aome 
parts  of  such  case,  and  have  atated  that 
other  portions  of  it  rested  under  the 
peculiar  jurisdmtion  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
As  an  tnstanceof  the  way  in  which  the  Lofd- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  baa  shown  hiswmitof 
respect  for  the  authority  of  the  judges— (I 
should  be  the  last  man  to  impugn  the 
respect  due  to  the  charaeler  of  a  judge 
but  1  must  hint  that  that  respect  ougbl  Co 
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be  Ttdprotai  to  the  vefpect  due  to  the 
wyimaaiatiTe  of  the  Sorereign)«^tfae 
learned  Sergeant  has  brought  forward  a 
case  whieh  waa  tried  before  the  Chief 
Baron,  and  I  owe  ao  apology,  perhaps,  to 
the  learned  Gentleman  for  the  exclama- 
tion I  made  on  that  occasion,  when  I  said 
the  case  had  occurred  last  year.  I  did 
not,  however^  do  juatice  to  my  exclamation 
because  I  should  have  said  the  year  before 
lasti  though  I  do  not  mean  to  say,  that 
this  would  be  a  justification  if  it  had 
occurred  three  years  ago.  But,  Sir,  what 
led  to  my  exclamation  was  the  fact  that 
this  chaige  bad  been  already  served  up  to 
ns  in  Jmy,  1835,  on  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  lor  Londonderry,  and  I 
thought  the  matter  had  been  fully  disposed 
of*  I  must  say,  that  when  I  found  the 
Itaroed  Sergeant  had  bottled  up  this  story 
of  the  Chief  Baron  I  was  surprised.  The 
opinion  of  the  Lord.Lieutenant  had 
been  given  to  the  Earl  of  Haddington. 
The  Protestants,  who  were  supposed  to  be 
the  parties  aggrieved,  had  the  lighter 
poaishmeot  allotted  to  them,  whilst  the 
Roman  Catholics  had  the  heavier.  Bat 
it  was  after  the  expiration  of  the  period  of 
confinement  extended  to  the  Protestants 
that  the  jary  unanimously  came  forward 
to  petition  that  a  similar  exercise  of  mercy 
might  be  manifested  to  the  Roman 
Catholics,  they  having  been  already  a 
longertime  imprisoned  than  theProtestants. 
His  Excellency  took  an  opportunity  of 
looking  at  the  original  notes  of  the  case, 
and  of  considering  the  judge^s  opinion, 
and  thinking  that  a  sufficient  period  of 
confinement  had  been  allotted  to  both 
parties,  be  assented  to  the  enlargement  of 
the  Roman  Catholics.  Upon  that  occasion, 
in  the  year  1835,  I  remember  the  name 
of  (he  Countess  of  Muigrave  was  brought 
forward  for  having  obeyed  the  impulse  of 
her  gentle  and  charitable  nature,  and 
expressed  a  wish  in  favour  of  a  prisoner 
from  whose  wife  she  had  received  a  letter ; ' 
and  I  really  had  hoped  that  her  name 
would  not  again  have  been  brought  forward, 
even  to  appease  the  dignity  of  my  Lord 
Chief  Baron.  But  we  have  not  yet  done 
with  the  misconduct  of  the  Government 
in  the  last  year.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Donegal  says  that  the 
liberation  of  Mr.  Reynolds  was  a  most 
unjustifiable  step.  He  stated  further, 
that  not  only  had  we  committed  the 
enormity  of  acting  upon  that  occasion 
iritboiut  the  concurrence  of  the  lenrned 


judge  by  whom  Mr.  Reynolds  was  imig 
but  that  we  acted  in  direct  opposition  to 
his  opinion^  after  it  bad  been  asked  and 
obtained.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
is  mistaken.  We  did  not  ask  the  learned 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas  Car 
his  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  mitigating 
the  sentence  passed  upon  Mr.  Reynolds  ; 
but  from  what  transpired  through  the 
ordinary  channels  of  information  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  felt  himself  called  upon  to  ask 
for  the  notes  of  the  trial,  for  the  evidence 
taken  upon  the  trial,  and  for  the  charge 
delivered  by  the  learned  Chief  Justice  to 
the  jury.  These  documents,  when  obtained, 
he  immediately  submitted  to  the  legal 
advisers  of  the  Crown,  to  the  Attorney- 
General,  the  Solicitor-General,  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  it  was  inconsequence 
of  their  unanimous  opinion,  as  expressed 
after  an  inspection  of  these  documents, 
that  the  Lord-Lieutenant  ordered  the 
immediate  liberation  of  Mr.  Reynolds. 
This  happened  in  November,  or,  at  the 
latest,  December,  1835;  yet  upon  this 
grossly  unjustifiable  step  until  last  night 
not  one  word  has  been  said  in  either  House 
of  Parliament,  either  in  the  way  of  reproach 
to  the  Government,  or  vindication  of  the 
offended  dignity  of  the  liord  Chief  Justice 
of  the  Common  Pleas. 

Colonel  ConoUy :  I  beg  the  noble 
Lord's  pardon,  I  alluded  to  the  subject 
myself  not  long  after  the  transaction  took 
place. 

Viscount  Morpeth :  I  am  reminded  of 
what  I  had  certainly  at  the  moment  for- 
gotten. I  remember  that  the  subject  was 
mentioned  in  this  House,  but  only  men* 
tioned,  I  believe,  because  we  on  this  side 
of  the  House  had  dared  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  bring  the  case  forward  if  they 
had  any  complaint  to  make  upon  it.  Thus 
it  certainly  happened  that  the  subject  was 
mentioned,  but  no  motion  or  subsequent 
proceeding  was  founded  upon  it.  The 
right  hon,  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  has,  in  the  present 
debate,  applied  himself  chiefly  to  the  sub- 
ject which  also  engaged  his  eloquence  at 
the  meeting  at  the  Mansion-house  in 
Dublin,  namely  the  selection  of  sheriffs 
for  the  year  1836.  This  likewise  appears 
to  me  to  be  a  matter  of  last  year.  My 
noble  Friend's(Lord  John  Russell's)  charge 
against  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  was,  that 
they  shrunk  from  bringing  forward  in 
Parliament  those  charges  whkh  they  urged 


with  80  much  vehemeDce  in  places  where 
the  Government  had  no  power  of  reply. 
How  does  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  meet  this  ?  In  the  month  of 
July  last  the  Earl  of  Mulgrave  attended 
for  several  successive  evenings  in  his  place 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  near  me  corrects 
me  and  says  that  it  was  in  May  that  Lord 
Mulgrave  attended  in  his  place.  At  all 
events  he  was  there  for  several  nights  in 
the  course  of  the  summer,  and  listening 
to  the  speeches  of  to-night  and  last  night, 
one  would  have  supposed  that  such  an 
opportunity  of  bringing  him  to  an  account 
for  his  government  in  Ireland  would  not 
have  been  lost  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  in  the  course  of  the  debate  on 
the  present  occasion  has  gone  into  most 
lengthened  and  laborious  proofs  to  establish 
that  which  we  have  never  denied,  namely, 
that  in  nine  cases  the  judges*  list  has  been 
departed  from  and  other  persons  substituted 
to  fill  the  office  of  sheriff.  And  we  gave 
the  reason — the  Earl  of  Mulgrave  gave  the 
reason  for  so  doing.  The  Earl  of  Mulgrave 
stated  in  his  place  in  Parliament  the  reasons 
which  had  induced  him  to  put  aside  the 
recommendation  of  the  judges  on  the 
appointment  of  sheriffs.  I  think  the  hon. 
dentleman  will  find  that  the  Earl  of 
Mulgrave  did  on  that  occasion  state  that 
he  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  put  aside 
all  gentlemen  recommended  to  the  office 
of  sheriff  who  were  in  any  way  connected 
with  Orange  lodges,  or,  to  use  his  words, 
with  a  recent  exclusive  political  society. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says 
that  those  words  were  framed  with  great 
sagasity,  so  as  to  avoid  a  reference  to  any 
one  who  belonged  to  the  General  Associ- 
ation At  all  events,  my  noble  Friend 
must  be  entitled  to  the  merit  of  great 

Solitical  foresight  in  so  framing  them, 
ecause  the  occasion  when  they  were  used 
took  place  six  or  seven  months  before  the 
General  Association  was  formed,  and  before 
he  could  properly  anticipate  the  perverse 
and  wayward  course  of  policy  which 
ultimately  gave  rise  to  that  Association. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
says,  with  a  gravity  and  solemnity  of  face 
which  I  own  quite  astonished  me,  that  in 
May,  1836,  the  fact  was  not  known  that 
in  the  preceding  month  of  February  we 
had,  in  nine  instances,  departed  out  of  the 
judges*  list.  Why  it  was  as  notorious  as 
the  sun  at  noon-day;    the  newspapers 
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attached  to  the  party  to  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  belongs  were 
ringing  with  it. 
"  From  night  to  mom,  from  mom  to  dewy  ere  " 

Yet  the  only  charge* brought  forward  in 
Parliament  against  the  Earl  of  Mulgrave 
was,  that  he  had  improperly  departed 
from  the  judges'  list  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Leigh.  Upon  further  inquiry,  it  appeared 
to  the  noble  Earl  that  he  had  been  mis* 
informed  with  respect  to  that  question, 
and  when  his  name  appeared  again  in  the 
list  for  the  succeeding  year,  he  lost  no 
time  in  appointing  him.  The  course 
which  led  to  the  setting  aside  of  the  other 
names  upon  the  list  was  resolved  upon  in 
the  month  of  December,  1835^  it  was  pro- 
mulgated in  February,  1836,  we  were  in 
our  places  in  Parliament  during  the  whole 
of  the  Session,  Lord  Mulgrave  was  present 
in  his  place  in  the  other  House  in  the 
month  of  May,  and  yet,  till  the  holding  of 
the  meeting  at  the  Mansion-house  in 
Dublin,  in  the  month  of  January,  1837, 
no  accusation  has  been  brought  forward 
against  us  impugning  the  propriety  of  that 
course.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  tried  to  justify  his  case  by 
going  into  some  long  details  respecting  the 
character  and  qualification  of  the  gentle- 
man who  was  to  fill  the  situation  as  sub- 
Sheriff  for  Wexford.  He  has  questioned 
the  fitness  of  Mr.  Corcoran  to  fill  the 
office.  I  believe  him  to  be  a  gentleman 
of  great  respectability;  and  as  a  toler- 
ably strong  testimony  to  that  fact,  as  well 
as  to  his  utility,  1  may  mention  the  fact  of 
his  having  been  selected  as  electioneering 
agent  for  the  late  lamented  Mr.  Ka- 
vanagh.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  have 
preferred  the  continuation  in  office  of  the 
previous  sub-Sheriff,  Mr.  Reid,  who,  upon 
a  quantity  of  corn  not  being  bid  for  at  a 
tithe  auction,  bought  it  himself,  and  set 
fire  to  it  in  the  sight  of  a  destitute  and 
excited  multitude.  I  know  not  whether 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would  have 
had  that  person  continued  in  his  office ; 
but  so  strongly  did  the  Government  feel 
the  propriety  of  not  running  the  risk  of 
re-appointing  him,  that  they  addressed  a 
note  to  the  proper  quarter  expressing  a 
hope  that  Mr.  Reid  would  not  ag^in  be 
named  upon  the  list  of  sub-Sheriffs.  That 
note  was  promptly  replied  to.  Mr.  Reid 
retired,  and  Mr.  Corcoran  became  his  suc- 
cessor. Passing,  then,  from  the  case  of 
Mr,  Corcoraui  I  come  to  that  of  Mr,  Cas* 
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sidy,  which  has  been  made  the  subject  of 
much  severe  comment  in  the  course  of  the 
present  debate.  It  is  a  complaint  very 
general  throughout  Ireland,  and  no  where 
more  prevalent  than  in  Queen's  County, 
that  there  are  to  be  found  upon  the  bench 
very  few  magistrates  who  profess  the  same 
faith  or  sympathise  with  the  opinions  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  population.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say,  that  this  should  stand 
as  a  reason  for  appointing  or  rejecting  any 
particular  person,  but  it  was  undoubtedly 
a  fact  much  to  be  lamented.  Several 
names  were  forwarded  to  Lord  de  Vesey, 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  the  county — 
against  whose  integrity  or  honour  I  should 
be  the  last  person  in  the  world  to  say  a 
word — as  fit  and  proper  persons  to  fill  the 
office  of  sub-Sheriff.  Lord  de  Vesey  did 
not  think  fit  to  approve  of  those  names, 
and  an  appeal  was  in  consequence  made 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  to  the  Irish 
Government.  An  inquiry  took  place. 
Lord  de  Vesey  stated  his  objections  to  the 
names  forwarded,  and  the  grounds  upon 
which  those  objections  were  founded.  In 
the  instance  of  Mr.  Cassidy  it  appeared 
that  his  objection  rested  upon  certam  pro- 
ceedings before  the  court  of  quarter  ses- 
sions, with  which  that  gentleman  had  been 
connected.  The  case  arose,  I  believe,  out 
of  a  demand  for  county  cess,  which  Mr. 
Cassidy  contended  was  improperly  levied 
upon  him.  It  turned  out  that  when  the 
demand  was  about  to  be  enforced,  some 
persons  in  Mr.  Cassidy 's  employment 
offered  a  forcible  resistance,  and  a  dis- 
turbance ensued.  I  am  told  that  Mr. 
Cassidy  unequivocally  expressed  his  dis- 
approval of  the  conduct  of  his  servants, 
although  of  course  he  was  compelled  to 
bear  the  weight  of  the  damages  incurred 
in  consequence  of  it.  Mr.  Cassidy  was 
recommended  to  the  Government  by  se- 
veral gentlemen  in  the  county  6f  high  sta- 
tion and  great  respectability.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  shakes  his  head  as  if 
that  statement  were  not  true.  [Mr.  Vesey: 
Will  the  noble  Lord  name  one  i]  I  am  in 
possession  of  the  names  of  several,  and 
could  mention  them,  if  I  pleased ;  but  I 
really  do  not  know  whether  I  should  be 
justified  in  bringing  them  forward  in  this 
way.  I  state  the  fact  upon  my  own 
responsibility.  Persons  whom  I  think  to 
be  respectable,  recommended  Mr.  Cassidy 
to  the  Government.  His  father  had  been 
reported  to  be  one  of  the  best  ma- 
gistrates in  the  county  of  Kildare,  and 
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in  the  King's  and  Queen's  counties.  His 
younger  brother  is  a  magistrate  and  sheriff 
for  Kildare,  and  he  himself  holds  the 
commission  of  the  peace  for  King's  county, 
to  which  he  was  appointed  by  Lord  Ox- 
mantown,  no  great  advocate  of  agitation 
or  repeal.  But  the  utmost  thunders  of 
the  opposition  seem  to  have  been  re- 
served for  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Pigott. 
Now  there  is  no  nomination  upon  which, 
both  on  public  and  private  grounds,  I 
take  more  cordial  pleasure.  I  do  not 
know  a  person  of  whom  I  have  a  higher 
opinion,  or  for  whom  I  anticipate  a  more 
successful  career,  whether  in  the  estima- 
tion of  his  fellow-citizens,  or  in  the  first 
walks  of  his  profession.  He  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Association.  That  he  has 
often  appeared  there  or  taken  any  pro- 
minent part  in  their  discussions,  or  de« 
livered  any  of  his  sentiments  there,  I 
am  not  aware.  The  last  time  in  which 
I  saw  his  name  mentioned  as  connected 
with  the  proceedings  of  the  Association 
was  when  that  body  was  very  near  passing 
a  vote  of  censure  upon  him.  But,  un« 
doubtedly,  I  do  not  disguise  that  there 
are  many  members  of  the  Association 
who  entertain  or  profess  opinions  widely 
at  variance  with  those  of  the  Govern- 
ment under  whom  I  have  the  honour  to 
serve.  But  I  apprehend  that  in  avail- 
ing ourselves  of  any  benefit  which  may 
be  received  from  the  advice  of  Mr,  Pigott, 
we  in  no  way  remove  any  responsibility 
which  his  appointment  may  impose  either 
upon  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  the 
chief  law  officers,  or  myself.  For  my  own 
part  I  can  only  say  that  I  shall  most 
willingly  share  in  any  responsibility 
which  may  be  supposed  to  result  from  his 
appointment.  With  respect  to  the  Asso- 
ciation, it  is  impossible  to  maintain  that 
the  existence  of  such  a  body,  and  the  ex- 
tent to  which  it  carries  its  functions, 
can  be  said  to  indicate  a  perfectly 
healthy  state  of  society,  or  that  we  could 
contemplate  its  permanent  establishment 
without  giving  rise  to  serious  uneasiness 
and  jealousy  on  the  part  of  the  local 
Government.  I  am,  therefore,  the  mor^ 
tempted  to  bewail  that  mistaken  and  per- 
verse course  of  policy  which  made  its 
establishment  and  its  wide-spread  and 
daily-increasing  influence  a  natural  and, 
whilst  men's  natures  continue  what  they 
are,  an  inevitable  consequence  of  the  pro- 
vocation that  had  been  offered.  I  have 
yet  to  learn  from  the  opinion  of  any 
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competent  authoriti^  that  it  ii  an  illegal 
body.     No  Gentleman  opposite  hat  ven- 
tured  to  state  a  positive  opinion  upon  that 
point.     The  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant 
(Jackson)  spoke  strongly  in  support  of  the 
opinion  that  it  was  illegal,  but  he  did  not 
so  far  commit  himself  as  to  declare  po- 
sitively that  it  was.     The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Recorder  for  the  city  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Shaw)  said,  that  the  Association  was 
clearly  against  the  spirit,  if  not  the  letter 
of  the  law.      A  tolerable  presumption,  I 
think,  that  he  does  not  consider  it  against 
the  letter  of  the  law.     I  cannot  suppose 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr. 
West),  who  spoke  last,  believes  it  to  be 
illegal,  because  he   fortified  the  opinion 
he  expressed  upon  it  by  quoting  a  pas- 
sage  extracted    from  a  speech  made  by 
Mr.  Canning,  in  which  the  same  grounds 
of   illegality  were  imputed  against  the 
predecessor  of  the   present  Association, 
namely,  the  Roman  Catholic  Association. 
Thtis   it   appears  evident,  from  the  tone 
adopted  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
that   they  do  not  consider  this  body  to 
be  clearly  and  manifestly  an  illegal  one. 
At   all   events,  most  happy  am  I  to  be 
the  servant  of  a  Government  who  will  not 
prefer  to  introduce  new  laws  for  its  sup- 
pression  to   removing  those  just  causes 
of  complaint  which  are  the  pretext  and 
the  aliment  of  its  being  and  its  vigour.   A 
great  attempt  has  been  made  on  the  op- 
posite side  of  the  House  to  impute  a  va- 
riance of  opinion  to  different  members  of 
the  Government.    1  do  not  anticipate  any 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  practical 
course  to  be  pursued.      I  suppose  I  must 
leave  the  (question  of  what  composes  an 
exact  identity  of  opinion  in  an  Adminis- 
tration to  be  contested  and  settled  by  the 
hon.  members   for   Down    and  Tyrone. 
Having  now  gone  through  most  of  the 
specific  cases  that  occur  to  my  memory 
as  having  been  alleged  against  us,  I  must 
say  with  respect  to  all  the  general  and 
sweeping  charges  of  our  being  a  disgraced 
and  degraded  Administration,  and  holding 
office  wholly  subservient  to  the  dictation 
of  one  single  individual,  that  white  those 
who  think  these  things  are  welcome  with 
all   my   heart  to  their  thoughts,  I  may 
meet  them  with  a  denial  as  broad  and  ab- 
solote  as  the  tone  and  mode  in  which  the 
expression   of  them  has  been  advanced. 
I  Know  that  such  charges  have  not  been 
confined   to  this  assembly — I  know  that 
they  have   lately   been   uttered  in  other 


places  of  high-sounding  names.     I  am 
sorry   to   identify  or  to  associate  either 
patrician    titles,  or  the  Protestant  cause 
with  the  utterance  of  slander.     I  know 
that  every  latitude  must  be  given  to  the 
fervour  of  excited  eloquence,  and,  there- 
fore, it  is  not  to  the  speech  of  any  noble  or 
reverend    orator    that    I    refer.       Their 
speeches  might  be  misrcported;   besides 
no  man   would   be  compelled,  and  h^^ 
perhaps,  disposed,  to  reaa  them.      But  at 
the  late  meeting  at  the  Mansion-house. 
Dublin,  I  find  there  opinions  set  forth  in 
an  authentic,  pri>med!tated,and  deliberate 
form— in  the  form  of  a  resolution  receiv- 
ing the  full  sanction  of  the  meeting  :— 
"Resolved,   that    the  patronage  of  the 
Irish  Government  and  its  prerogative  of 
mercy  have  been  abused  to  the  furtherance 
of  purposes  injurious  to  the  peace  of  the 
country,  the   administration   of  its  laws, 
and  the  stability  of  British  connexion — 
that  partisans  have  been  placed  in  office 
as  assistant-barristers,  as  magistrates,  as 
officers  in  the  constabulary  and   police, 
whose  recommendation,  in  some  instances, 
has    been    their    unscrupulous     attach- 
ment to  a  faction  ;  and  that  appointments 
made  in  this  spirit  have  been  subsidiary 
to    the    creation     of    fictitious    voters, 
and  have  greatly  prejudiced,  in  public  opi- 
nion, the  administration  of  justice.**     Now 
I  should  be  unworthy  of  holding  a  situa- 
tion under  the  present  Government,  and 
should  be  unworthy  of  appearing  in  this 
House,  or  before  any   assembly  of  my 
countrymen,  if  I  hesitated  to  brand  this 
resolution   as  a  tissue  of  the  most  un- 
founded and  most  unbecomingimputations, 
from  its  beginning  to  its  end,  in  every 
line  and  every  letter.     Yes,  It  is  easy  for 
you  to  condemn  our  exercise  of  patron- 
age.    We  assert  that    your  imputations 
are  unfounded.      Whenever    you    bring 
forward  a  name,  I  am  ready  to  meet  you. 
With    the    assistant  barristers  who  have 
been  appointed  under  the  Government  of 
the  Earl  of  Mulgrave,  and  who,  in  the 
resolutions  of  the  Mansion-house  meeting, 
are  made  subject  to  such  dishonouring 
imputations,  I  have  the  pleasure  and  the 
honour  of  a  personal  acquaintance;  and  I 
take  it  upon  myself  to  say  that  in  probity 
and  honour  they  are  equal  to  every  one  of 
those  who  attended    that   meeting;   and 
judging  of  the  character  of  the  members 
from  the    proceedings    adopted    at    this 
meeting,  in  sense,  ability,  discretion,  and 
moderation,  I  will  institute  m>  comparison 
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between  tbem  at  all.  I  have  many  papers 
in  my  hand  reiatiTe  to  the  cases  tried  be« 
fore  those  Assistant  Barristers.  I  will  not 
go  into  them  here ;  not  only  because  I  do 
not  thinkthisHoasethefit  arena  for  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  kind,  but  because  a  Com- 
mittee has  been  recently  appointed  before 
which  it  might  very  properly  be  brought. 
if  to  any  hon.  Member  there  should  appear 
to  be  a  necessity  for  further  investigation. 
But  three  names — I  omit  all  the  others — 
have  been  specially  signalled  out  as  sub- 
jects of  reproach  and  suspicion — the  names 
of  Messrs.  Hudson,  Gibson,  and  Fogerty. 
In  thecase  of  Mr.  Hudson,  I  beg  to  stale 
these  facts  in  reply  to  the  insinuations  that 
have  been  made  against  him.  In  June 
last  he  rejected  seventeen  Liberal  claim- 
ants who  were  tenants  to  Mr.  Vigors,  and 
subsequently  nine  others,  all  of  whom 
were  admitted  to  the  franchise  upon 
appeal  to  Judge  Johnson,  at  the  last  sum- 
mer assizes.  Similar  claimants  had  been  be- 
fore admitted  by  Mr.  Hulstonge  Robinson, 
the  Conservative  assistant  barrister,  and 
also  by  Mr.  Moody,  but  Mr.  Hudson  re- 
jected them.  There  has  been  only  one 
appeal  by  the  Conservatives  from  his  de- 
cisions, upon  the  question  of  value.  Fully 
one-third  of  the  Liberal  claimants  have 
been  rejected  by  him  at  the  sessions.  The 
average  number  of  notices  served  was  four 
hundred  at  each  sessions.  With  respect 
to  Mr.  Gibson,  I  will  only  say,  that  in  The 
Leinster  Express,  an  Orange  local  journal, 
there  is  an  article,  published  in  the  be- 
ginning of  last  November,  attacking  the 
apathy  of  the  Conservatives  in  the  county, 
for  not  coming  forward  and  stating  that 
Gibson  registered  fairly  and  impartially, 
upon  the  principle  of  tne  beneficial  value, 
and  that  the  Conservatives  had  thus  an 
equal  chance  with  the  Liberals,  if  they 
would  come  forward  to  the  registry.  I 
find,  too,  this  practical  result  of  the  regis- 
tration in  Leioster,  for  the  years  1 835  and 
1 836.  At  the  winter  assizes,  of  ten  Con  - 
servalive  claimants,  nine  were  admitted, 
whilst  of  ninety-six  Reform  claimants, 
twenty-seven  only  were  admitted;  and 
a0:ain,  in  the  spring  assizes  of  1836,  out  of 
eight  Conservative  claims,  seven  were 
admitted,  whilst  of  103  Reform  claimants, 
only  four  were  admitted.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  city  of  Dublin, 
who  spoke  last,  alluded  to  the  course  pur- 
sued by  the  magistrates  of  King's  county 
towards  Mr.  Gibson,  the  assistant  barris- 
•  Car;  but  th»t  circumstatice   has  already 


been  fully  gone  into  by  my  noble  Friend 
who  opened  the  debate,  by  whom  the  rea^ 
son  of  that  proceeding  was  amply  exposed. 
I  will  merely  say,  that  at  all  events,  the 
magistrates  made  a  speedy  atonement  to 
the    assistant  barrister ;     because,    after 
having  removed  him  from  the  chair,  they 
found  themselves  constrained  to  call  upon 
him  for  his  assistance  in  making  the  charge 
to  the  grand  jury.    Another  part  of  the 
resolution  which  I  have  read  embraces  the 
officers  of  the  constabulary  and  police* 
With  respect  to  those  persons  who  have 
been  appointed  officers  in  the  constabulary 
and  police,  I,  of  course,  have  not  had  the 
same  means  of  making  a  personal  acquaint* 
ance  with  any  of  them  as  I  have  had  the 
pleasure  of  doing  with^the  assistant  bar- 
risters.    1  can  only  say,  that  they  wera 
recommended  to  us    from    quarters  on 
which  we  thought  we  could  place  the  fuU 
lest  reliance,  and  that  the  qualifications  of 
all  of  them  were  submitted  to  the  personal 
scrutiny  of  the  distinguished  officer  at  the 
head  of  the  establishments.    One  qualifi- 
cation I  admit  they  have  not  possessed  { 
they  have  not  been  recommended  by  the 
hon.    Members  opposite,   nor   by  their 
friends  and  supporters.    We  admit  that 
they  are  in  no  hurry  of  attack.    In  this  we 
admit  that  they  are  eminently  defective. 
They  are  eminently  defective  also  in  per- 
secuting Protestantism.    Talking  of  per- 
secuting  Protestantism,    the    hon.    and 
gallant  Member  for  Donegal  had  attempted 
to  be  witty  at  the  expense  of  my  noble 
Friend,  the  Member  for    Leitrim  (Lord 
Clements),  because  he  was  not  at  that 
meeting ;  but  my  noble  Friend  wanted  one 
requisite  qualification;    for,  in  the  first 
place,  it  was  necessary  that  all  must  be 
Protestants  who  were  admitted,  but,  further 
than  that,  they  must  all  be  aggrieved, 
Protestants.    Now  my  noble  Friend  did 
not  admit  that  he  was  aggrieved,  although 
he  was  quite  ready  to  go  to  the  meeting, 
and  most  worthily  might  he  have  been 
admitted,  for -a  more  honourable,  a  more 
upright,  impartial  man  does  not  exist  than 
my  noble  Friend.     I  think  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  will  feel  that  my  noble 
Friend  has  satisfactorily  proved  that  he  was 
not  entitled  to  be  present  or  to  be  heard 
at  that  meetmg.     Now,  with  respect  to 
the  exercise  of  patronage,  whatever  the 
requisite  qualifications  have  been,  and  the 
selection  has  been  necessarily  confined  to 
a  few  persons-*  as,  for  instance,  to  th« 
I  superintendents  of  hospitals,  or  to   tbe 
N2 
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higher  and  more  responsible  functionaries 
of  education — I  can  renture  to  say,  no 
Government  could  have  gone  further  than 
Earl  Mulgrave's  Government  in  making 
the  appointments  exclusively  in  reference 
to  the  highest  degree  of  fitness  of  the  per- 
son who  was  candidate  for  the  office. 
And  if,  in  doing  this,  we  have  not  always 
had  the  pleasure  of  appointing  persons 
friendly  to  us,  in  the  ordinary  exercise  of 
patronage  we  have  followed  that  selection 
amply  enough ;  where  our  path,  too,  was 
illuminated  by  the  proceedings  of  our  pre- 
decessors* The  head  and  front  of  our  of- 
fending is  this,  that  we  have  preferred  our 
friends  and  supporters  to  our  avowed  ad- 
versaries, our  open  villifiers,  and  our  in- 
sidious nnderminers.  Such  has  been 
hitherto  the  policy  of  the  government  of 
Earl  Mulgrave ;  and  in  spite  of  all  that 
shall  be  alleged  or  charged  against  us,  such 
it  will  continue.  Upon  the  general  prin- 
ciples on  which  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land ought  to  be  conducted,  I  feel  that 
it  is  beyond  my  present  province,  and 
perhaps  out  of  my  place  to  enter.  Albeit 
I  am  myself  connected  with  the  local 
government  of  Ireland,  yet  I  will  say,  as 
my  noble  Friend  has  most  correctly  stated, 
that  the  head  of  that  Government  has  had 
the  happiness  of  carrying  it  on  with  per- 
fect union  and  harmony  of  feeling,  and 
that  the  House  will  perceive  that  they 
have  enjoyed  the  confidence  of  the  central 
Government  at  home.  With  respect  to 
my  own  individual  share  in  the  conduct 
of  that  Government,  I  have  reason  to 
believe  that  my  own  constituency— cer- 
tainly not  the  least  numerous,  not  the 
least  industrious,  not  the  least  religious, 
not  the  least  Protestant  in  the  empire — 
have  not  withheld  their  confidence  from 
roe.  The  impression  upon  me  grows 
stronger  day  by  day,  that  if  they  do  not 
carry  on  the  Irish  Government  in  any 
other  system— in  a  system  of  repression, 
in  a  system  of  alienation,  in  a  system  of 
keeping  back  the  people  of  Ireland,  or 
in  keeping  back  and  keeping  down  the 
Catholic  laity  of  Ireland,  or  in  keeping 
aloof  from  the  Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland 
«— I  do  not  mean  aloof  with  respect  to  the 
hon6urs  and  profits  of  the  state,  but  from 
all  confidence,  assistance,  co-operation, 
and  good  will — a  pretty  task  our  succes- 
sors will  have  in  putting  down  the  Catholic 
Association;  but  not  content  with  that, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  has  thrown 
in  the  patting  down  the  Roman  Catholic 


hierarchy.  But  to  carry  on  that  GoTem«* 
ment  on  any  other  system  than  one  of 
kindness,  of  conciliation,  and  of  equal  and 
impartial  justice,  is  a  plan  which  will  be 
attended  with  enormous  risks  in  Ireland 
and  in  England.  Whatever  partial  dif- 
ference may  exist,  whatever  partial  pre- 
possessions may  exist,  if  you  ever  come  to 
make  the  critical  demand,  I  doubt  you  will 
find  very  little  alacrity  on  the  part  of  the 
people  in  bestowing  the  necessaryquantity 
of  blood  or  treasure  to  keep  up  or  per- 
petuate such  a  system.  I  have  touched 
upon  what  relates  to  our  own  department 
as  a  Member  of  the  Irish  Grovernment. 
It  is  the  department  of  Parliament,  and  of 
this  House  primarily,  to  determine  whe- 
ther the  policy  of  the  executive  shall  be 
ratified,  followed  up,  and  extended  by  the 
proceedings  of  the  legislative  department 
•—whether  what  we  can  generally  manifisst 
but  in  spirit  and  in  intention,  you  will 
convert  int(>  a  living  and  lasting  enactment 
— whether  you  will  change  the  favour  that 
now  may  be  bestowed  upon  them  by  any 
individual  into  a  deep-rooted^  because 
well-grounded,  attachment  to  the  laws 
that  are  equal,  and  the  constitution  that 
is  common.  And>  with  such  views,  and 
in  such  a  course,  you  cannot  take  a  better 
or  a  more  effectual  step  than  by  giving 
your  votes  to  the  measure  of  my  noble 
rriend  this  evening. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  begged,  in  ex* 
planation,  distinctly  to  state  that  the  letter 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  referred,  as 
having  been  read  by  him  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Jackson),  was  a  genuine  letter,  and  was 
addressed,  not  to  the  inspector^  but  to 
the  governor  of  the  gaol. 

Sir  James  Graham:  I  confess  that  I 
have  waited  with  some  impatience  during 
the  long  and  somewhat  desultory  discussion 
which  has  taken  place,  to  hear  the  defence 
of  the  Irish  Government  from  some  one  of 
the  confidential  advisers  of  his  Majesty. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Kilkenny,  was  pleased  last 
night  to  throw  out  some  taunt  with 
regard  to  coalitions  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  was  pleased  also  to  point  a  sarcasm 
at  my  inconsistency.  Now,  Sir,  I  have 
been  guilty  of  no  low  intrigue;  I  have 
done  nothing  secretly  or  covertly.  Every- 
thing which  I  have  done  has  been  done 
in  the  face  of  day.  I  have  concealed 
nothing.  I  am  ashamed  of  nothing.  I 
have  sacrificed  no  principle.  I  have  com*- 
promised  no  opinion*    I  rejoice  in  that 
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union  which  prevails  on  the  bench  where  I 
hare  the  honour  of  sitting.    No  effort  on 
mj  part  has  been  wanting  to  efiect  it ;  none 
shall  be  wanting  to  cement  and  perpetuate 
it«     And  I  declare  that  after  contemplating 
the  dangers  which  surround  this  country^ 
and  in  the  face  of  the  combination,  dan- 
gerous as  I  think  and  unnatural,  which  I 
see  on  the  benches  opposite,  the  vindication 
of  mj  conduct  is  easy.     If  I  wanted  a  de- 
fence, I  would  refer,  in  the  presence  of  my 
oountry>  to  this  single  fact,  that  when  the 
Groyemmentof  the  Lord*Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land was  charged  last  night  distinctly,  in  a 
speech  of  great  force  and  of  detail,  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  learned  Sergeant  behind 
me,  the  defence  of  that  Administration  was 
not  intnisted  to  any  of  the  CoUeagues  of 
tihe  Lord-Lieutenant — the  charge  was  not 
answered  by  his  Secretary ;  but  it  devolved 
very  naturally  upon  the  recent  guest  and 
favoured    friend   of   the     Lord-Lieuten- 
ant,   the    hon.    Member    for    Kilkenny. 
Sir,  I  really  address  you  with  some  diffi- 
culty;   I  see  so   much   agitation  on  the 
benches  before  me.     I  have  also  in  my  eye 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
who  read  us  last  evening  so  pointed  and 
useful  a  lecture  on  the  mode  and  manner 
in  which  we  should  deliver  our  sentiments. 
The  hon.  Member  appeared  almost  in  the 
character  of  the  master  of  the  ceremonies  on 
the  occasion,  a  very  appropriate  character 
for  him  to  assume,  representing  as  he  does 
the  ancient  subjects  of  Beau  Nash.    But 
notwithstanding  all  his  agitation,  and  not- 
withstanding the  critidsms  of  this  arbiter 
degantiarum,  confining  myself  to  the  rules 
of  the  House,  which  you.  Sir,  will  always 
be  found  ready  to  enforce,  and  which  every 
Gentleman  on  this  side  of  the  House  will 
always  be  found  anxious  to  maintain,  I 
will  endeavour,  with  all  the  frankness  and 
nlainness  which  becomes  a  commoner  of 
England,  to  express  my  sentiments  on  the 
present  occasion.     Very  early  in  the  course 
of  the  discusaon  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
introduced  the  authority  of  Mr.  Fox,  who 
contended  that  the  real  system  of  governing 
Ireland  was  to  meet  each  succeeding  demand 
of  the  ^ple  of  that  country  by  successive 
concessions,  and  that  while  they  remained 
unweaiy  in  demanding  we  were  to  be  un- 
tired  in  granting.     The  noble  Lord,  I  say, 
dted  the  authority  of  Mr.  Fox,  and  he  ap- 
peared to  me  to  cite  it  as  if  he  thought  it 
would  be  treated   with  disrespect  on  this 
side  of  the  House.    I  speak  not  for  others, 
I  can  only  answer  for  myself;    but  that 
pame  can  neyer  be  mentioned  without  ex* 


citing  my  attention,  and  demanding  my 
most  profound  respect*  Mr*  Fox,  as  I 
humbly  conceive,  was  really  a  great  states- 
man. His  was  the  capacious  mind  to 
grasp  and  comprehend  the  great  first 
principles  of  Government*— his  was  the 
Godlike  gift  of  eloquence,  with  power 
and  perspicuity  to  enforce  them;  but  his 
was  also  the  no  less  important  and  necessary 
gift  of  applying  those  great  first  principles 
of  Government  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
country,  and  the  times  in  which  he  lived 
and  acted.  There  is  a  relative  of  Mr.  Fox 
in  the  present  Administration,  Lord  Hol- 
land, his  nephew,  I  once  was  favoured 
with  the  friendship  of  that  noble  Lord.  It 
is  impossible  ever  to  have  known  and  not  to 
continue  to  remember  the  superior  nature 
and  the  high  intellectual  attainments 
of  that  noble  Lord,  and  not  to  retain  for 
him  a  permanent  attachment.  That  noble 
Lord  has  told  us,  in  a  pentameter  verse 
of  old  monastic  Latin,  what  was  the  policy 
of  the  present  Administration  : — 

'*  Quae  perpetuo  sont  agitata  manent." 

Now,  I  will  translate  **  Quce  perpetuo  sunt 
agitata,"  thus — those  who  perpetually  yield 
to  agitation ;  but  ''  manent,"  how  riiall  I 
translate    that?    why    they    remain    in 
Downing-street,    and    contrive    to    keep 
their  places.      The  noble   Lord    opposite 
talks  of  all  the   s3rmptoms  of  the  gout 
without  the  pain.     I  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  if  he  ever  heard  of  an  Administration 
with   all  the    functions   of    Government 
without  the  power.     It  is  vain  for  him  to 
cite  to  me  the  authority  of  Mr.  Fox  in 
defence  of  such  policy  and  such  proceedings. 
I  demur  to  his  authority  on  that  point.  I  con- 
tend that  if  Mr.  Fox  had  lived  to  see  the  day 
when  the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts  had 
been  repealed — when  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion had  been  granted— when  a  Reform  Bill 
had  passed,  extending  the  suffrage  both  in 
Great    Britain   and  Ireland  —  when   the 
Protestant  hierarchy  of  Ireland  had  been 
greatly  reduced,  one  half  of  its  bishoprics 
being  annihilated — when  the   church-cess 
had  been  cast  upon  the  property   of  the 
Church,  to  the  relief  of  the  occupiers  of 
the  soil— if  Mr.  Fox  had  lived  to  see  these 
things  eranted,  if  also  he  had  lived  to  see 
proposed  on  the  part  of  that  ''exclusive 
minority"   to  which  the  noble  Lord   has 
referred,  the  free  and  complete  surrender 
of  their  "  exclusive  corporations,"  attaching 
only  one  condition   to  that  proposal,  and 
I  the  power  which  it  is  proposed  to  abolish 
should  not  be  transferred  from  one  exclusive 
body  to  the  othexw^if  he  h^d  seen  the  frank 
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tender  made  of  the  settlement  6f  the  tithe 
queetiim  upon   the  principle  of  remittinff 
thirtf  per  oent.  on  the  total  amount^  and 
casting  it  entirely  on  Protestant  landlords 
to  the  relief  of  the  Catholic  occupier  —  if 
he  had  seen  theae  things  granted  and  these 
things  offered,  I  will  not  helieve  that  when 
the  daim,  the  preposterous  claim,  was  ad* 
ranoed  in  addition  to  all  this,  that  vote  hy 
hailot  should  he  established,  that  Household 
Sufirage  should  be  granted,  that  Triennial 
Parliaments  should  be  adopted,  that  the 
Bishops  should  be  expelled  from  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  that  the  constitution  of  the 
House  of  Lords  itself  should  be  revised — 
I  cannot  believe,  that  on  the  principle  of 
meeting  every  demand  by  unwearying  con- 
cession, Mr.  Fox  would  ever  have  been 
prepared  to  insist  on  the  doctrine  of  conces- 
sion, and  to  assent  to  any  of  these  things. 
I  have  infinitely  too  high  a  respect  for  the 
wisdom  of  Mr.  Fox,  for  the  virtue  of  Mr.  [ 
Fox ;  I  pay  too  high  a  homage  to  his  Whig 
principles  to  believe  for  one  moment  he 
wo]i]d-€fCT-  hlBlve.  advocated»  a  doctrine  so 
latal  to  our  mixed  foniHif  jQasernment.   I 
saw  a  smile  on  the  face  of  theCftsnoeUop 
of  the  Exchequer  when  I  used  the  word 
Whig.     What  was  Mr.   Fox?     He  was 
the  great  historian  oi  the  revolution  of 
1688;  he  was  the  champion  of  the  Pro- 
testant   succession ;     he    was   the   ablest 
defender  of  the  old  Whig  principles — ^prin- 
ciples which  I  learned  ana  professed  with 
the   right  hon.  Gentleman.     I   know  not 
how  the    ChanoeUor    of  the    Exchequer 
now  professes  them.      I   have  renounced 
no      principle,     I     have     comprised    no 
opinion;  therefore,  I  will  add  that  those 
are  principles  whidi  I  still  profess.     1  say 
that  they  consist  no  less  in    jealousy  of 
popery  and  Catholic  domination,  than  in  a 
love  of  liberty  and  hatred  of  oppression.    I 
affree  generally  in  the  observations  which 
fell  from  the  hon.  and  lefumed  Member  for 
Bath,  as  to  .the  disadvantage  of  a  desultory 
discussion  of  this  kind  which  is  to  end  in 
no  division  yet  I  must  say,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion^  that  on  the  whole  I  think 
this    form     of    discussion    advantageous. 
Last  year,  when  we  argued  this  question, 
we  were  obliged  to  do  so  on   fflUremely 
narrow     grounds,    it    being    necessarily 
confined  to  this,  that  we  having  granted 
municipal  institutions  to  Scotland  and  to 
England,   therefore    it    was   a   necessary 
and    inevitable  consequence   that   similar 
Institutions  must  be  granted  to  Ireland. 
To    that  propositioDi    so   stated,   I    de» 
ouned  at  the  time,    I  said  tlmt  no  per- 


son  would  more  strongly  contend  on  be« 
half  of  Ireland  for  a   perfect  equality  of 
civil  rights,  a  perfect  i^missibtUty  to  the 
franchise,  and  to  all  those  elements  of  Go- 
vernment which  have  been  already  con- 
ceded ;  but  I  did  say  that,  lodging  at  the 
general  state  of  that  country,  and  at  its 
position  at  the  present  time  and  in  existing 
circumsta  ce  ,  1  was  not  prepared  to  mnt 
any  increase  of  demopratic  power  to  Irdand. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
although  not  in  my  qnnion  right  in  bis  ob- 
jection to  the  enlarged  manner  in  whidi 
the  question  has  been  brought  forward,  yet, 
in  his  second  proposition,  he  sppears  to  me 
to  be  perfectly  accurate.    For  1  agxee  with 
him  that  the  matter  at  issue  clearly   is, 
whether,  in  the  present  circumstances  of 
Ireland,  we  are  prepared  to  increase  the 
democratic  power  in  that  country.    1  do 
not  think   that  question  could  be  fairiy 
ai^ed  without  reference  to  the   gener» 
state  of  Ireland;    and,  therefoie,  in  my 
opinion  the  noble  liord,   by  opening  the 
question  as  he  did,  has  not  done  anything 
inconsistent  with  his  duty ;  and  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  that  this  is  not,  upon  the 
whole,  -bV^ jpost  advantageous  mode  of  disi 
cussing  the  q^Mtipn.     The  noUe  Loid  said 
this  was  a  yery  mrrf^  question,  one  which 
could  not  be  decided  (^!«^gures,  hut  must 
be  decided  upon  general  p^pjes ;  yet  he 
immediately  went  into  a  eoni^miQ^iyQ  state- 
ment with  regard  to  crime,  an^  ^  judi^es* 
charges  which  could  lead  only  to  \^i  ^^q. 
parison     which,    according  to    hi:    ^^^^ 
showing,  could  not  be  involved  in  thcpfjg. 
ciple  upon  which  the  question  was  u  ^^^ 
decided.  I  am  not  here  to  draw  a  Bill  of  *^ 
dictment  against  a  great  people,  or  to  depre 
ciate  the  character  of  the  Irish  nation,  which 
I  am  aware  is  equal,  and  in  some  respects  poa* 
sibly  superior  even  to  that  of  my  oountrymen. 
But  I  cannot  ccmceal  from  myself  that  there 
are  the  seeds  of  imminent  danger  within  it. 
One  striking  fact  with  regard  to  it  whicb 
cannot  be  overlooked  is  this,  namely,  thai 
while  the  great  mass  oi  the  property  of  the 
country   beloi^  to    those  ptofesring  Um 
Protestant  religion,  the  great  mass  of  tba 
nopolation   profess  the   £ath<^  religion. 
Und«r  these  circunsstanees  if  we  ad<^  a 
measure  such  as  that  new  proposed,  the 
greatest   rdigious  hostility  and  aorksoay 
wiU  be  excited  throughout  the  oooatry. 
Every    eoncessioB'  that   has    been   made 
hitherto  has  failed,  and   I  fear  thai  this 
is  sjFmptomatic  of  what  weuM  now  take 
place.     ThenoUeLordinqiwakiBgoB  the 
traoqailHty  of  the  eounlfy,  had  cautieiid^ 
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kepi  Out  of  riew  the  sMte  of  the  tithe 
Question;  but,  in  vaj  opinioti,  this  forms 
the  i-eal  difficulty  of  the  {^resent  qtiestiori. 
This,  I  tepealj  is  one  of  the  causes  bf  thb 
|ireflent  fiifficultir.  But  there  is  also  another 
and  a  more  forttiidable  difficulty.  I  meah 
the  existence  of  the  Associdtion.  The  ndbl^ 
Lord  d(*fiiied  Orange  lod^s  as  uncotistttu- 
ttonal  societies,  capable  bf  being  tuhied  tb 
dangerous  purposes.  If  I  wished  to  have 
a  correct  interpretation  of  the  nature  of  the 
General  Association,  I  wotlld  take  thb 
words  of  the  noble  Lord,  £lnd  sajr,  that  it  is 
an  lissociation  capable  of  being  turned  tb 
dangerous  purposes.  The  noble  Lord 
edlled  this  Association  the  spawn  of  bur 
wrongs;  butj  without  offence,  1  hope  he 
will  uloW  me  to  say,  ihfit  it  is  the  fruit  of 
bis  own  indiscretion;  I  do  not  believe  that 
anr  Minister  of  the  Crown  must  not  feel 
this  with  reference  to  the  state  of  the 
country  to  which  I  allude  when  the  lan- 
guid foirmerly  used  by  the  noble  Lord  is 
recollected;  I  was  then  a  Colleague  of  the 
noble  Lordi  and  I  confess  I  heard  thb  oh- 
s^ryationS  then  made  by  him  with  great 
pain  ;  he  said,  *^  If  ever  there  was  a  nation 
that  had  a  grievance,  that  nation  was  Ire. 
land,  and  thfit  grievance  the  Established 
Chnrch :" 

h(nd  John  Russell:  I  rise  (o  ex^lath. 
1  hifVe  denred  en  two  previous  occasions 
fh*  correctness  of  the  language  attri- 
bn<ed  to  me  by  the  rrghlhcyn.  Gentleman. 
I  da  not  mean  t6  say,  that  he  has  atiy  in- 
tention to  misrepfesenit  what  I  really  did 
^ay,  hat  he  rs  incorrect  m  Imputing  to  r6e 
that  language.  I  said  on  the  occasion 
alluded  to  by  (he  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  x^e  were  bound  to  remove  the  just 
complaints  of  (he  people  of  Ireland  ;  and 
One  of  those  just  grounds  of  complaint 
was  the  present  appropriation  of  the  tithe 
revenue  in  Ireland.  If  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  will  take  the  trouble  to  refer  to 
any  record  of  what  then  took  place,  he 
will  find  that  I  then  stated  what  I  now 
repeat.  The  observation  was  imputed  to 
me  at  the  time  by  another  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  I  then  took  an  opportu- 
nity of  setting  him  right. 

Sir  Jcmes  Orakam :  The  occasion  when 
^  wdi^s  were  nttered  was  one  when  chr- 
oMMlancei  occurred  which  have  made  a 
Inltttg  SRM$  powenul  nn|tte8sion  on  my 
mind,  and  f  thought  that  I  had  quoted  the 
noble  Lord  correctly,  but  I  am  happy  in 
bmg  set  rigiit.  I  was,  however,  curions 
to  know  #k»tb6  noMe  Lord  would  Wf  of 
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this  Associstilon— what  view  he  Would  take 
of  the  safety  and  bearing  of  this  society.  I 
believe  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Administration  is  reported  to  haVe  stdd, 
"  that  th^re  wHs  nothing  in  the  aspect  or 
affairs  of  Ireland  that  conld  justify  the 
formation  of  this  Association,  and  that  he 
regretted  its  existence,  and  deprecated 
strongly  many  of  its  proceedings.''  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  said,  last 
night,  "  that  there  were  many  plain  ahd 
Obvious  reasons  fbr  the  existence  of  this  As- 
sociation, and  he  did  not  know  of  any  great 
indiscretions  that  had  been  conunitt^  in 
connexion  with.it."  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  had  also  given  the 
flouse  his  view  of  this  Associadbn;  ttnd 
stated  that  he  regarded  it  as  the  natural  Hhd 
altnost  inevitable  result  of  the  proceedings 
that  had  taken  place.  The  noble  Secretary 
for  Ireland  went  one  step  furthet  than  the 
noble  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depsrtmetit, 
for  he  almost  justified  the  existence  aiid 
proceedings  of  the  Association  by  whdt  lie 
told  us.  Notv  allow  me,  Sir,  to  poiiit  oiit 
some  of  the  bearings  and  proceedings  of 
this  Association.  1  trust  that  the  Honse 
will  allow  me  to  read  some  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  this  body,  which  ratfy  enable  hitii  to 
judge  between  the  opinions  expressed  by  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland^  tltet 
he  regarded  the  existence  of  the  Asdociatibn 
as  the  inevitable  result  of  the  state  of  itf- 
fairs  in  Ireland,  as  well  as  that  of  the  tfoUe 
Lord  at  the  hesA  of  the  Etolne  DepartoriMt, 
who  said  that  there  were  many  plain  and 
olfvious  reasons  for  its  existence,  or  the 
opinion  put  forth  by  the  noble  Lord  aft  the 
head  of  the  Govemtnent,  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  aspect  or  affairs  of  Irela«(d 
to  justify  its  existence,  and  that  he  con- 
demned  its  origin  and  proceedings.  I  can- 
not call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  sonote 
of  the  resolutions  agreed  to  at  this  Associa- 
tion on  the  subject  of  tithes,  without  re- 
ferring to  the  language  with  which  they 
were  introduced.  These  resohatiotis  weze 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny,  who,  in  one  part  of  his 
speech,  is  reported  to  have  said — *'  I  o#h 
myself  a  friend  of  the  voluntary  principle. 
I  do  not  think  that  anry  person  ^otfld  b^ 
more  bound  in  hottesty  to  pay  foi^  ttte 
spiritual  doctrine  of  any  other  man  tha^ 
his  apothecary's  bill."  And  I  beg  the 
House  to  remark  the  tone  and  bearing  of 
what  follows:—*'  If,  llhen,  a  man  is  ill,  tk 
supposes  himself  to  be  ill,  he  Should  pay 
the  person  who  attends,  a!hd  no  one  pay  fit 
him.    No  mtm  shoutd  fsf  foi^  tft^  ^iritual 
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doctor  of  his  neighbonr.     If  he  choose  Co 
have  a  person  to  physic  ortopray  for  him,  let 
him,  in  the  name  of  honour,  pay  alike  for 
the  physic  and  the  prayer.    I  am  also  one 
who  thinks  that  religion  should  he  perfectly 
free  from  every  human  institution  ;  that  it 
is  the  duty  as  well  as  the  right  of  every 
human  heing  to  have  a  perfect  freedom  in 
fill  matters  connected  with  reli^on/'    Does 
the  nohle  Lord  adopt  the  opinions  thus  put 
forth  in  the  Association,  whose  existence  he 
palliates.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny  then  went  on  to  say,  that  no 
settlement  of  this  tithe  question  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  Irish  people,  which  did 
not  assert  the  principle  which  he  had  ad- 
vanced and  explained  in  his  speech.    No- 
thing appears  more  distinct  in  this  speech 
than  the  declaration  in  favour  of  the  volun- 
tary principle,  and  yet  the  noble    Lord 
seemed  to  regard  it  as  a  matter  of  little 
moment.   The  resolutioiui,  however,  agreed 
to  at  this  Association  were  my  primary  ob- 
ject, and  I  beg  the  attention  of  the  House 
while  I  refer  to  them,  and  also  to  recollect 
that  they  were  unanimously  agreed  to. 
The  first  Resolution  was,  ^'  That  it  was  in- 
compatible with  the  principles  of  religious 
liberty,  that  any  man  should  be  compelled 
to  pay  for  the  ordinances  of  a  church  with 
which  he  is  not  joined  in  communion.'' 
Nothins,  in  my  opinion,  can  be  more  candid 
than  this  avowal,  recollecting  from  whence 
it  came.     The  voluntary  principle  is  here 
openly  set  forth.     Nothing  can  be  more 
honest  than  the  avowal ;  but  I  can  never 
admit  that  the  principle  is  one  that  should 
be  acted  upon.     I  am  not  now  addressing 
the  supporters  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
but  I  appeal  at  once  to  the  noble  Lord  and 
his  Colleagues,  the  confidential  advisers  of  the 
Crown,  of  a  Sovereign,  who  is  bound  by  the 
solemn  sanction  of  an  oath  to  maintain  the 
Protestant  religion,  as  by  law  established, 
in  these  realms.     The  next  Resolution  is, 
"  That  as  under  the  present  appropriation 
of  the  tithe  composition,  a  tribute  is  levied 
from  the  whole  nation  for  the  uses  of  the 
church  of  only  the  one-tenth  portion  of  the 
community,  the  people  of  Ireland  are  there- 
for justified  in  demanding  the  total  extinc- 
tion of  an  assessment  so  applied."    Again, 
the  nextResolution  is,  '*  That  in  our  opinion 
no  settlement  of  the  tithe  question  can  give 
satisfaction  to  the  people  of  Ireland  which 
is  not  founded  on  the  foregoing  principles,'' 
Away,  then,  with  the  affectation  of  urging 
the  appropriation  clause,  with  the  view  of 
satisfying  the   Irish  people.      With   any 
3uch  trumpery  measure  as  you  propose,  this  I 


Association  tells  you  that  it  will  not  be 
satisfied.  But  I  presume,  according  to  the 
principle  of  Mr.  Fox,  as  laid  down  by  the 
noble  Lord,  we  must  go  to  the  full  extent 
of  concession  in  all  the  demands  thus  made. 
The  next  Resolution  is, ''  That  we  call  upon 
the  people  of  Ireland  not  to  desist  from  all 
legal  and  constitutional  means  of  redress, 
till  these  have  obtained  full  and  complete 
relief  from  an  impost  equally  oppressive  and 
degrading."  Now,  compare  this  with 
the  oath  taken  by  the  Catholic  Members  at 
the  table  of  this  House,  when  Catholics 
take  their  scats  in  this  House,  the  House 
having  now  in  its  perfect  recollection  these 
Resolutions,  I  will  not  make  any  further 
comment,  but  will  at  once  proceed  to  read 
the  oath.  *'  I,  A.  B.,  do  sincerely  promise 
and  swear  that  I  will  be  faithful,  and  bear 
true  allegiance  to  his  Majesty  King  Greorge 
the  4th,  and  will  defend  him,  to  the 
utmost  of  my  power,  against  all  conspira- 
cies and  attempts  whatever  which  shall  be 
made  against  his  person,  crown,  or  dignity, 
and  I  will  do  my  utmost  endeavour  to  dis- 
close and  make  known  to  his  Majesty,  his 
heirs,  and  successors,  all  treasons  and  traitor* 
ous  conspiracies  which  may  be  formed 
against  him  or  them :  and  I  do  faithfully 
promise  to  maintain,  support,  and  defend^ 
to  the  utmost  of  my  power,  the  succession 
of  the  Crown,  which  succession,  by  an  Act, 
intituled.  An  Act  for  the  further  Limita- 
tion of  the  Crown,  and  better  securing  the 
Rights  and  Liberties  of  the  Subject,  is,  and 
stands  limited  to  the  Princess  Sophia, 
Electross  of  Hanover,  and  the  heirs  of  her 
body,  being  Protestants;  hereby  utterly 
renouncing  and  abjuring  any  obedience  or 
allegiance  unto  any  other  person  claiming 
or  pretending  a  right  to  the  crown  of  this 
realm ;  and  I  do  further  declare,  that  it  is 
not  an  article  of  my  faith,  and  that  I  do 
renounce,  reject,  and  abjure  the  opinion 
that  princes  excommunicated,  or  deprived 
by  the  Pope,  or  any  other  authority  of  the 
see  of  Rome,  may  be  deposed  or  murdered 
by  their  subjects,  or  by  any  person  whatso. 
ever :  and  I  do  declare,  that  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  Pope  of  Rome,  or  any  other  foreign 

Erince,  prelate,  person,  state,  or  potentate, 
ath,  or  ought  to  have,  any  temporal  or 
civil  jurisdiction,  power,  superiority,  or  pre- 
eminence^ directly  or  indirectly,  within  this 
realm.  I  do  swear  that  I  will  defend,  to  the 
utmost  of  my  power,  the  settlement  of  pnK 
perty  within  this  realm,  as  established  by 
the  laws :  and  I  do  hereby  disclaim,  dis- 
avow, and  solemnly  abjure  any  intention  to 

subvert  the  present  Church  Establishment  m 
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gettled  by  law  within  this  realm :  and  I  do 
golemnly  swear  that  I  never  will  exercise 
any  privilege  to  which  I  am  or  may  become 
entitled  to  disturb  or  weaken  the  Protestant 
leUgion  or  Protestant  Government  in  the 
United  Kingdom:  and  I  do  solemnly ^ 
in  the  presence  of  God,  profess^  testify^ 
and  declare^  that  I  do  make  this  declaration^ 
and  every  part  thereof,  in  the  plain  and 
ordinary  sense  of  the  words  of  this  oath, 
without  any  evasion,  equivocation^  or  men- 
tal reservation  whatsoever.  So  help  me 
God."  The  question  of  this  oath  was 
touched  on  last  Session,  when  the  appro* 
priation  clause  of  the  Tithe  Bill  was  under 
consideration.  I  do  not  like  to  put  a  con- 
Btrucdon  on  the  terms  of  this  oath,  as  I 
conader  that  to  be  a  matter  to  be  settled  by 
each  individual,between  himself  and  his  con- 
science ;  but  I  must  observe  that  those  who 
take  it  put  a  different  construction  on  the 
appropriation  clause  from  that  which  is 
placed  on  it  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  who  said  that  it  was  a 
heavy  blow,  and  a  grievous  discouragement 
to  the  Protestant  religion.  It  is  not  for  me 
to  attempt  to  reconcile  this  difierence  in  the 
views  entertained  by  the  noble  Lord  and 
his  supporters  on  this  important  subject. 
It  might,  indeed,  be  possible  that  Gentle- 
men opposite  think  that  the  Protestant  re- 
ligion, if  not  the  Protestant  church,  mi^ht 
be  purified  and  promoted  by  the  adoption 
of  the  voluntary  principle.  Yet  surely  this 
is  a  strained  construction,  hardly  consistent 
with  '*  the  plain  and  ordinary  sense  of  the 
words  "  of  the  Catholic  oath.  I  do  not,  how- 
ever, believe  so  myself;  and  believing  that 
any  spread  of  the  democratic  principle,  giv- 
ing effect  to  the  Resolutions  which  I 
have  read  would  be  dangerous  to  Protestant- 
ism in  Iieland,  I  am  prepared  to  take  jny 
stand,  and,  in  the  present  circumstances  of 
the  country,  I  shall  be  ready,  at  the  proper 
time,  to  resist,  not  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord-^not, 
probably,  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill*-* 
not  the  abolition  of  exclusively  Protestant 
corporations,  but,  certainly  the  erection  of 
new  corporations,  intended  to  be  really  no 
more  nor  less  than  the  establishment  of  Ca- 
tholic fortresses  to  assist  in  the  great  cam- 
paign to  be  carried  on  against  the  Protestant 
Establishment.  The  prospect  of  the  future  in 
Ireland  present  nothing  but  clouds  and  thick 
darkness;  the  conduct  of  the  Government  is 
unintelligible— •!  will  not  call  it  insincere— ^ 
bat  more  dubious,  vacillating,  and  waver- 
ing conduct,  throwing  uncertainty  over  all 
tbmgi  is  not  possible.    One  argument  is 


addressed  to  one  House,  and  another 
to  another.  One  opinion,  with  reaad  to  the 
Association,  is  professed  in  this  House,  and 
another  in  the  House  of  Lords.  And  above 
aU,  there  is  an  Assodation  which  has  met 
with  peculiar  &vour  from  the  two  noble 
Lords  opposite,  adopting  resolutions  which 
none  can  say  are  not  subversive  of  the  Pro- 
testant  establishment,  yet  ten  days  ago,  in 
the  speech  from  the  Throne,  the  nobleLords 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  unani. 
mously  called  upon  the  House  to  prepare  for 
the  deliberation  of  measures  calculated  topro- 
mote  the  stability  of  the  Established  Church. 
I  feel  some  reluctance  in  quoting  the  exact 
words  of  noble  Lords  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen  opposite,  with  whom  I  have  been 
on  friendly  terms,  because  it  indicates 
something  like  an  acerbity  of  feeling  which 
I  totally  disclaim.  However,  considering 
the  station  which  the  noble  Lord  occupies^ 
the  great  power  he  possesses,  and  his  cha- 
racter, which  must,  after  all,  mainly  depend, 
in  the  long  run,  on  his  firm  maintenance  of 
fixed  principles  and  opinions.  I  cannot 
refrain  from  citing  his  own  authority. 
I  repeat  the  sentiment,  and  will  not 
shrink  from  it,  for  I  am  prepared  to 
stand  or  fall  by  that  test  myself.  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  the  fact,  that  it  is  now  clear 
that  no  new  appropriation,  no  modified 
appropriation,  is  sought  by  the  Associa- 
tion, but  that  nothing  will  content 
them  but  the  total  abolition  of  tithes. 
I  now  call  upon  the  House  and  the  country 
to  hear  what  the  noble  Lord's  opinion  was 
in  1834  on  the  subject  of  tithes.  This 
opinion  was  given  on  the  occasion  when  ihe 
present  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil« 
kenny  proposed  a  resolution  to  the  effect 
that  sixty -six  per  cent,  of  tithes  should  be 
remitted  to  the  landlord,  and  the  remainder 
should  be  appropriated  as  a  grand  jury  cess 
or  rather  that  two-thirds  diould  be 
abolished,  and  the  other  third  should  be 
dealt  with  as  a  grand  jury  cess,  and  be  lia- 
ble to  all  the  burdens  which  now  fall  on 
the  land.  This,  then,  was  the  language  of 
the  noble  Lord — *'  As  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  well  knew,  he  difiered  from 
several  of  his  colleagues  in  the  Administnu 
tion  as  to  the  appropriation  of  this  property ; 
but  upon  the  question  on  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  had  that 
night  declaimed,  he  believed  that  there  was 
no  difierence  of  opinion  in  the  Ministry. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  proposed 
that  two-thirds  of  the  present  amount  of 
tithes  should  be  utterly  abolished,  and  that 
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i)i#  ramfdninf^  one-.third  thoukl  be  Applied 
to  the  Mine  purpoiei  to  whioh  the  gruid 
jury  oeat  wai  now  applied  |  or^  in  other 
wocdsi  that  it  should  be  Bubstituted  in 
place  of  another  burden  to  which  the  land 
was  already  liable*  But  this  was  nolhing 
more  than  abolishing  tithe  altogether;  it 
waa  a  direct  act  of  rubberyj  neither  palliated 
nor  disguised :  it  was  a  mere  aot  of  confis* 
cation^  which  assumed  the  appearance  of 
giving  relief  to  the  miserable  and  vexed 
oecupiers  of  the  soilj  but  whichj  if  it  should 
be  adopted  by  the  Legislature,  would  give 
relief  to  none  but  the  affluent  landholder. 
On  the  question  of  appropriation^  he 
might  have  the  misfortune  to  empress  opin- 
ions at  variance  with  those  of  his  ooUeagues; 
but  on  this  question  he  save  his  vote  in  the 
full  reliance  that  it  would  be  In  accordanoe 
with  that  of  all  the  Ministers,  and  of  the 
majority  of  that  House,  unless^  indeed^  they 
were  prepared  to  abandon  all  the  rights  of 
property  and  to  say  that  all  means,  even 
the  moat  illegal,  even  Such  as  were  attended 
with  tumult  and  bloodshed,  might  be  used 
to  conduce  to  an  end  not  less  disgraceful 
and  calamitous  than  the  means  empkyed  to 
earry  it  were  violent  and  unholy."*  But  I 
am  sure  that  the  House  and  tlie  noble  Lord 
bave  not  forgotten  what  took  place  at  the 
dissolution  of  Lord  Grey's  Govemmenf. 
What  I  am  going  to  allude  to,  is  not  a  new 
qiiestiofi,  nor  was  I  at  the  time  a  member  of 
ther  Cabinet.  I  would,  then,  reaiind  the 
noble  Lor4  that  when  the  attempt  was 
Mde  to  renew  the  Coercion  BiU  if  contained 
soase  clauses  by  whieh  the  Lord^-Lientenant 
was  enabled  by  his  pvDckmation  to  soppress 
«fty  publie  meetings  whieh  be  thought 
wete  ef  a  dangemos  t^ideney.  This  was 
m  1834,  and  it  appeared  ^aft  the  Cabinet 
waa  divided  on  the  sul^t  of  the  retention  or 
exclMOR  of  those  clauses.  One  of  the  Mem« 
ben  of  the  Government  then  told  the 
Houae  that  in  the  division  in  the  Cabinet  on 
the  subject  seTCral  saembeis  of  it  supported 
Lord  Grey  and  the  view  he  took,  which  was 
to  i«tain  these  severe  antfr-meeting  clauses, 
whieh  avowedly  were  levelled  at  the 
Association.  On  that  oecaskm  who 
were  the  persona  who  voted  with 
Levd  Grey  ?  Lord  Melbourne,  then  Home 
Secretary,  and  at  present  at  the  head  of  the 
GoteniveBt ;  Lord  Lansdowne,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council ;  Lord  John  Russell 
BOW  Home  Searetaty  ;  and  Lord  Palmera* 
toB,  then  and  liow  the  Foreign  Seeretavy. 
Perhapelt  maybe  supposed  that  all  these  ki- 
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dividuals  who  then  voted  with  Lotd  GbeT 
stood  firmly  to  the  opinions  which  they  had 
expressed  and  maintained  in  the  Cabinet. 
Not  so,  but  a  very  extraordinary  direum- 
litanee  occurred  wluch  has  never  been 
clearly  explained,  and  which  eenainly  ilp- 
pears  very  obscure.  All  these  colleagues, 
who  in  the  month  of  June  suppotted  Lord 
Grey  fell  off  from  him  without  one  solitary 
exception,  and  he  stood  alone  in  the  Cabi- 
net on  this  question  in  the  folio  wing  jlionth 
of  July.  The  clauses  I  allude  to  were  di- 
rected against  such  an  Association  al  n<hv 
exists  in  Ireland,  and  that  noble  Lord 
deemed  them  to  be  absolutely  necessary  to 
render  the  Bill  at  all  effectual.  Standiiig, 
therefore,  alone  on  this  subject  in  the 
Cabinet  he  retired  from  the  Government, 
not  willing  to  be  responsible  for  the  siifety 
of  Ireland  without  the  means  of  suppressing 
the  Association.  Now,  the  aet  of  robbery 
and  the  confiscation  then  contemplated  by 
the  Association  were  precisely  of  the  same 
nature,  as  those  projected  by  the  present 
National  Association*  Let  it  not  be 
forgotten  that  I  am  not  apediLing  of 
the  appropriation  of  tithesj  but  of  their 
abolition  —  and  before  I  sit  down,  I 
hope  I  shall  show  the  House  how  closely 
those  two  questions  were  connected. 
1  received  great  faroura  from  Lord  Grey, 
and  am  under  great  obligations  to  him.  I 
admire  his  high  character,  and  eAtertain  a 
^t^ip  regard  for  his  fame,  whieh  belongs  to 
hia  country,  and  which  will  be  transmitted 
to  posterity  :  from  my  heart  I  congratulate 
him  on  the  magnanimity  he  then  displayed, 
and  on  the  hig^  sense  of  honour  which  drew 
him  from  a  Cabinet  that  had  deserted  his 
principles  The  noble  Earl  must  be  conscious 
that  he  did  his  utmost  to  prevent  the  poa- 
ttbility  of  an  evil  which  is  tiow  all  but 
overwhelming,  and  which  some  of  his  Col- 
leagues, though  they  differed  with  him  in 
1834,  now  acknowledged  to  be  an  evil,  bat 
which  they  did  not  then  stand  by  hiatt  to 
put  down.  They  are  now  in  poasesBBon 
of  power,  while  the  noble  Eavl  is  content 
with  an  hononralde  retirement.  It  would  be 
useful  for  the  House  to  be  reminded  of  the 
views  of  Earl  Grey  with  respect  to  such  an 
Association  as  that  which  now  exbted  fai 
Ireland.  Previous  to  the  iDtroduction  of  the 
Coercion  Bill  that  noble  Lord  had  hrid 
much  eorrespondei«oe  with  the  Mai^fnts 
Wellesley,  the  then  Lord-Iieutenant  ef 
Ireland,  who  repeatedly  stated  "ptedfal 
outrage  and  agitation  were  as  indissolubie 
as  cause  and  effiict.  Ablation  was  the 
eanse  of  predial  outJPaga  and  disturbance^ 
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While  agitation  about  tithes  was  the  sound 
made^  the  repeal  of  the  Union  was  the  thing 
signified,  and  unless  that  asitation  was  put 
down,  the  repeal  of  the  Union  would  be  ef- 
fected."    Sir,  my  Lord  Grey  relied  on  the 
authority  of  the  Lord- Lieutenant  of  Ire. 
land,  and  in  moving  the  second  reading  of 
the  renewed  Coercion  Bill  in  1834,  asked 
the  House  of  Lords,  whether  they  con- 
sidered it  safe  to  suffer  the  proceedings  of 
the  then  existing  National  Association  to 
go  on,    and    used    these    expressions : — 
•'  Many  meetings  had  been  held  during  the 
lastyearwith  wmch  theGoyemment  had  not 
interfered;  but  it  was  a  very  different  thing 
to  allow  these  meetings,  when  isolated  and 
distinct,  and  to  leave  the  executive  Go- 
vernment unprovided  with  the  power  of 
acting  against  central  and    simultaneous 
meetings,  distributing  their  mischievous  in- 
structions   throughout    the    country,  and 
keeping  up  that  agitation  which  caused  in 
the  first  instance  and  continued  in  the  next 
the  predial  disturbances  In  Ireland.     Did 
any  man  suppose,  my  Lords»  that  if  the 
Act  of  last  Session  bad  not  been  passed, 
the  meetings  for  the  repeal  of  the  Union 
would  not  have  continued,  or  that  if  they 
had  continued,  the  spirit  of  disorder  would 
not  have  extended  itself  to  other  parts  of 
Ireland  ?"  ♦  This,  Sir,  is  part  of  the  speech 
made  by  Earl  Grey  on  the  4th  of  July, 
1854,  a  speech  which  received  the  full  con- 
currence of  the  noble  Earl's  colleagues,  in- 
cluding  Lord  Melbourne  and   the  noble 
Lord  cmpoaite.      The  noble  Earl  remained 
firm  In  bis  opinions,  aad  rather  than  depart 
from  them  resigned  on  the  7th  of  July, 
and  his  place  was  supplied  by  Lord  Md. 
bourne.     On  the  9th  of  July,  the  day  on 
which  Earl  Grey  announced  his  resignation 
(Tf  office  to  the  Lords,  he  repeated  his  un* 
altered  sentiments  on  the  subject,  express- 
ing his  sincere  conviction  that  Ireland  could 
not  safely  be  left  to  the  ordinary  protection 
(4  the  law,  but  that  Government  must  be 
intrusted   with  extraordinary  powers  for 
the  preservation  of  peace  in  that  country. 
Sir,  in  the  two  years  which  have  elapsed 
since  that  period  all  the  evils  which  Lord 
Grey  foresaw  have  arisen,  yet  now,  instead 
of  any  proposition  being  made  by  Govern- 
ment for  putting  down  this  Association,  a 
pn^K)6aI  is  made  largely  to  increase  the 
oemocxBtic  power  in  Ireland.    The  noble 
Secretary  for  Ireland  complains,  Sir,  that 
Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  tlie  House  have 
both  made  isolated  gtatementsaod  have  mis- 
•tated  facts ;  but  he  candidly  admits  that 
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the  inquiry  was  entered  into  on  hit  own 
challenge.      It  is  impossible  for  me  to 
answer  as  to  the  accuracy  of  any  details 
which  have  been  brought  forward,  as  I 
have  no  personal  knowledge  on  the  sub* 
ject ;  but  I  have  carefully  listened  to  the 
debate,  and  weighed  both  the  aocusattoo 
and  the  defence.       I   have  heard  hoo. 
Gentlemen  who  have  advanced  cbargvt 
divide  their  accusation  into  distinct  heada, 
and  declare    their    perfect  readiness  to 
prove  the  justice  of  the  charge  before  any 
Committee ;  and  more  than  that,  I  have 
heard  them  call  upon  his  Majesty's  Mi« 
nisters  to  grant  them  a  Committee  before 
which   to  substantiate  their  statements* 
Sir»  it  is  not  the  number  of  crimes  so  much 
as  the  nature  of  them,  in  connexion  with 
the  political  or  religious  feeling  of  the 
country,  which  calls  for  our  consideration. 
In  the  period  which  has  elapsed  since  the 
close  of  last  Session,  I  have  carefully  re- 
viewed the  conduct  which  I  have  pursued 
in  reference  to  this  subject.     1  have  en- 
deavoured  to  ascertain  whether  there  was 
any  circumstance  which  should  shake  the 
opinion   which   I   had  formed  ;     I   have 
narrowly  watched  everything  which  has  in 
that  period  taken  place  in  Ireland ;  and  I 
have  witnessed  several  signs,  bearing  on 
the  state  of  society  in  that  coontry,  which 
fill  me  with  alarm,  and  form  with  roe  a 
strong  ground  for  refasing  to  concede  to 
that  country  farther  popular  power.     Sir, 
I  will  put  the  direct  question :  is  it,  or 
not,  the  case  that  passive  resistance  exists 
in    Ireland,  resistance   not  confined    to 
tithes,  bot  gradaally  extending  itself  to 
other  descriptions  of  property  ?    Was  it 
not  the  case  that  a  lay  impropriator,  Mr. 
Hackett,  of  Birr,  proceeding  to  distrarn 
partly  for  rent  and  partly  for  tithe,  was 
obliged    to  apply  for  the   protection  of 
twenty-three  policemen  against  the   or* 
ganised  resistance  to  these  payments  made 
by  a  concourse  of  500  persons,  armed  with 
scythes,  pitchforks,  and  other  implements? 
And,  Sir,  was  it  not  the  case,  that  on  (he 
approach  of  these  policemen  a  bhinderbuss 
was  discharged  over  their  heads  by  the 
leader  of  the  mob,  which  induced  thern^  to 
withdraw,,  and  try  a  future  dav  for  making 
the  distraint  ?  And  is  it  not  also  true  that, 
when  they  came  a  second  time,  they  found 
themselves  opposed  by  &  concourse  of 
2,000  persons,  met  together  for  the  puri 
pose  of  resisting  distraint  £or  rent  1  Sir, 
th^  are  the  facts,  this  ia  the  system  by 
which  to  gauge  the  present  state  of  thif 
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public  mind  in  Ireland.  Then,  Sir,  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  clergy  in  Ireland  :  is 
it  not  true  that  Mr.  Coote,  the  incumbent 
of  a  rectory  in  Limerick^  returning  from 
the  performance  of  divine  service,  was  fired 
upon  by  two  assassins  in  mid-day  ?  Is  it  not 
true  that  another  clergyman  living  in  a 
thatched  house,  had  it  set  on  fire,  and  on 
rushing  out  to  obtain  assistance  had  two 
shots  fired  at  him?  I  will  not  tire  the  House 
by  going  into  the  multiplicity  of  crimes  that 
have  been  committed;  it  would  be  dis- 
gusting to  myself;  but  I  have  mentioned 
instances,  and  I  will  venture  to  say,  that 
whatever  crimes  may  be  committed  in 
England  and  Scotland,  there  are  no  crimes 
committed  in  either  of  these  countries  of 
the  peculiar  dye  of  Irish  crime,  or  of  a 
character  connected  in  the  same  way  with 
violent  popular  animosities.  Next,  Sir,  I 
ask,  has  the  noble  Lord  met  the  charge 
respecting  Mr.  Cassidy?  Is  it  not  true 
that  that  Gentleman  had  been,  as  was 
stated,  remarkable  for  the  share  he  took 
in  anti-tithe  agitation — is  it  not  admitted 
that  in  the  first  instance,  when  the  Liberal 
Club  proposed  him  to  the  Lord -Lieu  tenant 
of  the  county  as  a  Magistrate,  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  assigned  as  his  reason  for  re- 
fusing the  application,  the  circumstance  of 
Mr.  Cassidy's  having  been  convicted  of 
being  prominently  mixed  up  in  an  illegal 
act  in  a  riotous  resistance  to  the  payment 
of  a  legal  impost,  the  county  cess?  The 
Lord-Lieutenant's  first  refusal,  however, 
was  not  accepted,  and  the  Lord  Chan, 
cellor  of  Ireland  made  a  second  application 
in  behalf  of  Mr.  Cassidy,  which  was  refused 
for  the  reason  before  assigned.  Shortly 
after,  however,  the  Lord-Lieutenant  in 
question  went  abroad^  and  when  his  back 
was  turned,  Mr.  Cassidy  was  appointed  a 
magistrate.  Now,  let  me  call  to  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  what  was  the  first  act 
of  this  favourite  and  chosen  magistrate  of 
the  Viceroy — chosen  in  defiance  of  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  the  county.  Why,  Sir, 
his  first  act  was  to  go  to  the  National  As- 
sociation and  tender,  as  his  contribution 
to  the  Association,  the  amount  of  the 
money  which  had  been  claimed  of  him  for 
tithe  I  and  yet,  in  the  face  of  all  these 
facts,  the  noble  Secretary  pretended  that  it 
was  the  firm  determination  of  the  Govem- 
inent  here  and  in  Ireland  to  uphold  the 
naiesty  and  authority  of  the  law.  Again, 
senous  complaints  have  been  made  of  the 
promiscuous  manner  in  which  the  doors  of 
^anb  have  been  thrown  open  by  the  Vice- 


roy ;  and  it  is  charged  against  him  that  in 
his  head-long  course  of  popularity-hunting 
he  has  overleaped  the  boundary  of  com- 
mon justice  and  reason.  "  Oh !  but,"  says 
the  noble  Secretary  for  Ireland,  "Lord 
Mulgrave  has  always  previously  required 
the  recommendations  of  the  gaoler,  the  in- 
spector, and  the  neighbounng  justices." 
Sir,  I  will  simply  ask,  are,  or  are  not,  the 
facts  related  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dublin  true  ?  If  they  are, 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  in  what  way 
it  can  be  made  out  that  the  exercise  of  the 
prerogative  has  not  been  greatly  misused  ? 
Sir,  it  would  appear  as  if  the  Viceroy  in  his 
progresses,  while  his  horses  are  changing, 
instead  of  taking  a  sandwich  at  this  ^ce, 
and  a  glass  of  sherry  at  another,  runs  off  to 
the  gaol  of  the  town,  and  without  inquiry 
of  any  sort,  or  of  any  person,  proceeds  to 
set  at  liberty  seven  or  seventeen  prisoners, 
as  the  case  may  be.  Sir,  where,  in  the 
many  instances  which  have  been  mentioned, 
where  are  the  constitutional  checks  to  the 
exercise  of  the  prerogative  ?  Where  is  the 
Privy  Council,  where  the  Lord-Lieutenaot's 
law  adviser,  where  his  'secretary  ?  Sir,  I 
protest  that  if  I  had  the  honour  of  fi^* 
ing  the  office  of  secretary  or  confidential 
adviser  of  a  Viceroy  who  so  acted,  who 
exercised  the  prerogative  of  mercy  in  such 
a  manner — ^giving  me  the  go-by  entirely, 
without  in  the  lightest  degree  consulting 
me  or  asking  my  opinion — I  would  not 
condescend  to  hold  office  under  him  not  for 
one  day,  no,  not  for  a  single  hour.  But 
are  the  offences  of  these  liberated  individuals 
of  a  light  character  }  Sir,  in  Sligo,  where 
the  persons  liberated  are  described  as 
slight  offenders,  and  where  it  is  pre- 
tended on  the  other  side  that  there  were 
no^  offenders  against  the  revenue  laws,  in 
this  very  instance  it  appears  that  nineteen 
out  of  twenty-two  persons  liberated  were 
persons  convicted  previously  of  offences 
against  the  revenue  laws,  one  of  them,  in* 
deed,  having  fired  a  shot  at  a  revenue  offi« 
cer.  But,  Sir,  I  conceive  all  these  cases  to 
be  secondary  in  importance  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Pigott:  it  is  on  this  case  that 
I  rely.  What  are  the  facts?  Here  is  a 
gentleman  appointed  as  law  adviser  to  the 
Castle ;  to  create  the  vacancy,  a  gentleman 
in  no  great  practice,  or  preeminent  at  the 
bar,  is  appointed  to  the  grave  and  responsible 
situation  of  Solicitor-General  for  IrelandL 
Sir,  I  do  not  personally  know  Mr.  Pigot^ 
but  I  have  read  the  debates  of  the  Anoda- 
tion  in  which  his  merits  are  set  forth,  in 
which  he  is  lauded  as  having  been  most  a^ 
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tiye  in  the  formation  of  that  Association, 
and  in  which  it  is  admitted  that  the  Associa- 
tion  is  under  the  greatest  obligation  to  him  ; 
and  if  the  vote  of  thanks  is  not  accorded  to 
him,  at  least  a  proposed  vote  of  censure 
upon  him  is  unanimously  set  aside.  This, 
then,  is  a  gentleman  possessing  in  the  high- 
est d^ee  the  confidence  of  the  Association, 
and  who  has  taken  a  most  active  share  in 
its  formation.  Now  let  not  the  House  for- 
get the  boast  of  the  noble  Lord,  of  the  per- 
rect  accordance  between  every  branch  and 
department  in  the  Government,  and  let  the 
House  attend  to  this  case.  The  important 
and  responsible  situation  of  law  adviser  to 
the  Castle  is  vacant ;  the  whole  bar  is  open 
for  selection ;  and  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment  in  £ngland  has  declared  that  the  As- 
sociation appeared  to  him  unnecessary  and 
objectionable,  that  he  disliked  its  proceed- 
ings, and,  on  the  whole,  regretted  its  exist- 
ence. The  whole  bar,  I  repeat,  is  open  for 
the  selection  of  a  proper  person  to  fill  the 
vacant  situation,  yet  the  Viceroy  and  Se- 
cretaiy  of  Ireland  select  as  the  man  most 
deserving  of  their  confidence  the  veiy  per- 
son who,  a  month  before,  was  declared  to 
have  been  most  active  and  useful  in  form- 
ing the  Association  repudiated  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  It  has  been  said,  that  the  being 
a  member  of  an  Orange  Lodge  was  a  just 
disqualification  for  office.  1  never,  for  my 
part,  advocated  Orange  Lodges;  I  was 
always  much  opposed  to  them,  and  rejoiced 
to  see  the  loyalty  and  good  conduct  of  the 
members  of  those  Lodges  in  attending 
to  the  wishes  of  their  Sovereign,  and 
ceadng  to  hold  secret  meetings  without 
the  intervention  of  any  prohibitory 
enactment;  but.  Sir,  what  I  wish 
to  remark  upon  is  the  extraordinary 
circumstance  that  while  the  being  a  mem- 
ber of  an  Orange  Lodge — which  I  consider 
not  half  so  dangerous  as  this  Association— 
while,  I  say,  the  being  a  member  of  an 
Orange  Lodge  is  universally  declared  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  be  a  just  disqualifi- 
cation for  office,  the  being  a  member  of  this 
Association-— bdng  most  active  in  its  for- 
mation and  zealous  in  carrying  out  its  ob- 
jects—so far  from  disqualifying  for  office, 
appears  to  be  considered  by  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment as  a  ground  for  investing  the 
party  with  an  office  of  the  highest  trust 
and  responsibility.  There  is  required  no- 
thing more,  than  this  to  identify  the  Irish 
Government  with  this  Association.  Sir,  I 
lest  the  case  with  confidence  on  this  Pieott 
lnifc«<*«l]Dk  which  cannot  be  broken— a  link 


which  cannot  be  loosened,and  which^  beyond 
all  cavil,  identifies  the  Irish  Government 
with  the  General  Association.  The  Minis* 
try  may  disclaim  as  long  as  they  think  fit ; 
Lord  Melbourne  may  say  he  does  not  like 
the  Association  at  all ;  the  noble  Seoretaiy 
opposite  may  say  he  likes  it  little  better 
than  Lord  Melbourne ;  nothing  can  break 
this  bond  of  identification ;  it  is  clear  and 
palpable  as  anything  ever  was,  that  the  As- 
sociation enjoys  the  confidence  of  the  King's 
Government,  and  the  efiect  which  this 
must  produce  cannot  be  dissembled.  Having 
thus  identified  his  Majesty's  Government 
with  the  Association,  I  will  now  shortly 
quote  to  the  House  the  sort  of  language 
that  has  been  used  at  this  Association,  and 
state  what  its  proceedings  have  been— an 
exposition  not  at  all  inapposite  to  the  sub. 
ject  matter  of  debate,  the  introduction  of  a 
Municipal  Bill  for  Ireland.  I  will  not 
weary  the  House,  or  pain  myself  by  going 
through  the  various  statements  of  the  hon, 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  at  this 
Association  respecting  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple, but  will  mention  to  the  House  what 
language  was  held  by  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  with  respect  to  his  views  of 
what  would  be  the  conduct  of  liis  Majesty's 
Government  if  he  could  induce  them  to  go 
a  certain  length  with  him.  I  bes  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  followmg  worda 
used  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
They  were  remarkably  frank,  perfectly  in- 
telligible, and  explicit,  and  if  they  did  not 
warn  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Colleagues  in 
the  Government  of  the  danger  of  their  po- 
sition, he  at  least  hoped  they  would  warn 
the  House  and  the  country  what  were  the 
dangers  of  which  they  were  about  to  be* 
oome  the  instrument,  if  led  by  that  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  said,  ''  I  am 
for  a  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  as 
a  means  for  attaining  it,  I  am  for  household 
sufirage,  I  am  for  the  ballot,  I  am  for  doing 
away  with  a  property  qualification,  I  dislike 
the  Tories  as  much  as  the  ultra-Radicals  in 
England,  I  am  the  very  antipodes  of  them, 
I  am  for  the  Whigs;"  but  there  was  a  oon« 
dition  attached  io  it.  What  was  that  con- 
dition ?  "  They  do  not  go  the  whole  way 
with  me,  but  when  I  get  them  to  a  certain 
pcdnt  I  will  bring  them  tlie  rest  of  the  way/* 
That  quotation  is  surely  pretty  strong,  but 
it  is  as  nothing  to  what  I  am  about  to  read, 
and  which  bears  directly  on  the  c[ueBtion  of 
Municipal  Reform.  I  may  deceive  mysdf, 
but  I  am  prepared  to  take  my  stand  on  the 
following  quotation*  not  against  abolishing 
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ihe  exduttve  ProtesUtit  Corporations  u 
tbey  now  exist  with  all  their  abuses  in  Ire- 
land, but  against  the  measure  as  proposed  by 
the  noUe  Lord,  which  I  hold  to  be  a  direct 
transfer  of  power  from  the  minority  to  the 
OTerwhelming  majority.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  cannot  state  that  I  ur^  it  unfairly. 
I  maintain  as  a  matter  of  opinion,  that  if  I 
were  to  rest  my  opposition  to  this  measure 
on  any  one  single  ground,  I  am  prepared  to 
rest  it  on  the  declaration  I  will  read  to  the 
House,  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny,  recollecting  the  extent  of 
his  influence,  and  the  absolute  dictatorship 
he  exercises  in  Ireland.    What  was  that 
declaration  ?     Always  bearing  in  mind  and 
applying  what  was  alleged  to  be  Mr.  Fox's 
doctrine  of  making  concession  on  concession, 
the  hon*  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
said  '*  My  opinion  is,  that  the  people  will 
never  rest  satisfied  till  tithes  are  abolished 
—that  is  my  opinion.     That  opinion  I  gave 
in  the  House  of  Commons  during  the  course 
of  the  last  Session.  I  said  then  as  I  say  now, 
sive  us  this  instalment."     There  was  the 
aedamtion    of   the    instalment  principle. 
'*  There  is  no  danger,  I  say,  of  coaxing  the 
people  from  their  interests  by  giving  them 
a  taste  of  a  few  agreeable  instalments." 
Where  now,  let  me  ask,  is  the  Appropriation 
Ckuse?     Will  that  satisfy  the  people  of 
Irdand  f    "  Let  them  have  a  little  pap, 
and  depend  upon  it  they  will  acquire  a  re- 
lish for  solid  food.     But  to  obtain  Corpora- 
tion  Reform  will  be  a  pretty  good  install 
ment."     The  hon.  and  learned  Member  in 
one  of  his  speeches  talks  of  a  faUe  of  a  man 
who,  having  had  a  favour  bestowed  on  him 
by  Satan,  makes  a  barsain  -very  much 
such  a  bargain  as  that  between  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  the  Ministry-*- 
with  Satan  in  return  by  way  of  paying  for 
the  favour,  and  Satan  gives  him  the  choice 
of  paying  his  debt  by  doing  one  of  three 
things,  namely,  either  killing  his  father, 
beating  his  mother,  or  getting  drunk ;  the 
man  selects  the  latter  luternative,  and  gets 
drunk,  and  being  drunk,  proceeds,  as  Satan 
clearly   foresaw,  to  do    both    the    other 
mentioned   matters, -^  beats    his    mother 
and  kills  his  father.     I  trust  this  fable 
will  be  adopted  by  the  noble  L^d  as  a 
warning  to  him.     Beware,  my  Lord,  of 
drunkenness;  beware  of  giving  Corpora- 
tions to  Ireland,  or  all  the  other  things 
will  follow.  *'  Give  me,"  said  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  **  Corporation  Reform, 
and  then   I  shall   be    able    to  carry  all 
the  rest."     Here  the  secret  was  told— 
.  the  truth  tnmspired.  The  hon.  and  learned 


Member  for  Kilkenny*— he  who  was  to  to 
considered  as  the  most  competent  witness-^ 
we  have  it  from  him  in  evidence  what  will 
be  the  effect  of  Corporation  Reform.  I  ren^ 
tured  last  year  to  predict  as  much,  and  I 
have  the  fulfilment  of  that  prediction  in  the 
words  and  evidence  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  himself.  I  said  then 
that  the  Protestant  establishment  of  Ireland 
was  on  the  very  verge  of  ruin.  But  I  have 
already  trespassed  too  long  on  the  House; 
I  will  therefore  conclude  with  the  few  simple 
pathetic  words  of  Lord  Russell,  the  ancestor 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  the  words  of 
one  on  whose  heart,  even  on  the  soa&ld, 
an  additional  pang  would  have  been  in- 
flicted, if  he  had  been  told  and  could  have 
believed  that  in  these  latter  days  a  de. 
scendant  of  his  own— one  who  inherited  all 
his  courage,  and  many  of  bis  virtues,  who 
was  blessed  by  Providence  with  superior 
talent,  and  high  in  the  confidence  of  his 
Sovereign,  might  have  rescued  the  Protes- 
tant Church  of  Ireland  in  its  utmost  need 
from  the  extremity  of  danger,  yet  deliber* 
ately  preferred  its  overthrow.  The  words 
used  by  Lord  Russell  were  these : ''  I  did  be- 
lieve, and  do  still,  that  Popery  is  breaking 
in  upon  this  nation ;  and  that  those  who 
advance  it  will  stop  at  nothing  to  carry 
on  their  design.  I  am  heartily  sorry  that 
so  many  Protestants  give  their  lielpbg 
hand  to  it.** 

Sir  John  Hobkouse:  The  applauses 
which  proceed  from  boo.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  are  very  natural 
upon  the  conclusion  of.  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Will  the  House 
now  allow  roe  to  make  a  few  comments 
upon  the  remarks  which  he  has  made  ?  I 
mean  to  do  so  not  altogether  in  the  tone 
adopted  by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  if  he 
will  permit  me  still  so  to  call  him.  I  mean 
to  attempt  recalling  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  that  which  in  fact  is  the  subject 
matter  of  debate.  But  in  doing  so  I  think 
that  it  is  due  in  the  first  place  to  myselfi 
as  to  others,  to  the  noble  and  hon. 
persons  with  whom  I  have  the  honour  to 
be  connected,  to  make  one  or  two  com- 
ments upon  that  which  formed,  in  ray 
opinion,  the  spirit  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlenian's  speech,  and  which  was  directed 
against  a  noble.Lord  who  holds  a  place  at 
present  in  his  Majesty's  Administration. 
And  why  was  this  ?  Because  that  noble 
Lord  happened  to  have  used  an  ingenious 
quotation  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment.    For  this  be  has  been  subjected  by 
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mj  right  hon.  Friend  to  what  I  must  take 
the  liberty  of  calliog  a  very  anjast  im- 

Eutation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  haa 
een  pleased  to  say  in  reference  to  the 
quotation  made  by  Lord  Holland  in  the 
House  of  Lords — a  quotation,  1  believe, 
from  some  monkish  historian — lean  help 
him  to  the  name,  although  I  suppose  he 
does  not  require  it  from  me — the  quota- 
tion is  from  Janus  Vitanus,  and  it  is  this : 
''  Quse  perpetuo  sunt  agitata  manent." 
And  my  right  hon.  Friend  says,  that  the 
true  interpretation  of  this  is,  that  "  by 
perpetual  agitation"  my  noble  Friend,  the 
noble  Lord,  and  we  '*are  to  remain  in 
office." 

Sir  Jame^  Orahcun  was  understood  to 
disclaim  applying  it  to  the  noble  Lord  in 
the  manner  described  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet. 

Sir  /.  Hobhouset  Did  not  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  mean  to  apply  it  to  the  Ad- 
ministration of  which  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net was  a  Member?  By  so  applying  it,  I 
hope  t  am  not  guilty  of  any  discourtesy  in 
throwing  back  tne  imputation,  and  telling 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  no  such 
motive  influences  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
in  the  conduct  they  pursue;  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  find  for  his 
charge  no  greater  proof  than  that  which 
he  has  brought  forward  to-night,  I  am 
quite  confident  that  the  country  will  not 
pass  such  a  sentence  as  he  has  pronounced 
upon  us.  My  right  hon.  Friend  seems  to 
think  that  it  is  for  some  base  objects  we 
are  now  sitting  here — that  it  is  for  the 
mere  emoluments,  the  mere  power,  that 
office  Confers  that  we  condescend  to  sit 
here,  and  to  be  baited  by  him  every  night. 
I  trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
had  too  much  experience  of  the  personal 
honour  if  not  of  the  political  conduct  of 
his. former  Friends,  to  believe  that  they 
are  capable  of  acting  in  a  manner  so  com- 
pletely incompatible  with  the  honour  of 
English  Gentlemen.  I  do  not  know  what 
pleasure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
find  in  thus  perpetually  putting  forward 
such  charges.  But  1  wish  to  call  this  to 
his  recollection,  that  when  a  man  changes 
his  opinions  (I  do  not  mean  to  say  the 
righthon.Gentlemanhasdoneso);  but  when 
a  man  changes  to  another  side  of  the 
Mouse  (and  no  one  has  a  right  to  object 
to  that);  but  this  I  say,  that  a  man  may  act 
magnanimously  without  carrying  into  his 
new  position  a  perpetual  bitterness  against 
his  ancknt  aHies.  The  right  hon.Gentleman 


has  omitted  no  occasion  on  which  he  did 
not  bring  forward,  not  political,  but  per-* 
sonai  charges  against  us.  Allow  me  to 
say,  that  he  has  repeated  this  practice  over 
and  over  again ;  and  after  having  tried  to 
create  some  division  amongst  the  Friends 
behind  me,  he  now  tries  to  create  di- 
visions amongst  those  who  supported  the 
illustrious  man  who  was  at  the  head  of 
the  Administration  to  which  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  belonged.  I  have  seen 
his  motives,  and  I  have  traced  over  and 
over  again  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  /.  Graham  rose  to  order.  There 
was  no  person  less  disposed  than  he  was 
to  interrupt  the  course  of  the  debate:  but 
he  appealed  to  the  Speaker  whether,  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pToceeded  to 
impute  motives,  he  did  not  exceed  the 
order  of  debate. 

Sir  /.  C.  Hobhouset  I  do  not  think  I 
am  open  to  the  reprehension  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.     I  certainly  said   I  could 
trace  the  motives;  perhaps  I  ought  to 
have  said  the  intention.    I  do  not  mean  to 
say  anything  whatever  which  Can  be  con- 
strued into  a  want  of  courtesy  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;  but  what  I  meant  to 
say  was  this,  that  I  thought  I  could  trac6 
repeatedly  the  hand  of  the  right  hon.Gen- 
tleman in  an  attempt  to  disconnect  Lord 
Grey  and  those  Friends  of  his  who  form 
the  present  Government,  and  those  who 
happen  to  think  with  him.     I  had  not  the 
honour  of  being  a  member  of  the  Cabinet 
of  Lord  Grey ;  but  T  had  the  honour  of 
holdinff  two  high  official  situations  under 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  under  the 
noble  Lord ;    and  I  had  the  honour  of 
having  the  office  of  the  Irish  Secretary-^ 
ship  handed  over  to  me.     But  this  I  can 
say,  that    if  the   right   hon.  Gentleman 
thinks  to  discredit  us  with  some  of  the 
followers  or  Friends  of  liord  Grey  who 
happen  not  to  agree  with  those  now  con- 
nected with  the  Government — I  must  tell 
him  this,  that  I  have  the  best  authority  for 
saying  that  the  noble  and  illustrious  per- 
son referred  to  never  has  accused  the  Go- 
vernment of  Lord  Melbourne,  and   never 
had  the  right  to  complain,  that  they  acted 
in  any  way  that  he  could  complain  of.  I  do 
say  that  we  are  doing  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  this,  that  we  have  attempted  to  carry  on 
a  great  principle.     This  Aaministration  is 
but  the  offspring  of  the  Reform  Bill,  This 
Administration  is  but  the  offtpriog  of  that 
Bill,  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  one  of  the  framers,  and  of  which  th^ 
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question,  and  also  expect  an  answer  to  it* 
The  answer  they  will  have  to  give  must 
be,  whether  or  not  they  mean  to  give  a 
Corporation  Bill  to  Ireland — whether  do 


noble  Lord  opposite  was  one  of  the  sup- 
porters. So  far,  then,  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  taunting  us  for  anything  we 
have  done,  and  which  could  justify  him  in 
attacking  us — so  far  from  his  branding 
this  Administration  with  the  character  he 
has  applied  to  us,  I  am  confident  that 
when  the  truth  comes  to  be  told  we  shall 
be  considered  to  have  fairly  carried  out 
the  principle  upon  which  the  Government 
of  1830  acted.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man brought,  I  think,  this  question  to  the 
test,  and  which  ought  to  be  applied  to  it. 
It  is  this — how  is  Ireland  to  be  governed  ? 
That  is  the  test.  I  have  not  heard — I  do 
not  exactly  know  what  is — the  course  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Col- 
leagues mean  to  pursue  on  this  occasion. 
Thev  say  they  will  not  oppose  the  bring- 
ing m  of  the  Bill.  They  say  they  do  not 
mean  to  oppose,  as  far  as  I  can  under- 
stand, the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  Am 
I  to  understand  that  they  mean  to  take 
the  same  course  that  they  did  last  Session? 
Am  I  to  understand  that  they  mean  to 
annihilate  the  Protestant  corporations  in 
Ireland,  and  say  that  there  are  to  be  no 
corporations  at  all,  for  fear  the  Catholics 
should  be  admitted  into  them.  Now 
this  is  the  question,  and  nothing  but 
this;  and  now  let  me  come  to  a  point 
which  I  do  not  understand.  My  noble 
Friend,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, has  stated,  that  the  Government 
mtend  to  pass  this  Bill.  They  intend  to 
attempt  passing  this  Bill.  And  when  my 
noble  Friend  says  that,  I  certainly,  as  one 
of  the  Government,  stand  here  in  con- 
firmation of  that  statement,  and  take  its 
responsibility  upon  me.  And  I  now  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  if  we 
do  not  pass  this  Bill,  do  they  intend  to 

fovern  Ireland  upon  the  other  principle  ? 
)oes  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  suppos. 
ing  the  happy  day  should  arrive  in  which 
we  should  be  relieved  of  our  thankless 
servitude  here,  does  he  intend  to  govern 
Ireland  with  Orange  handkerchief  and 
"the  Kentish  fire,''  and  this,  too,  with 
the  assistance  of  a  very  respectable  noble- 
man acting  as  fugleman  ?  Does  the  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman  mean  to  do  this?  I 
think  that  the  King's  Government,  and 
the  country  too,  will  consider  they  have  a 
right  to  ask  the  question,  and  to  have  a 
decided  answer  to  it.  I  am  here  not 
to  force  an  answer  to  my  question 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
•ite^  but  think  the  country  will  put  such  a 


you  intend  to  legislate  for  Ireland  as  you 
legislate  for  England  and  Scotland — whe- 
ther you,  distinguished  gentlemen  and 
powerful  party  opposite,  mean  to  govern 
Ireland  on  opposite  principles  ?  There  is 
medium  in  these  two  courses.     The 


no 


Irish  people,  I  tell  you,  will  reject  your  no- 
corporation  principle.  I  do  not  speak  of 
your,  so  called,  Protestants ;  but  I  am 
speaking  of  the  Irish  people,  as  repre- 
sented by  the  mass — as  represented  by 
the  great  body  of  the  intelligence,  wealth, 
talent,  and  power  of  the  community.  I 
say,  they  will  not  be  content  with  the 
annihilation  of  the  Corporations  as  they 
exist — they  will  not,  certainly,  be  satisfied 
with  a  middle  course  with  which  you 
hope  to  content  them;  and  before  you 
make  a  stand  at  all,  you  must  determine 
what  is  the  course  you  will  take.  Will 
you  take  up  that  position  which  you  re- 
treated from  before,  and  by  retreating 
from  which  you  obtained  so  much  power 
and  popularity  at  the  time.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  be  prepared  to 
tell  the  country — I  mean  when  he  and  his 
party  succeed  to  our  places — he  ought  to 
be  prepared  to  tell  the  country  whether 
he  intends  that  there  shall  be  no  Corpora- 
tion reform  for  Ireland — whether  he  in- 
tends to  govern  in  spite  of  the  majority — 
a  majority  in  his  own  House  of  Commons, 
assembled  under  his  own  auspices,  and  all 
this,  too,  because  that  proposal  is  sup- 

Eorled  by  a  majoritjr  in  the  House  of 
lOrds.  I  tell  a  plain  tale.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  complained  last  night 
that  we  were  not  sufficiently  explicit.  I 
do  not  object  to  his  complaining,  but  he 
shall  not  have  to  complain  of  my  not 
being  explicit  enough  to-night.  The 
question  to  be  decided  to-night  is  this : 
shall  this  country  be  governed  by  a  majority 
of  the  House  of  Lords  against  a  majority 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  or  shall  it  be 
governed  by  a  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  against  a  majority  of  the  House 
of  Lords?  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  to  govern  by  a  majority  of  the 
House  of  Lords  against  a  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons?  I  quote  his  own 
words — he  has  said  he  could  not.  I  have 
his  recorded  phrases  about  me.  I  do  not 
quote  newspapers.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet saidi  he  would  not  do  it,  and  he  did 
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do  it  afterwards.  He  decried  the  prac- 
tice, and  he  afterwards  gave  us  a  notable 
instance  of  his  faUing  into  it  himself.  I 
am  quite  sure,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  is  not  afraid  of  his  own 
words.  That  right  hon.  Baronet  did  say, 
that  it  was  to  a  majority  of  this  House  he 
intended  to  appeal.  It  is  to  that  majority 
I  appeal — in  a  Parliament  collected  by 
himself  and  unrler  his  own  auspices ;  col- 
lected, I  will  not  say  under  what  pre- 
tences, for  I  do  not  wish  to  lower  any  one 
in  his  own  estimation  and  that  of  others. 
But  the  Parliament  1  appeal  to  is,  in  the 
common  acceptation,  his  own,  and  from 
that  Parliament  it  would  be  hardly  fair, 
and  I  trust  that,  if  tried,  it  would  not  be 
safe,  for  him  to  appeal.  Our  majority 
upon  this  question  is  86.  Are  we  to  be 
controlled  by  a  majority  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament?  I  say,  no — de- 
cidedly  no;  and  unless  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  prepared  to  accept  the 
Government  on  the  terms  of  carrying  it 
on  by  a  majority  of  the  House  of  Lords 
controlling  the  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  controlling,  too,  that  which  is 
a  popular  question,  one  of  municipal 
rights,  and  a  question  with  which  the 
House  of  Commons  must  be  considered 
far  more  conversant  than  the  other  House, 
unless  he  is  prepared  to  accept  the 
Government  on  such  terms,  I  say,  that 
his  opposition  to  this  measure  is  not  wise, 
and  is  not  consistent  with  his  usual  pru- 
dence; and  I  trust,  as  experience  on 
so  many  other  occasions  has  proved,  he 
will  be  shown  to  be  also  wrong  on 
this.  The  noble  Lord  has  introduced  a 
Bill  similar  to  that  of  last  year,  one  for 
forming  Municipal  Corporations  in  Ire- 
land, and  I  must  say,  that  I  have  heard 
nothing,  unless  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, which  could  in  the  least  approach 
to  any  argument  against  the  iiUroduction 
of  that  measure.  It  has  been  said,  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  are  unfit  and  dis- 
qualified for  power ;  that  is  to  say,  that 
if  power  be  given  to  them  they  will  use  it, 
not  for  the  common  weal,  but  against  it. 
And  whereas,  you  may  give  Corporations 
in  Scotland  and  in  England,  that  you  may 
fairly  intrust  to  the  people  the  selection  of 
those  who  will  manage  their  own  affairs, 
in  Ireland  you  may  not  so  intrust  them — 
that  there,  if  you  give  them  the  power, 
they  will  only  select  persons  who  will  do 
mischief  to  the  community.  The  right 
iion.  Qeotleman  who  has  just  sat  down, 
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has  taken  the  high  religious  ground ;  he 
apprehends,  if  you  give  these  Corporations 
to  Ireland,  they  will  do  something  against 
the  Protestant  religion  in  that  country. 
Has,  I  ask,  the  Protestant  religion  flou- 
rished under  the  present  corporation  sys- 
tem ?  Certainly  not.  If  none  but  Catho- 
lics had  been  selected  to  fill  offices  in 
Corporations,  surely  no  more  mischief 
could  have  been  done  than  by  the  system 
hitherto  pursued.  I  am  sure,  if  we  are  to 
judge  of  Protestantism  by  Protestants, 
we  can  have  no  other  opinion.  I  do  not 
think  the  Recorder  of  Dublin  is  a  good 
judge  upon  this  subject;  he,  in  reference 
to  it,  quoted  rather  a  profane  author, 
Homer,  of  its  being  like  a  golden  chain 
let  down  from  heaven,  and  thus  communi- 
cating divine  blessings  to  man !  We 
have  tried  the  pure  Protestantism  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  some  time,  and 
what  are  we  now  going  to  try?  Some- 
thing in  a  spirit  of  fairness  and  impar- 
tiality. My  noble  Friend,  in  one  part  of 
his  speech,  alluded,  as  I  have  before  said, 
to  what  would  be  the  probable  result  of 
the  rejection  of  this  Bill.  Supposing  that 
catastrophe  which  he  shadowed  out  in  no 
very  ambiguous  phrase  were  to  occur,  all 
I  shall  say  is  this,  that  I  think  we  have 
not  rendered  ourselves  liable  to  any  of  the 
imputations  which  have  been  cast  on  us. 
When  first  we  undertook  the  Government 
of  the  country,  which  we  did  under  most 
difficult  circumstances,  we  began  by  at- 
tempting to  confer,  and  we  succeeded  in 
iriving  free  Municipat  Corporations  in 
England.  In  the  course  of  the  last  Par- 
liament, we  passed  many  acts  which  I 
feel  certain  a  dispassionate  posterity  will 
consider  of  great  benefit  to  this  country  ; 
it  is  my  belief,  that  even  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  are  now  our  opponents,  will,  one 
day  or  other,  confess  that  we  deserve  for 
these  acts  the  approbation  of  the  country. 
If  we  fail  in  the  object  we  have  now  in 
view — that  of  making  Ireland  participate 
in  the  blessings  we  have  assisted  in  con- 
ferring on  England,  we  shall,  at  least,  fail 
honourably.  We  shall,  at  least,  have 
attempted  a  great  object,  and  it  is  more 
honourable  to  fail  in  an  endeavour  of  mag- 
nitude than  in  a  small  undertaking.  The 
whole  of  our  career,  short  as  it  has  been, has 
been  marked  with  that  endeavour.  These 
observations  I  must  be  allowed  to  make  in 
justice  to  our  own  characters,  in  justice  to 
our  constituents,  in  justice  to  that  majority 
of  the  House  which  has  hitherto  supported 
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tiff,  which,  T  hfive  no  doubt,  will  still  conti- 
nue to  lend  i>9  iu  generous  aid,  and  in  the 
face  of  which,  I  must  repeat,  1  defy  the 
rig^ht  hon.  Baronet  to  undertake  the 
Government  of  this  country. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  I  should  infer,  Sir, 
that,  as  it  is  not  intended  to  take  the  divi- 
•ion  in  this  stage  of  the  proceedings,  it 
might  suit  the  general  convenience  that 
the  debate  should  be  brought  to  a  close. 
If  I  am  wrong  in  that  impression,  I  am 
perfectly  ready  to  give  way  to  what  may 
be  the  prevailing  opinion  respecting  the 
adjournment.  But  if  the  general  wish  is 
that  this  debate  should  be  brought  to  a 
close,  I  am  ready  so  far  to  give  e0ect  to 
that  wish,  as  to  make  now  the  few  obser- 
vations which  I  have  to  make.  I  say  the 
few  observations,  because  I  am  almost 
ashamed  to  rise  after  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  who  sits  on  my  left  hand, 
and  after  that  attempt  at  a  reply,  heard 
from  a  Minister  of  the  Crown.  I  know 
and  I  respect  the  ability  of  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman — and  what  inference  do  I  draw 
from  his  failure?  Not  that  his  powers 
have  deserted  him,  but  that  he  felt  the 
utter  impossibility  of  contending  with  the 
speech  which  he  followed,  but  which  he 
did  not  attempt  to  answer.  I  have  been 
rather  surprised  by  the  course  which  this 
debate  has  taken.  His  Majesty  called  our 
attention,  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
to  the  state  of  Ireland.  He  especially  com- 
manded the  Commissioners  to  bring  under 
our  notice  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  the 
wisdom  of  adoptigg  all  such  measures  as 
may  improve  the  condition  of  that  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  His  Majesty  re- 
commended an  early  consideration,  in  the 
same  sentence,  of  three  great  measures — 
the  constitution  of  the  municipal  body  in 
Ireland,  the  question  of  the  Church,  and 
the  question  of  the  application  of  poor-laws 
to  Ireland.  And  when  the  noble  Lord 
intimated  to  us  that  he  did  not  intend,  in 
moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  the  Municipal 
Bill,  to  confine  himself  to  the  discussion  of 
the  abstract  merits  of  that  question,  but 
would  enter  into  the  general  question  of  the 
state  of  Ireland,  I  took  it  for  granted  it  was 
his  intention  to  take  a  comprehensive  view 
of  the  condition  of  that  country,  and  to 
afford  us  an  outline  of  each  of  the  three 
great  measures  alluded  to  in  his  Majesty's 
Speech.  What,  however,  was  the  course 
which  the  noble  Lord,  the  leader  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  took  on  opening  the 
subject  ?  He  fixed  on  a  resolution  which 
had  been  pasted  by  a  body  of  Gentlemen, 


in  Dublin,  who  had  met  to  petition  Ftr* 
liament.  He  concealed  from  us  erery thing 
which  he  intended  with  reftpect  to  the 
Church — ^he  concealed  from  us  everytbiDg 
which  he  intended  with  respect  to  poor, 
laws — but  he  provoked  a  discussion  on  the 
14th  Resolution,  which  had  been  come  to 
by  a  number  of  Gentlemen  who  thought 
they  might  with  safety  exercise  the  humble 
privilege  of  petition.  He  knew  the  peti- 
tion was  to  be  presented  to  the  House — 
for  that  appeared  on  the  face  of  the  resolu- 
tion— but  he  would  hardly  wait  till  it  was 
signed,  before  be  made  an  attack  on  it. 
He  knew  that  the  proper  time  for  making 
any  charges  with  respect  to  those  resolu- 
tions was  when  the  petition  should  be  pre- 
sented ;  but  he  took  the  opportunity  of  in- 
troducing the  Municipal  Bill  to  accuse 
those  who  had  attended  the  meeting,  but 
who  were  not  yet  prepared  with  a  petition, 
of  making  charges  against  the  Ministry, 
which  they  shrunk  from  supporting  in  their 
places  in  Parliament.  The  noble  Lord  had 
received  an  answer  which   he  little  ex- 

Sected.  *'  You  deal  in  general,  in  vague 
eclamation,*'  said  the  noble  Lord ;  "  no 
facts  have  you  to  mention,  not  one :  I  chaU 
lenge  you  to  come  forward  with  the  de- 
tails ;  and  I  will  brand  you  with  disgrace, 
unless  you  produce  your  facts.*'  Well,  four 
hours  did  not  elapse  before  the  discussion 
became  very  inconvenient;  and  then  the 
House  was  told,  that  it  would  be  infinitely 
better  to  confine  themselves  to  the  great 
question,  which  was  the  proper  object  of 
our  debate — that  the  detail  of  small  facts 
was  more  inconvenient  than  a  statement  of 
general  principles — and  we  were  implored 
to  return  to  that  which  was  the  legitimate 
subject  for  our  consideration,  viz.  the  Mu- 
ni cij^al  Bill.  There  were  facts  in  abun- 
dance. The  resolution  complained  of  was 
this— that  patronage  had  been  so  applied, 
and  the  prerogative  of  mercy  so  exercised, 
as  to  shake  confidence  in  the  administration 
of  justice.  Well,  the  facts  were  brought 
forward,  by  which  that  general  allegation 
was  supported,  and  a  tender  was  made  by 
those  who  did  bring  them  forward  to  prove 
them  before  any  tribunal  which  the  House 
of  Commons  should  choose  to  appoint.  It 
was  said,  '*  We  assert  that  persons  have 
been  placed  in  a  situation,  who,  however 
respectable  in  private  life — who,  however 
eminent  in  certain  attainments  of  a  lawyer, 
have  stiU  not  that  professional  standing 
which  entitled  them  to  be  placed  over  the 
heads  of  other  barristers  of  superior  (juali* 
ficatioua ;  and  the  consequence  of  that  un* 
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due  advancement  has  been,  that  in  a  situ- 
ation of  the  utrao&t  importance — more 
important  than  the  ostensibly  responsible 
atuation  of  Attorney  or  Solicit  or- General^ 
because  the  influence  is  greater,  the  at- 
tendance is  more  constant,  and  the  duties 
more  unseen, — in  that  situation  of  confi- 
dential advice  has  been  placed  an  indivi- 
dual who  has  taken  an  active  part  in  the 
Association  now  existing  in  Ireland/' 
That  was  one  fact ;  and  it  was  offercd  to 
establish  it  before  a  Select  Committee, 
fairly  and  impartially  constituted.  "  A 
Select  Committee!"  say  they;  "Oh  no— 
you  cannot  have  a  Select  Committee ;  these 
thin^  are  not  fit  fur  inquiry  before  a  Se- 
lect Committee.  Move  an  impeachment ; 
an  impeachment  is  the  only  course." 
What !  an  impeachment  to  inquire  whe« 
iherj  in  discharging  by  wholesale  prisoners 
from  gaol,  Lord  Mulgrave  has  exercised 
wisely  the  prerogative  of  mercy  } — to  in- 

Suire  whether  Mr.  Pigott  was,  under  all 
le  circumstances,  a  proper  individual  to 
be  appointed  confidential  adviser  at  the 
Castle  ?  Let  me  ask,  \s  there  no  possibi- 
lity of  questioning  any  act  of  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  or  of  a  member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, but  by  going  through  the  cum- 
bersome process  of  an  impeachment  ?  Must 
the  noble  Lord  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  or  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
that  country,  be  put  on  the  footing  of  a 
Strafibrd  or  a  Laud,  or  will  he  not  con- 
descend to  answer  the  objections  that  may 
be  made  to  his  conduct  ?  It  must  surely 
be  by  a  Select  Committee,  and  not  by  im- 
peachment, that  we  can  inquire  whether 
Lord  Oxmantown  appointed  Mr.  Cassidy 
to  the  magistracy  prior  to  or  subsequently 
to  the  occurrences  which  induced  Lord  de 
Vesey  not  to  recommend  him  to  the  com- 
mission of  the  peace  for  the  Queen's 
County.  Do  you  mean  to  resist  the  in- 
quiry  into  these  facts?  Do  you  mean, 
after  resting  this  debate  on  the  14th  or 
24th  Resolution  that  was  come  to  at  the 
meeting  in  Dublin — do  you  mean,  after 
Bftyiogj  "Those  allegations  and  vitupera- 
tions are  unfair,  and  let  us  have  facts — 
facts  with  which  we  can  deal,  and  to  which 
we  can  reply" — do  you  mean,  after  this,  to 
turn  round  and  tell  us  that  "  Nothing  but 
impeachmeilt  will  do  :  we  are  so  convinced 
of  the  high  dignity  of  our  situation,  that 
we  will  yield  to  nothing  but  an  impeach- 
ment; nothing  short  of  an  impeachment 
will  satisfy  us?"  Why  did  not  the  noble 
Lord  take  the  more  statesman-like  course 
of  entering  on   the  state  of  Ireland  ?— 


[^Lord  John  Russell :  I  did  sa] — Yea  ; 
but  ^he  state  of  Ireland  into  which  the 
noble  Lord  entered,  was  that  from  which 
the  Church  question  was  excluded — ^was 
that  from  which  the  question  of  poor-laws 
was  excluded.  The  noble  Lord's  perform- 
ance was  an  improvement  on  the  provincial 
performance  of  which  we  have  heard  ;  for 
it  was  the  play  of  Hamlet  with  both  the 
parts  of  namlei  and  Ophelia  omitted. 
You  tell  us,  because  we  refuse  to  apply  the 
sjame  principle  to  Ireland,  in  respect  of 
municipal  institutions,  that  we  have  ap- 
plied to  England,  that  we  are  inflicting 
wTong,  and  offering  insult  to  the  people  of 
Ireland.  Now,  let  me  ask  you,  do  you 
intend  to  apply  that  rule  to  the  other  mea- 
sures ?  Do  you,  having  made  certain  laws 
with  respect  to  the  Church  of  England- 
do  you,  having  passed  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  jgranted  the  incorporation  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland  with  the  Church  of 
England — do  you  mean  to  apply  the  iden- 
tical principle  of  legislation  to  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  wliich  vou  have  applied  to  the 
Church  of  Englana  ?  If  you  do  not,  on 
what  ground  do  you  refuse?  Is  it  not 
that  there  is  a  peculiarity  of  circumstanceB 
— is  it  not  that  there  is  a  peculiarity  in  the 
state  of  society  in  Ireland,  which  justifies 
the  application  to  that  country  of  a  differ- 
ent principle?  If  that  be  true  with  re- 
spect to  the  Church — if  it  be  not  an  insult 
to  Ireland  to  apply  different  principles  on 
account  of  different  circumstances — let  me 
tell  you,  you  are  not  to  take  it  for  granted 
that  a  refusal  to  acknowledge  an  identity 
with  regard  to  another  measure  is  an  insult 
to  the  people.  Do  you  mean  to  apply  the 
same  principles  to  Ireland  as  you  have  acted 
on  in  England,with  respect  to  the  poor-laws? 
That  is  an  important  subject,  affecting  the 
interests,  the  sympathies,  and  feelings  of  as 
great  a  number  of  human  beings  as  the 
>Iunicipal  Corporations  Reform,  or  almost 
any  other  political  question  which  can  be 
mooted.  The  law  of  England  is,  that  every 
pei*son  bom  in  the  kingdom,  who  is  old, 
blind,  maimed,  or  otherwise  impotent,  is 
entitled  to  relief  from  his  parish.  Do  you 
mean  to  apply  that  law  to  Ireland — you 
who  talk  so  loudly  of  identity  of  legisla- 
lation  ?  I  fear  you  do  not.  I  know  many 
among  those  who  clamour  the  loudest  about 
justice  and  equal  laws  are  the  most  forward 
to  charge  us  with  insulting  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  the  most  active  in  crying  out 
for  redress — who  shrink  within  themselves 
when  poor-laws  for  Ireland  are  the  sub- 
ject of  discussion.  Poverty  and  impo* 
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tence  are  not  entitled  in  their  eyes,  to  the 
same  identity  of  legislation  as  political 
partisans.  On  this  point  they  show  them- 
selves in  their  true  colours,  and  the  prin- 
ciple of  identity,  as  far  as  the  right  of  the 
poor  to  relief  is  concerned,  is  denominated 
by  no  more  soothing  appellation  than  *'a 
great  luimbug."  When  we  ask  these  cla- 
mourers  for  equal  laws  and  justice,  why  do 
you  refuse  to  support  your  poor  on  the 
same  foo^  iig  as  the  poor  in  England  are 
supported,  and  tell  them  to  do  so  in  perfect 
accordance  with  their  own  principle  of 
identity  of  legislation,  they  answer  us,  and 
say,  **  Ireland  is  differently  circumstanced 
from  England ;  the  whole  question  de- 
pends upon  circumstances ;  it  should  he 
left  open  to  them."  The  noble  Lord  should 
have  told  us  his  intentions  with  regard  to 
poor-laws  for  that  country  as  well  as  tithes ; 
and  I  maintain  that  he  cannot  justly  call 
on  the  House  to  pass  the  Bill  for  which  he 
has  moved  respecting  thcr  municipal  cor- 
pcmitions  without  letting  us  know  what 
his  measures  on  those  twu  points  will 
cmbnice.  Wiih  respect  to  poor-laws  for 
Ireland,  see  for  a  moment  what  the  opera- 
ticm  wculd  be  on  this  measure.  In  Eng- 
land the  right  of  voting  dei:ends  not  on  the 
value  (if  the  house  in  which  the  voter  lives, 
but  <m  the  payment  of  his  rates — in  which 
are  included,  of  course,  the  poor-rate.  Now, 
beWe  you  offer  us  the  Mutiicipal  Corpor.i- 
tion  Bill  for  Irt-land,  do  you  refuse  to  give 
us  any  explanation  on  the  subject  of  the 
connexion  of  rating  with  the  Ti«rht  of  votinij 
ill  towns  in  Ireland  ?  Do  you  mean  to  say. 
thjJt  th()se  who  are  rated  to  the  pDor-rate 
alone  shall  have  the  right  to  vote,  or  that 
that  right  shall  be  derived  solely  from  the 
value  of  the  tenement  occupied  by  the  in- 
habitant of  the  town.  In  either  case,  do 
you  mean  to  submit  the  Municipal  Bill  to 
the  Committee  before  you  give  any  expla- 
na  ion  of  your  views  on  this  most  important 
quest itm  ?  The  country  longs  for  an 
answer.  My  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  J. 
(iraham)  on  mv  left  has  so  fullv  entered 
into  all  the  subjects  broached  in  the  colla- 
teral discussitm  which  was  invited,  pro- 
voked, and  compelled,  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  that  he  has  spared  me  the  trouble, 
and  precluded  me  from  the  necessity  of 
proceeding  any  length  with  it.  He  has, 
in  short,  anticipated  me,  and  left  me  very 
little  to  say  on  them.  The  two  main  ques- 
tions, however,  broached  in  the  resolution 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  made  the  basis 
of  the  discussion,  are,  whether  the  patron, 
age  vested  in  the  Irish  Government  has  been 


properly  exercised,  and  whether  the  royal 
prerogative  of  mercy,  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  has 
been  rightly  applied.  By  far  the  greatest 
matter  connected  with  the  former  was  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Pigott  to  the  situation 
of  confidential  adviser  at  the  Castle.  Mr. 
Pigott,  from  all  I  have  heard,  is  a  respect- 
able man ;  but  1  contend  that  his  appoint, 
ment  was  improper.  Do  you  think  that  I 
object  to  it  because  he  is  a  Roman  Catholic  ? 
No,  far  be  it  from  me  to  do  so.  I  object 
to  because  it  shows  the  animtts  which 
actuates  the  Government,  and  because  it  is  a 
direct  encouragement  and  sanction  to  the  As- 
sociation now  sitting  in  Dublin,  that  gentle- 
man being  an  active  member  of  the  body. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  j. 
C.  Hobhouse)  asks  me  what  course  I  shall 
pursue  when  I  receive  that  appointment  of 
which  I  had  not  the  slightest  expectation 
until  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke.  To 
this  I  ansM'er  that,  as  1  doubt  his  authority 
to  confer  that  appointment  on  me,  I  also 
doubt  his  right  to  catechise  me  on  the 
results  of  a  contingency  which,  until  this 
night,  I  thought  of  all  other  things  was  the 
most  remote.  And  now,  what  between  the 
funeral  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
— the  song  of  the  dying  swan — and  the 
declaration  volunteered  by  him,  that  it 
would  be  madness  in  me  to  hope  to  conduct 
;he  Government  at  all,  I  am  left  in  the 
greatest  doubt  as  to  the  actual  position  in 
which  I  stand.  That  speech  was  half  a 
congratulation  on  the  future  prospects  of 
the  Government  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  is  a  MembiT,  and  half  consisted 
of  lugubrious  prophesies  and  lamentations  as 
to  their  inability  to  carry  it  on.  But  I  shall 
answer  his  question  more  fully.  1  shall  con. 
trast  with  it  the  course  which  I  pursued  in 
respect  to  the  Orange  societies  last  Session 
of  Parliament,  and  the  course  which  the 
Government  pursues  in  respect  to  the 
National  Association  in  Ireland  during  this. 
I  am  told  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  that  the  greater  part  of 
my  support  in  the  House  is  derived 
from  the  adherence  of  Orangemen  to  me, 
and  the  influence  of  Orangemen  in  my 
favour.  Now,  I  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friends 
behind  me,  many  of  whom  were  then 
members  of  Orange  societies,  whether  any 
man  could  be  more  anxious  to  persuade 
them  than  I  was  at  the  time  his  Majesty's 
commands  for  their  suppression  was  issued 
to  acquiesce  in  them — or  whether  any  man 
could  have  been  more  studious  to  change 
and  divest  those  societies  of  the  spirit  thust 
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pervaded  tbem  which  might  have  been 
dangerous  to  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of 
the  country  ?  In  those  endeavours  I  wax 
aided  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  who,  on  that  occa- 
sion, spoke  the  sentiments  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Will  he  now  take  the  same  counse 
with  regard  to  the  National  Association? 
He  cannot  depart  from  his  principles  of 
identity  in  legislation,  although  the  national 
Association,  and  not  municipal  laws,  be  the 
subject  of  discussion.  When  the  sup. 
pression  of  the  Orange  societies  was  in 
question  the  noble  Lord  came  down  tu 
the  House,  and  stated  that  he  had  con. 
suited  the  law-officers  of  the  Crown — the 
Attorney  and  Solicitor  General — and  that 
there  existed  doubts  in  his  mind  as  to  the 
illegality  of  these  societies.  He  threw 
himself  therefore  on  their  loyalty,  and  he 
said  he  felt  himself  compelled  to  rely  on 
their  good  sense.  That  was  the  appeal  he. 
made  to  them — will  he  try  a  similar  one 
with  the  loyalty  of  the  National  Associa- 
tion ?  He  said,  moreover,  that  secret  signs 
and  symbols  were  not  illegal ;  but  that 
secret  meetings,  held  in  different  parts  of 
the  country,  presided  over  by  r^ilarly  ap- 
pointed presidents,  were  so.  He  also  urged 
the  right  of  the  Crown  to  a<k  any  one 
in  its  employment,  especiiilly  if  it  was  one 
of  trust  and  responsibility,  whether  he 
belonged  to  a  secret  stHriety  of  any  kind, 
and  if  he  did,  to  discharge  him,  unless  be 
at  once  dissolved  his  connexion  with  it. 
Did  the  noble  Lord  ask  that  qnesrion  «»f 
Mr.  Pigott?  1  think  the  principle  laiil  down 
by  the  noble  Lord  was,  that  when  a  civil 
office  is  to  be  conferred  the  Government 
shall  lay  down  the  conditifini  on  which  it 
can  be  held.  Did  rhe  noble  Lord  exerd^ 
the  right  he  asserted  on  the  former  occasion 
to  do  that  in  the  instance  of  Mr.  Figott? 
If  the  dissolution  of  all  connexion  with 
societies  of  that  nature  wa«  required  as  a 
#iiie  qua  non  of  all  persons  appointed  to 
or  serving  in  situations  under  the  Govern- 
ment, why  did  not  the  noUe  Lord  require 
it  in  this  case  as  well  as  in  the  other  case 
where  Orangemen  were  in  question  ?  The 
noble  Lord  on  that  occas'ion  also  said,  in 
allusion  to  the  magistracy,  that  no  man 
should  be  appointed  who  belonged  to  any 
political  society,  because  the  Bench  should 
be  free  from  all  suspicion,  and  the  ma- 
gistrate should  have  the  character  of  im- 
partiality with  all  classes  of  society  which 
he  was  called  on  to  deal  with.  I  think 
that  is  a  good  rule,  but  has  the  noble  Lord 
appl](ed  U  to  the  recent  appoiatineota  to  the 


magistracy  of  Ireland  ?     Have  no  members 
of  the    National    Association   been   made 
magistrates  since  their  connexion  with  it  ? 
The  noble  Lord  expressed  bis  confidence  in 
the  lojalty   of  the  Orange  societies,  and 
stated  that  he  was    satisfied   they   would 
obey  the  Kind's  wishes,  and  dissolve  with- 
out  the  necessity  of  any  law  against  them. 
Has  he  made  a  similar  experiment  on  the 
loyalty  of  the  National   Association  ?     Has 
he  equal   confidence   in  that  body  ?     But 
why  do  I  ask,  what  is  the  meaning  of  the 
Prime   Minister  of  England  condemning 
and   denouncing    this     association   in    the 
House   of  Lords,    when   a   vacancy  in   a 
public  situation  of  great  trust  is  filled  by 
one  of  its  most  active   members,  and  you 
boast  in  the  House  of  Commons  that  you 
and  the  law-officers  of  the  Crown  are  iden- 
tified with  it?     I  know  that  a  distinction 
may  be  drawn  by  a  technical  mind  between 
the  nature  of  the  two  classes  of  associations. 
I  know  that  it  may  be  urged  that  one  was 
secret    and   exclusive,  composed   alune  of 
Protestant*,  and  holding  its   meetings  in 
private,   while  the   other   is  open    to   the 
public,  and  free  to  all  ctiuditions  and  creeds 
to  enter  into.     But   let  us   examine  for  a 
moment  this  distinction.     The  nuble  Lord 
declared  that  secrecy  was  not  illegal  ;    and 
it   appears  that  tlic  only  ]Hfnahy  which  it 
could  incur  would  be  the  hon.  Gentlem<»n's 
disapprobation  on   the   other    »i<ie   of  the 
Houu*.     But,  even  supp^»*ing  it  were,  it  iic 
not   in  »ecrecy  alone  that  clanger  c*m%\%t%* 
The  Jacobin  Club  of  l'ars«  %vas  n.tt  a  mrcret 
club  ;  its  sitting**  were  open  to  all  courr^. 
Yet   what   misctiicf  ('i:i  it  not  do^     That 
club,  which  has  rami  Heat  irms  alt  over  the 
country — which    has   paiificators  in  every 
place — which  collects  money — which  intern- 
feres    with   the    administration  of  justice, 
and  the  due  execution  of  the  lai7 — that  is 
the  dangerous  club.     Such   an  one  u  the 
National  Association.     It  is  said   that  it  is 
a  con8ei|uence  of  bad  legislation.     Sii  much 
the  worse  is  it  likely  to  be.     Why,  then, 
encourage  it — why  sanction  its  proceedings? 
You,  who  conclude  all  your  sjieeches  rC' 
specting  Ireland  with  a  cry  for  itn|MriiuI 
justice   as  well  as  equal  }aw4.  why.  1  ask 
you,  do  you  place  in  offices  of  p')wer  and 
responsibility     men     who    l>cIong    ti)    an 
assDciatitni  which  could  pass  this  res^rut ion 
and  be  prepared  to  act  on  it.     Hcsolved 

"That  it  be  recommended  to  all  parishes 

throughout  I  reland  to  bohlpublic  meet  ingson 
the  same  day  in  every  part  of  the  kingdom." 
What  is  the  object  of  that  resolution,  let 
me  ask  you,  except  it  be  to  show  the  pby« 
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sical  force  which  they  command,  and  so  to 
compel  acquiescence  in  their  wishes  >  And 
for  what  purposes  were  these  meetings  to  be 
held,  and  was  this  display  of  physical  force 
to  be  organised  ?  The  resolution  explains 
the  whole  matter,  for  it  concludes  thus — 
'*  To  petition  in  favour  of  Corporate  Re- 
form.  Vote  by  Ballot,  the  total  Abolition 
of  Tithes,  and  to  appoint  Pacificators." 
When  the  downcast  clergy  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  are  seen  daily 
struggling  for  the  maintenance  of  their  legal 
rights — and  daily  driven  down  also  by 
famine  and  privations  of  every  description, 
because  they  can  not  get  what  is  their 
right  bylaw-^when  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
tells  us  that  that  country  is  in  a  state  of 
perfect  quietude,  and  offers  these  injured 
men  a  verse  of  a  modem  song  as  an  only 
consolation,  while  the  more  eloquent  prose 
of  the  insurance  offices  informs  them  pithily 
that  their  lives  cannot  be  insured — when 
such  men  as  Mr.  Pigott  are  put  into  offices 
of  high  trust,  without  relinquishing  their 
connexion  with  an  association  which  cries 
aloud  for  the  abolition  of  the  "  blood-stained 
impost,  tithes,"  then  is  all  confidence  in 
the  integrity  of  the  Government  destroyed, 
and  every  honest  man  will  begin  to  think 
it  his  duty  to  take  care  of  himself.  Such 
is  the  state  of  Ireland  at  present  With 
respect  to  the  exercise  of  the  Royal  prero- 

fative  of  mercy  by  the  Lord* Lieutenant  of 
reland,  the  noble  Lord  opposite  admits 
that  several  prisoners  were  discharged  by 
that  Nobleman,  on  his  visitation  of  the 
kingdom — some  of  them  according  to  the 
regular  forms  used  in  such  cases,  others 
without  attending  to  those  forms.  When 
the  subject  was  first  mooted,  it  was  said  to 
us,  "  Oh,  you  object  to  clemency — you 
lack  mercy."  We  answer,  that  we  do 
not  object  to  clemency,  and  we  hope 
that  we  do  not  lack  mercy.  We  do  not 
object  to  clemency,  but  we  do  to  its  inju- 
rious exercise.  Clemency,  well*timed  and 
applied  properly,  is  a  blessing ;  but  to  give 
it  a  good  effect,  it  should  be  extended  with 
due  regard  to  the  claim  of  those  praying 
for  it  ^ with  a  due  regard  to  the  public 
interest,  including  the  respect  owing  to 
Justice,  and  with  a  careful  attention  to  the 
eharacter  of  the  judges  who  tried  the 
convict,  and  who,  to  administer  mercy 
wisely  and  rightly,  ought,  in  all  cases  of 
the  kind,  to  be  consulted  by  the  person 
having  the  power  of  extending  it.  We  do 
not  object  to  clemency ;  but  we  object  to 
lliat  which,  under  its  saered  name,  would 
make  the  administration  of  justice  odioua  ; 


and,  by  giving  one  party  the 
privilege  of  indiscriminate  mercy,  would 
render  another  the  object  of  hatred  and 
fear.   Such  an  use  of  the  Hoyal  prerogative 
is  only  calculated  to  make  mercy  odious, 
and  clemency  ridiculous.     The  Lord  Lieo- 
tenant  had  dealt  with  clemency,  in  round 
numbers,  merely  on  the  report  of  an  in* 
spector  of  prisons.     Now,  I  would  ask.  Is 
there  any  precedent  for  such  an  indiscrL 
minate  application  of  the  great  attribute  of 
mercy  ?    Certainly  not,  upon  any  principle, 
or  on  any  known  authority.    I  recollect  I 
had  the  honour  of  accompanying  his  late 
Majesty  on  his  visit  to  Scotland— a  visit  of 
peculiar  interest,  as  it  was  the  first  occasion 
on  which  that  portion  of  the  empire  had 
been  visited   by  a  Prince  of  the  House  of 
Hanover,  as  the  Sovereign  of  the  coun- 
try.   Now  I   doubt  very  much  that,  on 
that  occasion^  any  person   confined  on  a 
criminal  charge,  was  liberated,  to  do  honour 
to  the  visit  of  the  Chief  Governor — and  I 
think   I   do  recollect,   that  some  penona 
confined  for  breaches  cf  the  excise  laws, 
were  discharged  from  prison  ;  but  even  this 
was  not  done   until  the  cases  had  been 
referred  to  the  Excise-office,  and  a  selection 
made  of  the  cases  that  were  moat  deserving 
of  the  Royal  clemency.     This  is  the  only 
instance  that  I  know  of,  in  which  mercy 
was  extended  to  persons  confined  for  d^ 
fences  against  the  law,  on  the  visit  of  a 
Chief  Governor.     Oh  I  yes,  there  is  one 
other  instance  that  occurs  to  my  mind,  but 
it  is  of  a  poetical  nature.     It  is  recorded 
in  a  farce — a  farce  known,  I  believe,  by  the 
name  of  Tom  Thumb,     If  I  recollect  right, 
and  I  refer  to  the  classical   authority  of 
the   hon.   Gentleman   opposite,   the  Kmg 
and  Lord  Grizzle  appear  upon  the  stage. 
The  King  says,  "  Rebellion  is  dead-— I'll 
go  to  bi*eakfast."     And  to  celebrate  the 
auspicious  event,  he  says,  **  Open  the  prisons 
— turn  the  captives  loose— > and  let  our 
treasurer  advance  a  guinea  from  our  royal 
treasury  to  pay  their  several  debts."    Then 
are  the  only  two  instances  of  mercy  ex- 
tended to  prisoners  on  the  viaits  of  Chief 
Governors  to  particular  towns  with  whidi 
I  am  acquainted  —  one  is  from  real   lifW, 
and  the  other  from  fiction.     On  the  visfti 
of  his  Majesty,  to  which  t  have  alluded, 
some  offenders  were  certainly  pardoned,  but 
on  a  visit  of  the  Lord- Lieutenant  to  tlM 
prisons,   the   govemon  are  called  on  to 
sacrifice  a  hecatomb  of  victims  to  Snw0  ^ 
majesty  of  a  Chief  Governor.    But  noW 
with  respect  to  aubordioate  points;  Ibf, 
after  the  overwhelming  debate  whidl  Ihf 
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voWm  Lord  hmd  opened  on  the  14th  Reno* 
lUtion  passed  at  th^  Dublin  meeting,  one 
is  almost  inclined  to  forget  that  such 
matters  as  a  Municipal  Bill^  a  Poor  Law 
Bill,  a  Church  BiU,  and  a  Tithe  Bill, 
remain  to  be  discussed.  With  regard  to  the 
Municipal  Billj  I  was  glad  to  hear  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had 
on  that  point  reserved  to  them  the  right 
of  free  discussion;  and  I  will  therefore  state 
my  opinions  on  that  subject  with  as  much 
absence  of  personality  as  the  hon*  Member 
can  desire^  and  with  as  much  mildness  as  is 
consistent  with  the  very  strong  objections 
I  entertain  to  it.  In  the  address  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  the  House,  he  said,  that 
because  Englishmen  inhabited  England,  and 
Scotchmen  inhabited  Scotland  i  we  consi. 
dcred  them  deserving  of  municipal  govern- 
ment, but  because  Ireland  was  inhabited  by 
Irishmen,  we  considered  them  not  to  be 
entitled  to  the  same  advantage,  and  were 
determined  to  withhold  them  ;  and  we  are 
told,  that  because  we  withhold  these  privi- 
leges, we  offer  an  insult  to  the  Irish  people. 
Now,  Sir,  I  utterly  disclaim  intending  to 
offer  any  insult  to  the  Irish  people.  It  is 
not  because  they  are  Irishmen  that  I  do  not 
think  it  politic  to  extend  to  them  the  same 
corporate  rights  that  England  and  Scotland 
enjoy.  No,  Sir,  it  is  on  far  different 
grounds*  It  is  because  I  entertain  great 
doubts  of  the  goodness  of  that  policy  which 
would  destroy  one  set  of  corporate  bodies, 
and  establish  another  description  of  corporate 
bodies  in  their  stead,  which  would  be  liable 
to  the  same  objection  as  the  old.  It  is 
contended  that,  according  to  the  Act  of 
Union,  and  after  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill 
bad  passed,  there  ought  to  be  an  equality  of 
rights  and  privileges  extended  to  Ireland, 
and  the  other  branches  of  the  Empire.  I 
fully  grant  that,  under  those  Acts,  the 
people  of  Ireland  have  a  perfect  right  to 
the  enjoyment  of  all  civil  privileges;  but 
I  utterly  deny  that  corporations  form  any 
portion  of  those  civil  rights.  Will  any 
man  say  that  injustice  is  done  to  Man- 
chester or  Birmingham,  because  they  have 
not  had  charters  of  incorporation  granted 
to  them ;  or,  if  those  towns  have  been 
unjustly  excluded,  I  adc,  why  have  not 
those  privileges  been  extended  to  them? 
It  is  not  the  principle  of  self-government 
that  ia  at  all  involved  in  this  question,  but 
whether  or  no  corporate  institutions  shall 
be  continued  in  Ireland.  I  am  bound  to 
admit,  that  the  presumption  is  in  favour  of 
the  ooatinuance  of  those  institutions  be- 
pauae  of  their  anti<}uit7,  and  beoauae  yimi* 


lar  institutions  exist  in  England  ^  but  I  do 
say,  notwithstanding,  that  if  the  continuing 
of  these  institutions  in  their  renewed  shape 
shall  appear  dangerous  to  the  safety  of  other 
institutions  whidi  we  are  still  more  strongly 
bound  to  preserve— -I  say,  if  they  endanger 
the  free  expression  of  opinion  by  the  minor* 
ity,  and  expose  some  of  the  best  interests 
of  society  to  great  hazard,  then  I  say  there 
are  reasons,  and  reasons  which  go  far  with 
me  in  countervailing  the  other  arguments 
in  favour  of  the  continuance  of  those  Cor* 
porations.  I  know  we  are  accused  of  en« 
tertaining  a  prejudiced  and  bigoted  feelinc 
against  the  Roman  Catholics.  For  myselt^ 
I  can  only  meet  such  an  accusation  with 
the  most  direct  and  positive  denial.  No 
such  feeling  exists  with  me.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  asks  me  what  I 
mean  to  do  with  the  municipal  question  in 
Ireland  when  I  come  into  office.  Now  he 
is  in  office,  and  let  me  ask  him,  in  return, 
what  he  means  to  do  with  the  Church  of 
Ireland  ?  Does  he  mean  to  disturb  it  or 
not  ?  He  is  bound  to  answer  that  question. 
I  say,  that  when  I  see  an  Association  esta* 
blinhed  in  Ireland  arrayed  against  the 
Established  Church,  and  I  am  told  that 
that  Association  will  be  continued  while 
the  Church  is  suffered  to  exist-— when  I 
know  the  power  which  the  re-establislu 
mcnt  of  Municipal  Corporations  would  give 
to  that  Association —can  I  doubt  that  the 
Church  would  be  endangered  by  their  ex- 
istence, when  the  main  object  and  efforts  of 
the  Association  to  which  I  allude,  ar« 
avowed  to  be  the  destruction  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church  in  Ireland?  When  we  are 
told,  that  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  are 
influenced  by  hostility  to  the  Roman  CatluK 
lies  in  our  opposition  to  this  measure,  have 
we  not  something  to  complain  of}  Have 
we  not  some  right  to  entertain  a  feeling  of 
jealousy  ?  In  the  year  1 829  we  passed  the 
A  ct  for  the  relief  of  the  Roman  Catholics.  I 
never  took  any  praise  to  myself  for  the  part 
I  had  in  passing  that  measure,  because  I 
own  it  was  forced  upon  me.  1  leave  to 
others  the  sole  credit  of  having  passed  it  | 
but  to  charge  roe  with  having  joined  in 
passing  it  for  the  purpose  of  retaining 
office  is  altogether  unjust  aad  groundless. 
What  would  they  say  if  the  fact  were,  al« 
though  it  might  not  be  known,  that  I  was 
out  of  aSacG  the  very  night  before  I  pro. 
posed  the  Bill  to  the  House  1  It  was  said, 
that  if  that  Bill  passed  it  would  restore  a 
perfect  civil  equality  in  Ireland,  and  the 
question  was  asked  in  every  way,  what 
would  be  the  feelings  of  the  Romaa  Catho« 
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lies  towards  tbe  Establinhed  Cburcb  in  the 
event  of  the  Bill  passing  ?  The  answer  of 
Dr.  Doyle,  and  all  others  of  the  Catholic 
Clergy  and  laity  to  whom  the  question  was 
put^  distinctly  was, — "The  complete  re. 
moval  of  our  civil  disabilities  wiU  prevent 
any  future  intermeddling  with  the  Church 
Establishment,  that  all  agitation  will  cease, 
and  that  there  will  be  a  return,  both  on 
the  part  of  the  laity  and  the  clergy,  to  the 
peaceful  occupation  of  their  former  lives." 
We  are  now  asked  for  further  concession ; 
but  are  the  same  promises  and  declarations 
made  to  us  ?  No  such  thing.  After  we 
had  been  told  that  the  Church  Establish- 
ment should  not  be  subverted— after  hoping 
that  the  granting  of  equal  civil  privileges 
would  put  an  end  to  all  further  demands — 
the  Representatives  sent  to  this  House  are 
told  that  it  IS  their  duty  to  obtain  entire 
religious  freedom.  They  were  told  that 
while  the  Church  Establishment  remains, 
we  are  to  have  unabated  agitation,  and  that 
the  new  normal  schools  shall  be  applied  to 
that  purpose.  When  we  hear  it  declared, 
that  while  the  Church  Establishment  exists 
in  Ireland  agitation  will  never  cease,  do  we 
offer  an  insult  if  we  refuse  to  strengthen  the 
means  for  this  agitation  ?  Do  we  offer  an 
insult  if  we  desire  to  defend  that  Establish- 
ment ?  What,  I  ask,  was  the  language  of  him 
whom  the  Roman  Catholics  themselves 
selected  as  their  advocate  ?  What  was  the 
language  of  Lord  Plunkett,  the  most  pow- 
erful and  able  advocate,  in  my  opinion,  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  ever  had  ?  I  mean  to 
speak  of  the  ability  exhibited  upon  the 
Roman  Catholic  question :  he  more  than 
any  other  man  contributed  to  the  success  of 
that  measure.  He  must  have  spoken  from 
his  instructions:  he  was  the  chosen  advo- 
cate of  the  Roman  Catholics :  he  asked  the 
Protestants  of  England  to  waive  their  pre- 
judices; and  he  told  them  what  were  his 
opinions  with  respect  to  the  Church.  I 
ank  you,  are  they  stronger  than  mine? 
Lord  Plunkett  is  still  a  Member  of  the 
Government :  has  he  changed  his  opinions  ? 
These  opinions  were  delivered  by  him  in 
bringing  forward  the  Roman  Catholic  ques- 
tion, and  the  people  of  England  had  con6. 
dence  when  the  advocate  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  expressed  those  sentiments.  Lord 
Plunkett  said,  "  If  I  could  agree  in  believ- 
ing, that  no  step  could  be  taken  towards  the 
Emanripation  of  the  Roman  Catholics  with- 
out destroying  the  Protestant  Church  in 
Ireland,  I,  who  have  supported  these  claims 
from  my  earliest  life,  would  at  once  aban- 
don them.     I  would  change  sides,  and  be- 


come as  strenuously  their  opponents  as  I 
have  been  their  conscientious  advocate." 
Lord  Plunkett  said  this,  and  he  said  more. 
He  said,  ''  I  look  upon  the  Protestant 
Church  Establishment  in  Ireland  as  settled 
at  the  Union,  and  to  talk  of  shaking  it 
without  shaking  the  whole  empire  is  idle. 
The  Protestant  Church  Establishment  is 
the  cement  of  the  Union,  and  is  interwoven 
with  the  institutions  of  lioth  countries,  and, 
if  destroyed,  all  public  security  must  be 
shaken,  the  connexion  between  the  two 
countries  destroyed,  and  the  ruin  of  private 
property  must  follow  the  ruin  of  the  pro. 
perty  of  the  Church."  When  was  this 
opinion  given  by  Lord  Plunkett?  Not  in 
1825,  but  in  1828,  the  very  year  before 
the  Catholic  Relief  Bill  passed.  If  those 
opinions  were  sound,  I  appeal  to  the  people 
of  England,  who  are  so  constantly  invoked 
[[cheers^ — if  I  understand  those  cheers  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  mistake  me :  I  do 
not  mean  the  English  peopleexclusively ;  but 
1  say  I  do  appeal  to  the  people  of  this  em* 
pire,  who  must  ultimately  be  the  judges  if 
the  opinions  of  Lord  Plunkett  have  been 
verified.  1  appeal  to  their  deliberate  judg* 
ment,  whether,  when  they  see  an  assoda* 
tion,  levying  large  contributions,  and  de- 
claring that  it  never  will  cease  agitation 
while  the  Established  Church  exists,  they 
can  hesitate  to  believe  that  to  grant  such 
corporations  as  this  Bill  calls  for  to  the 
towns  in  Ireland  would  not  be  to  endan- 
ger the  other  institutions  of  the  country? 
The  noble  Lord,  and  he  was  glad  to  hear  it, 
intimated  his  intention  of  sustaining  the 
Established  Church  ;  but  I  ask  on  what 
principles  he  will  sustain  it?  The  noble 
Lord  quoted  an  expression  of  Mr.  Fox  re- 
specting concession  as  a  means  of  procuring 
good  and  peaceable  government  in  Ireland. 
If  the  noble  Lord  agrees  in  the  sentiments 
of  Mr.  Fox — if  he  says,  I  will  concede  one 
thing,  and  if  that  is  not  enough  1  will  con- 
cede another,  and  when  he  finds  that  the 
grant  of  municipal  corporations  will  not 
satisfy  those  who  call  out  for  justice,  what 
will  he  next  concede  ?  Why,  if  he  believes 
that  this  last  concession  will  satisfy  them, 
he  has  more  grounds  for  the  belief  than  I 
have,  when  I  find  that  after  battling  for 
four  or  five  years  the  foundation  is  no  bet- 
ter than  it  was  before,  when  the  principles 
of  concession  advocated  by  Mr.  Fox  virtually 
commenced.  Now,  let  roe  ask,  if  this  sys- 
tem of  concession  is  to  go  on,  how  the  noble 
Lord  is  to  maintain  the  Church  ?  The 
noble  Lord,  concurring  with  Mr.  Fox,  said 
he  knew  no  other  plan  for  governing  a  peo» 
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pie  but  by  allowing  them  to  have  their  own 
waj.     But  the  noble  Lord  must  know,  for 
he  has  had  fair  notice,  that  while  the  Pro. 
testant  Church  remains,  the  National  As- 
Bociation  will  agitate  for  concession.     The 
noble  Lord  by  adopting  the  principle  con- 
cedes every  thing — for  if  he  acts  on  the 
doctrine  that  the  people  must  have  every 
thing  they  demand,  he  roust  not  only  con- 
cede till  municipal  reform  is  granted,  but 
also  till  the  Protestant  Church  is  destroyed. 
I  heard  that   declaration  from   the  noble 
Lord  with  the  utmost  regret.  There  is  only 
one  other  point  to  which  I  wish   to  refer, 
and  as  the  best  reward  for  the  patience  with 
which  the  House  has  done  me  the  honour 
to  listen  to  me,  I  will  confine  myself  to 
that,  and  ask  how  thp  granting  of  munici- 
pal reform  will  interfere  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  ?     These  corporations  are 
to  have  the  appointment  of  the  sheriffs,  and 
consequently  the  chief  influence  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice;  and  let  me  ask 
what  will  be  the  consequences  of  such  a 
concession  in  the  present  heated  and  feveriuh 
state  of  Ireland }     What  will  be  its  effect 
on  the  minority,  but  to  deprive  them  of  that 
free  and  independent  action  which  is  neces- 
sary for  the  administration  of  justice  ?   And 
let  me  appeal  again  to  that  same  Fox  who 
warned    his    audience    against    mistaking 
paper  regulations  for  practical  institutions 
—against  attempting  to  establish  any  identity 
of  institutions  in  countries  of  different  ha- 
bits and  different  manners,  and  distracted 
by  religious  jealousy,  thereby  interfering 
with  the  administration  of  justice  and  the 
protection  of  equal  laws,  and  not  giving 
that  justice  which  it  was  the  duty  of  every 
Legislature  to  give,  to  the  minority  as  well 
as  the  majority. 

Lord  John  RusseU,  in  reply,  said,  in  bring, 
ittg  forward  the  motion  he  had  endeavoured 
to  avoid  topics  which  could  be  more  conveni- 
ently discussed  on  the  second  reading,  and 
con6ne  himself  strictly  to  the  topics  which 
belonged  to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill. 
The  nght  hon.  Gentleman  had  complained 
of  the  course  which  he  had  adopted,  and 
had  expressed  his  surprise  that  the  three 
great  questions  affecting  Ireland,  namely. 
Corporation  Reform,  Poor  laws  and  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  had  not  been  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  in  his  open- 
ing speech.  But  he  should  scarcely  have 
done  his  duty  if  he  had  mixed  up  Poor-laws 
which  gentlemen  of  every  party  were  ready 
to  enter  into  free  from  party  feelings,  with 
a  question  which  had  already  been,  and  will 
be  BgaiDi  the  cause  of  party  contention.  He 


had  advisedly  adverted  to  the  government 
of  Lord  Mulgrave  in  Ireland,  ^cause  that 
seemed  to  him,  after  what  had  been  said,  a 
proper  subject  in  order  to  hear  the  opinions 
of  Members  on   the  opposite  side  of  the 
House.     He  should  not  therefore  have  ex« 
pected  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
when  an  objection  was  made  to  that  part  of 
the  discussion   by  the  hon.    Member  for 
Bath,  that   that  interruption  should  have 
been  attributed  to  him  as  if  he  had  interfered. 
He  could  only  say,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  did  not  speak  from  any  prompting 
of  his,  and  yet  it  had  been  thrown  out,  that 
he  had  in  that  way  attempted  to  control 
the  debate.    With  respect  to  the  resolutions 
passed   at  the  Meeting  at  Dublin,  he  had 
not  read  anything  in  them  that  induced  him 
to  suppose  that  a  petition  was  the  object  of 
the  meeting.     It  might,  indeed,  have  been 
an   oversight — if  he  had  perceived  it  he 
should  have  deferred  his  remarks  for  another 
opportunity.     As  for  the  notice  for  pre- 
senting the  petition,  it  had  not  met  his  eye. 
He  was  not  aware  how  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  expect  Government  to  propose 
a  Committee.     As  for  the  allegations  re. 
specting  the  Lord- Lieu  tenant,  a  Committee 
had  been  proposed  to  inquire  into  them,  but 
he  was  sure  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
concur   with    him  in   thinking  that    the 
charges  made  against  Lord  Mulgrave  could 
not  be  referred  to  a  Committee,  and  that 
the  only  way  to  bring  the  question  regularly* 
before  the  House  was  in  the  shape  of  im- 
peachment.    For  himself,  he  had  seen  no 
ground  for  inquiry  into  the   disputes  be- 
tween Mr.  Cassidy  and  his  neighbours,  and 
he  thought  that  no  one  had  been  able  to  at- 
tach any  blame  to  the  transaction.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman   who  spoke  at  the 
close  of  the  debate  had  pointed  out  two 
principal  grounds  of  accusation  against  the 
Government  of  Ireland,  the  first  of  which 
was  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Pigott  to  an 
office  of  great  importance  under  the  Crown, 
and  one  in  which  great  confidence  was  re- 
posed.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
that  accusation  on  the  ground  of  that  gen- 
tleman's belonging  to  the  General  Associa- 
tion, and  appealed  to  what  had  taken  place 
last  year  in  regard  to  certain  secret  lodges  and 
societies,  comparing  them  with  this  associa. 
tions.  He  certainly  thought  there  was  a  very 
Pfreat  difference  bet  ween  asecret  society  meet- 
ing by  secret  symbols,  and  a  society  which 
held  all  iis  meetings  openly,  and  wasacoessi« 
ble  at  all  times  to  the  public.     But  without 
dwelling  upon  that  point,  he  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  when  h» 
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formed  his  Goveninient>  two  years  ago, 
he  had  included  no  persons  in  his  appoint- 
fisents  who  were  connected  with  Orange 
lodges  ?  Not  to  mention  more  names^  was 
not  the  hon.  and  sallant  Member  for  Sligo 
employed  in  the  administration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  P  But  he  would  not 
content  himself  with  this  defence,  he  would 
say  more ;  he  would  speak  to  the  charac** 
ter  of  Mr.  Pigott}  and  his  fitness  for  the 
office  to  which  he  had  been  appointed, 
and  that  upon  the  testimony  of  an  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  who  had  that  even^ 
ing  addressed  the  House — he  meant  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  who 
declared  that  Mr.  Pigott  was  a  man  of  very 
great  talent  and  ability.  Well,  Mr.  Pigott 
being  a  gentleman  of  very  great  talent  and 
ability,  when  an  office  of  importance  under 
the  Crown  fell  vacant,  was  the  Lord«Lieu- 
tenant,  considering  Mr.  Pigott  the  fittest 
person  for  that  office,  to  pass  him  by  be- 
cause he  chanced  to  be  a  member  of  the 
General  Association.  The  question  was 
simply  this;  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Cumberland  surely  did  not  mean  to 
charge  the  Government  with  being  con- 
nected with  that  Association,  on  account 
of  such  an  occurrence  as  this.  He  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  took  it  for  granted,  that  Mr. 
Pigott,  from  the  time  be  undertook  his 
appointment,  would  no  longer  mix  himself 
up  in  the  meetings  of  the  Association  ; 
and  he  did  repeat  his  opinion  that  a  man 
of  great  talents  and  merit  was  not  to  be 
put  aside  merely  because  in  a  time  of  great 
and  natural  exasperation  he  had  been  one 
of  those  respectable  and  loyal  persons  who 
had  joined  the  General  Association  of  Ire- 
land. In  saying  this,  he  did  not  mean  to 
deny  that  the  General  Association,  if  it 
were  to  continue  in  operation,  might  afford 
grounds  for  apprehension ;  but  he  did 
not  admit  the  ground  taken  up  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations,  as  they  were  proposed 
to  be  framed,  would  be  dangerous,  by  ex- 
ercising in  them  practices  against  the 
safety  of  the  Church  and  the  other  institu- 
tions  of  the  country.  It  was  his  firm  be« 
lief  that  this  Association  would  not  have 
been  in  existence  if  the  Municipal  Cor« 
poratioos  had  been  established  last  year. 
The  Association,  therefore,  and  its  resolu« 
tlona^  which  had  been  so  much  complained 
of,  were  the  consequence  not  of  Municipal 
ineiitoiions,  bat  of  the  refusal  to  grant 
tkem.  The  Association  certainly  had  not 
Minmeil  any  one  feature  which  was  now 


reprobated,  till  the  Irish  felt  themselves 
insulted  aud  aggrieved.  The  right  hon* 
Gentleman,  going  into  other  •ubjects,  bad 
likewise  censured  him,  because  he  had  not 
brought  forward  the  question  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland.  He  could  only  lay 
that  his  wish  and  intention  was,  at  far  m 
lay  in  his  power,  to  maintain  the  Cbttpph 
of  Ireland  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  ha  mael 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  tba 
friends  who  acted  with  him^  that  they  were 
the  persons  who  had  put  the  Church  of 
Ireland  into  jeopardy.  His  firm  belief 
was,  that  if  the  Bill  of  the  year  before  latt 
had  been  accepted,  they  would  have  ob* 
tained,  on  the  cheapest  possible  terms,  a 
measure  of  defence  for  the  Church  of  Ire» 
land,  better  than  they  had  any  reason  now 
to  expect.  Having  once,  in  the  passing 
of  that  medsure,  obtained  a  very  lai^e  ma* 
jority  of  this  House,  pledged  to  maintain 
the  Church  of  Ireland  upon  the  footing 
established  by  it,  that  in  itself  would  have 
been  a  very  strong  guarantee  for  the  secu- 
rity of  the  Church.  "  You  chose,"  said 
the  noble  Lord,  •*  to  reject  that  Bill,  and 
all  I  can  say  at  present  is,  that  I  view  with 
pain,  with  great  pain,  the  present  condi- 
tion of  things,  not  only  as  it  affects  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  but  as  it  affects  those 
from  whom  the  revenue  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland  is  raised.  All  I  can  say  is,  that 
if,  at  the  commencement  of  the  session,  I 
had  stated  any  plan  as  to  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  or  as  to  the  tithes,  I  should  not 
have  been  likely  to  have  produced  more 
agreement  on  these  subjects  than  existed 
in  a  previous  year.  But  it  will  be  my 
study  to  find  some  method  by  which  Par- 
liament can  come  to  an  agreement  in  the 
present  session  on  this  subject*  I  am 
ready  to  consent  to  a  considerable  sacri-» 
fice;  but  what  I  say  is  this — I  do  not 
say,  whilst  I  profess  an  intention  to  main- 
tain the  Church  of  Ireland, — I  do  not  say 
that  you  can  expect  any  such  a  compro- 
mise as  the  year  before  last  many  persons 
were  ready  to  accept.  The  Church  of 
Ireland  stands  in  an  anomalous  positioa 
with  regard  to  the  people  of  that  country. 
I  have  read  many  works  on  our  own 
church ;  I  have  read  the  charge  of  the 
Bishop  of  Exeter,  in  which  it  is  stated  how 
much  benefit  has  resulted  lo  the  social  re** 
lations  of  this  country  firom  the  EstaUisbed 
church,  especially  in  the  instruction  of  the 
poor;  and  the  benefit  which  the  great 
mass  of  the  poor  of  this  country  has  de« 
riyed  from  the  church.    In  all  this,  ai  v^ 
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gards  the  Church  of  England,  1  am  dis- 
posed to  agree ;  but  no  man  can  say  that 
the  remark  applies  to  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land. It  is  this  situation  which  makes  it 
not  a  matter  for  mere  party  debate  and 
taunti  but  a  matter  of  great  difficulty  and 
importance,  to  consider  how,  in  such  a 
situation,  the  Church  of  Ireland  can 
be  maintained.  I  think  the  circum- 
stances of  this  country,  and  the  circum- 
stance of  its  union  with  Ireland,  and  the 
great  mass  of  property  in  Ireland  connected 
with  the  church,  and  interwoven  with  our 
laws,  make  it  a  matter,  not  of  choice,  but 
of  duty  with  the  Ministry  of  this  country, 
to  do  their  utmost  to  support  that  church  ; 
but  it  is  not  a  matter  of  mere  debate,  but  a 
subject  which  requires  great  previous  at- 
tention and  deliberate  consideration. 
That  deliberate  consideration  I  am  dis- 
posed to  gire  to  the  subject :  I  should  not 
wish  to  introduce  a  measure  which  would 
not  have  at  least  a  chance  of  passing 
through  Parliament,  and  that  would  not 
be  likely  to  produce  some  degree  of  satis- 
faction and  content  in  Ireland;  and  I 
think  that  will  be  a  task  of  some  difficulty, 
considering  the  objections  to  the  Bill  of  a 
former  year.  I  do  not  intend,  therefore, 
to  bring  it  forward  early  in  the  session, 
but  rather  to  postpone  it  till  a  later 
period  ;  but  I  say  again,  that  no  personal 
feeling  o(  mine,  no  false  pride  on  my  part, 
shall  stand  in  the  way  of  a  settlement  of 
this  great  question." 

Leave  was  then  granted  to  bring  in  the 
Bill. 


>r^»#  #^'##  #^#»»- 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  February  9,  1 837. 

MmuTSR.3  fttltioiui  preienCed.  By  theDakeofNoitroLK, 
IheEarlaf  B«WLni«roii,aiidthe  Maniueaiof  LANSDowwa, 
from  UiA  DiMenten  or  Coventry,  Matlock,  Bath,  and  other 
placet  for  the  Abolition  of  Churdi  Rates.— By  Lord 
Wynftmo,  ftom  Tp«i«idi  and  GodmatidicsteTi  for  Altera- 
tini  or  Rqpeal  of  Poor  Law  Act—By  the  Marqnea  of 
LAjyaMiwHB,  from  the  Guardians  of  MUton  and  Romney 
Manh  tJnions,  for  the  New  System  of  Poor  Lawg. — By 
the  Bittrl  df  BuRUNoroir,  ftom  the  Baptist  CoBfr^gatioo, 
BioolHrtrect,  Derby»  ftnr  the  Better  ObserTanee  of  the 
Sabbath. — By  the  Earl  of  Wii7CHii«rA,  firom  Milton  and 
other  {daoeft,  ft>r  the  PreservaUon  of  Oie  Rights  and  Privl- 
tegcs  or  Ihi  Rooie  ofPeeit. 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Friday^  February  10,  1837. 

Mimma.}  Petal! ont  pmenled.  By  the  Eart  of  lUovoft, 
Anm  Huddectflold,  Wanoinsfeer,  ud  Salisbury;  and  by 
liovi  BaouoHAM*  from  Gospon  and  other  places,  fat  the 


HOUSE    OF    COMMON  S, 
Friday,  February  10,  1837. 

Mmi/TBB.]  BiUl.  Read  a  sMocid  tlmes-'^-SedUiM  (SiOl. 
land)}  Court  of  Session  (Seotlaad)}  SmaB  DebM  (8c«|. 
]and).->ReadafiTstti2ne!->Saleof  Beer;  Oflbnces agaiMt 
thePetion}  Post  Office  Contracts. 

Petitiaiift  presented.  By  Mr.  GiLLofr»  ftim  LAhark  and  odMr 
places,  fbr  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Soap.'--By  Mr*  Oift> 
JLON  and  other  Hon.  Msmbrbs,  firom  several  places* — 
By  Mr.  Hall»  ftom  Monmouth,  for  the  Abolition  Of 
Chureh  Rates.—  By  Mr.OiLMm  and  other  Hoo.  i«*fMit#, 
from  Glasgow  and  other  places,  fbr  the  Repeal  of  the  Du^ 
on  Soap. — By  Sir  Samuel  Whallky,  from  St.  Maryle- 
bone,  for  Repeal  of  Window  Tax,  and  fbr  the  fistaUtsh- 
ment  of  Boards  in  Ireland,  tat  the  Relief  of  the  FOor.— By 
Mr.  Robinson  and  Mr.  BaocKLBBUBaT,  firom  Woroestor 
and  Macclesfield,  for  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Tobacco. — By  Mr. 
O'CoNN BLL,  from  Dublin,  oomplainiog  of  the  Practloe  of 
Registering  Fictitloua  Votes;  and  firom  the  tsle  of  Aaglf^ 
sea,  that  the  Clergymen  appointed  to  Welsh  Parishes  may 
understand  the  Welsh  Language ;  and  from  Braitford,  for 
the  Abolition  of  Tithes,  and  (br  Municipal  RoAmn. 

Ludlow  Corporation  -^  Mr.  L. 
Charltok.]  Mr.Blackbumeh^d  to  present 
a  petition,  signed  b  j  the  Mayor,  Aldermtn, 
and  Common  Council  of  Ludlow,  which 
he  considered  worthy  of  some  degree  of 
attention  from  the  House.  The  petitioners 
prayed  that  some  remedy  might  be  afforded 
for  the  very  serious  grievance  to  which 
they  had  been  subjected  by  the  conduct 
of  their  predecessors  in  office,  the  coun- 
cillors, under  the  old  law.  It  was  pro- 
vided by  a  clause  in  the  Municipal  Coi^ 
porations'  Act,  that  immediately  upon  the 
election  of  the  new  council,  all  papers, 
deeds,  and  documents  of  every  description 
which  had  belonged  to  the  old  council 
should  be  delivered  into  the  custody  of 
the  new ;  and  by  another  clause,  it  was 
enacted,  that  no  disposition  of  property 
on  the  part  of  the  old  corporation  should 
be  valid  if  made  after  June  5, 1835,  unless 
in  pursuance  of  some  previous  valid  cove- 
nant or  agreement.  Now  the  old  corpo- 
ration of  Ludlow,  instead  of  giving  ap 
their  papers,  deeds,  &c.,  into  the  hands  of 
the  new  council,  had  thought  fit  to  make 
an  order  on  the  23rd  of  December,  a  few 
days  before  they  went  out  of  office,  to  put 
into  the  bands  of  certain  bankers  all  their 
deeds,  documents,  and  papers,  as  security 
for  a  balance  of  an  account,  amounting  to 
3,000/.  and  owing  by  them  to  thete 
bankers.  By  this  means,  the  new  couneil 
were  prevented  from  taking  posseseioB  of 
these  documents;  repeated  appHcatione 
for  the  production  of  which  had  been 
made,  but  without  any  effect.  The  new 
council  were,  in  consequence,  unablt  to 
come  at  any  knowledge  of  the  acts  of  the 
old;  but  there  was  reason  to  think  that 
the  sum,  whateyer  it  might  be,  which  wn 
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owing  by  that  body  to  their  bankers,  at  or 
about  the  passing  of  the  Act,  was  increased 
between  the  months  of  October  and  De- 
cember, 1835,  by  no  less  than  1,800/. 
But  since,  by  another  clause,  the  new 
town-councils  had  no  power  to  call  in 
question  the  acts  of  the  old  corporation, 
after  the  expiration  of  six  months  from  the 
date  of  their  election,  it  was  obviously  for 
the  interest  of  those  corporators  to  keep 
the  new  body  in  ignorance  of  their  pro- 
ceedings for  that  period,  at  least.  Nor 
would  the  House  be  surprised  at  the  caution 
exhibited  in  these  proceedings  when  they 
were  made  acquainted  with  the  description 
of  bargain  which  they  had  entered  into 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  (Mr.  L. 
Charlton).  They  had  passed  a  resolution 
to  sell  or  exchange  certain  property  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow,  not  in  con- 
sequence of  any  recent  contract,  but  of  an 
agreement  bearing  date  twenty- three  years 
previous  to  that  transaction.  The  hon. 
Member,  who  was  also  one  of  the  old 
corporation,  possessed  a  life  interest  in  a 
house  called  the  Charlton  Arms  in  Ludlow, 
to  the  amount  of  32/.  per  annum,  on  the 
rack-rent.  On  the 28th  of  October,  1835, 
the  corporation  made  a  proposal  to  Mr. 
L.  Charlton,  to  pay  him  500/.  for  the 
alteration  of  this  house  according  to  a 
specified  plan,  to  which  Mr.  L.  Charlton 
having  assented,  the  corporation  next 
thought  proper  to  present  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman with  50/.  more,  together  with  their 
thanks,  in  consideration  of  his  altering  a 
road  leading  to  the  house  in  question. 
But  this  was  not  all,  for  only  two  days 
before  they  went  out  of  office,  they  made 
him  a  further  present  of  50/.  for  altering 
the  road,  thus  making  up  600/.  in  all,  for 
aherations  about  a  house  in  which  he  had 
an  interest  to  the  value  of  32/.  a-year  only. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  pro- 
ceeding to  refer  to  the  appointment  of 
trustees  of  charity  estates  in  boroughs 
having  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  when 

Major  BeaucUrckf  rose  to  order.  He 
was  sure  it  did  not  occur  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  but  he  would  beg  to 
suftgest,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow 
(Mr.  Charlton)  was  not  in  his  place.  It 
would  be  better  to  suspend  this  discussion 
at  present. 

Mr.  Blackbume  would  propose,  that 
the  petition  be  printed,  and  referred 
to  the  Committee,  before  which  the  case 
of  Mr.  L.  Charlton  then  was. 


Sir  George  Clerk  was  of  opinion,  that 
the  subject-matier  of  this  petition  did  not 
fall  within  the  province  of  the  Committee 
of  Privileges.  He  put  it  to  the  hon. 
Member,  whether  it  was  not  a  fact,  that 
the  subject  of  this  petition  formed  part  of 
the  case  now  under  litigation  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery?  He  understood  that  the 
papers  were  now  in  the  Master's -office, 
and  if  the  Court  should  not  eventually  do 
enough  to  meet  the  hon.  Member's  Wews 
in  this  case,  then  it  would  be  time  enough 
for  him  to  bring  this  petition  before  the 
House.  He  would  suggest,  therefore,  the 
propriety  of  letting  the  matter  drop  for 
the  present,  more  especially  as  it  could 
not  be  long  before  the  decision  of  (he 
Committee  would  be  communicated  to  the 
House^ 

Mr.  Blackbume  said,  that,  as  regarded 
the  question  of  order,  he  really  could  see 
no  reason  why  he  should  have  been  inter* 
rupted  on  that  ground.  Had  he  been 
allowed  to  proceed,  he  should  have  shown 
that  the  petition  had  reference  to  many 
points  involved  in  the  question  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Committee.  The 
subject  of  inquiry  was,  whether  a  real  con- 
tempt of  the  Court  of  Chancery  had  been 
committed,  not  merely  whether  the  Lord 
High  Chancellor  had  declared  such  con- 
tempt to  have  taken  place,  and  many 
parts  of  the  petition  would  have  served  to 
elucidate  this  matter.  In  the  prosecution 
of  his  duty,  as  a  Member  of  that  House, 
he  should  not  refrain  from  presenting  any 
petition  which  was  intrusted  to  him  merely 
because  an  hon.  Gentleman  was  acci- 
dentally absent  from  his  seat  who  might 
be  referred  to  in  the  statements  of  that 
petition.  He  could  not  consent  to  put  off 
the  presentation  of  a  petition  for  an  inde- 
finite period  on  any  such  grounds.  What 
other  means  of  redress  were  within  reach 
of  the  petitioners,  but  that  of  a  petition  to 
the  House  of  Commons?  The  petition  in 
no  respect  interfered  with  the  inquiry  be- 
fore the  Lord  Chancellor;  the  subject 
matter  of  that  inquiry  was  the  appointment 
of  trustees  of  chariiy  estates;  it  had  no 
relation  to  the  disposal  of  the  property  of 
the  late  Corporation,  and  if  he  (Mr.  Black- 
bume) found  that  the  property  was  wasted 
upon  an  hon.  Member  of  that  House, 
surely  he  was  entitled  to  present  a  petition 
setting  forth  the  grievance  and  praying  for 
legislative  relief  and  redress.  As  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  many  facts  stated 
in  this  petition  were  calculated  to  facilitate 
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the  inquiry  now  before  the  Committee  of       Mr.  BlackbumemofedythattliepetilMNi 

the  House,  it  was  proper  that  the  petition    be  laid  on  the  table. 

be  referred  to  them,  the  better  to  enable       Agreed  to. 

them  to  come  to  a  correct  decision  on  the 

subject.  j     Fisheries     oir      tbb      Coast    oy 

SW  Edward  KnalchbuH  said,  the  inquiry  Fravcb.]  Captain  Pechell  presented  a 
before  the  Committee  had  nothing  to  do  Petition  numerously  signed  by  the  ownen 
with  the  subject  of  this  petition  ;  the  con-  and  masters  of  vessels  at  Brighton,  corn- 
tempt  of  court  had  no  reference  to  the  plaining  of  numerous  gt ievances,  which  he 
retention  of  these  documents  and  deeds,  hoped  he  might  be  excused  for  stating  to 
but  to  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  L.  Charlton,  the  Housse.  The  petitioners  set  forth  Uiat 
He  should  suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  to  they  had  invested  property  to  the  amoont 
take  the  advice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  oflO,000/.in  the  fisheries,  and  that  on  the 
Surrey.  nights  of  the  3rd  and  4th  instant  their  pro- 

Mr.  Edward  Clive  said,  that  although  perty  had  been  damaged  by  the  French 
the  names  of  two  noble  relatives  of  his  fishermen  to  the  extent  of  several  hundred 
were  mentioned  in  the  petition,  he  would  pounds;  that  remonstrances  had  been  made 
content  himself  with  declaring,  for  them  in  various  quarters  on  this  subject,  since  the 
and  for  himself,  that,  so  far  from  shrinking  year  2  829,  but  no  relief  had  been  obtained, 
from  inquiry,  they  courted  inquiry  as  far  The  consequence  was,  that  a  very  large 
as  it  could  be  carried.  He  had  seen  the  body  of  men,  were,  at  this  moment,  totally 
hon.  Member  for  Ludlow,  and  had  shortly  out  of  employment.  The  Duke  of  Wei' 
stated  to  him  the  nature  of  this  petition,  lington  had  answered  to  a  memorial  laid 
and  it  was  but  justice  to  him  to  state  that  before  his  Govern uaent  on  the  sabject* 
he  professed  himself  perfectly  ready  to  that  the  British  fishermen  might  take  tiie 
meet  all  inquiry.  With  these  observations,  law  into  their  own  bands.  But  ictalbtioa 
he  should  sit  down.  The  qnestion  as  to  was  out  of  the  question ;  for  the  Freadi 
how  far  the  hon.  Member  was  correct  in  boats  were  better  built  and  better  mao»ed 
bringing  forward  this  petit'on  in  the  ab-  .  than  the  English.  He  shoald  only  at 
sence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  was  present  remark,  that  it  was  extraordinary, 
for  the  House  to  decide;  he  would  only  that  whilst  the  French  suffered  no  fishing 
repeat,  that  he,  as  well  as  his  noble  rela-  vessels  of  any  nation  to  approach  wichio 
tives,  courted  inquiry  to  the  fullest  extent,    nine  miles  of  their  coast,  their  vesaek  were 

Mr.  Blackburne  moved,  that  the  petition  in  the  habit  of  coming  within  boat-book's 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Priiile^es     length  of  the  British  shore.     He  shoeld 

Sir  George  Clerk  felt  great  objections  shortly  call  the  attention  of  the  Hoeae 
to  encumbering  the  inquiry  before  the  more  fully  to  this  subject. 
Committee  with  this  subject.  They  hoped  Mr.  Labamckere  felt  it  was  necessary  to 
at  present,  to  be  enabled  to  present  their  :  trouble  the  House  with  a  few  remarks  in 
Report  to  the  House  by  Monday;  be  *  consequence  of  what  had  fdllen  from  the 
should  resist  any  reference  of  this  sort,  :  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  otherwise,  those 
which  must  unavoidably  have  the  effect  of  '  who  were  no  in  formed  on  this  subject 
prolonging  their  deliberations.  might  receive  an  impression  that  bis  M*^ 

The  Speaker  said,  that  the  only  ground  jesiy's  Govemni^ot  bad  been  godty  of 
for  referring  this  petition  to  the  Committee  !  great  negligence  in  not  providing  a  speedy 
of  Privileges  would  be,  that  inquiries  had  \  remedy   for   such  grievances.     Now,   he 


been  entered  into  before  that  Committee 
with  reference  to  the  subject  of  this  peti- 


would   engage  to  say,  that  if  the  facts 
stated  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 


tion  ;  but  from  the  statements  of  this  were  embodied  in  the  shape  of  a  memorial, 
petition,  it  was  clear  that  it  had  no  bearing  j  and  laid  before  the  Board  of  Trade,  no 
upon  the  matters  under  the  consideration  ;  time  would  be  lost  in  commooicatiog  with 
of  the  Committee,  and  as  it  seemed  most  •  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  and,  in  case  the 
objectionable  to  refer  to  a  Committee  :  facts  upon  inquiry  were  made  out,  no 
petitions  which  had  little  or  no  connexion  !  time  would  be  lost  in  affording  the  proper 


with  the  subject  of  the  deliberations  of 
the  Committee,  he  would  suggest,  that  it 
would  be  better  for  the  hon.  Member  to 
take  some  other  coarse. 


naval  protection.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  terms  of  the  treaty  with 
France  were  complained  of;  that  was  t 
very  different  matter ;  if  any  iofractioo  ot 
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Session,  he  (Mr.  Wallace)  would  do  so 
himself. 

Mr.    Cutlar  Fergusson    defended   the 


that  treaty  had  taken  place,  no  Umeoaght 
to  be  lost  in  making  the  proper  represen- 
tations to  the  Foreign  office. .  He  would 
only  remark  that  the  most  speedy  mode  of 
procuring  redress  for  the  constituents  of  the 
boo.  and  gallant  Member  would  have  been 
to  have,  in  the  first  instance,  memorialised 
that  department  of  the  Governnent  to 
which  the  matter  more  properly  belonged  ; 
and  if  their  representations  had  been  disre- 
garded, then  it  would  have  been  time 
enough  for  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man to  come  down,  and  ask  redress  from 

that  House. 

Captain  Pechell  sfiid,  remonstrances  on 
this  subject  had  been  made  time  out  of 
mind  ;  and  though  he  would  not  say  the 
present  Government  had  not  shown  every 
disposition  to  afFord  protection,  he  did 
assert  that  protection  had  been  refused  by 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Cumber- 
land, was  the  head.  This  he  could  show 
by  documents  in  writing,  if  necessary.  He 
was  determined,  if  Government  refused,  to 
take  up  this  matter  himself,  with  a  view  of 
compelling  the  French  to  observe  the 
principle  of  equity  and  justice. 

Mr.  Labouchere  could  only  assure  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  no  time 
would  be  lost  in  making  application  to  the 
Admiralty,  who  would,  he  could  take 
upon  himself  to  say,  pay  every  attention  to 
the  representations  made  to  them. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Court  of  Session  (Scotland^.]  The 
Lord  Advocate  moved  the  second  reading 
of  the  Court  of  Session  (Scotland)  Bill. 

Mr.  Wallace  hoped  that  the  learned 
Lord  intended  this  Bill  but  as  introductory 
to  further  measures ;  for  unless  somethino^ 
were  done  to  remove  the  evils  in  the  Scotch 
Courts,  which  were,  he  might  say,  recog. 
nised  in  the  present  Bill,  he  (Mr.  VVallace) 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  take  up  the  sub- 
ject, with  a  view  to  completing  these  re- 
forms. There  was  very  much  that  was 
reprehensible  in  the  present  system  of 
taking  evidence  in  some  of  the  Scotch 
Courts;  viva  voce  evidence  was  entirely 
excluded  from  the  supreme  courts,  a  prac- 
tice that  prevailed  in  no  other  Court  in 
the  universe,  he  believed,  except,  indeed, 
the  English  Court  of  Chancery,  which  had 
always  been  an  exception  to  every  sound 
rule  of  jurisprudence.  If  the  Lord  Advo* 
cate  did  not  bring  in  a  Bill  to  allow  viva 
voce  evidence  to  be  given  in  the  Cuurt  of 


Report  of  the  Commissioners.  He  admit- 
ted that  it  might  be  well  to  allow  viva  voce 
evidence  to  be  taken  in  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion, but  it  was  necessary  that  the  greatest 
caution  should  be  exercised  in  making  the 
change. 

The  Lord  Advocate  was  satisfied  that 
the  country  was  under  great  obligations  to 
the  Commissioners  who  drew  up  the  Re- 
port. He  was  happy  to  6nd  that  the 
general  merits  of  the  Bill  were  admitted 
by  all  parties.  The  change  proposed  by 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Green- 
ock, was  one  which  did  not  come  within 
the  scope  of  the  present  Bill. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Recorders'Court  B1LL.3  The  Solici- 
tor-General moved^  that  the  Recorders* 
Court  Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  Harvey  said,  there  was  much  no. 
velty,  much  expense,  and  much  violation 
of  important  principle,  in  this  BilU  He 
wished  particularly  to  draw  the  attention 
of  his  Majesty's  Attorney-General  to  it, 
and  to  know  whether  it  had  his  sanction. 
The  Corporation  Reform  Act  gave  the 
town-councils  the  power  of  suggesting 
to  the  Crown  the  salaries  they  were  pre- 
pared to  pay  to  the  Recorders  to  be  ap- 
pointed. This  Bill  proposed  to  give  these 
Recorders  the  power  of  appointing  depu- 
ties in  all  cases  in  which  the  business  of 
the  quarter  sessions  extended  beyond  three 
days,  including  the  day  upon  which  the 
court  was  opened ;  and  these  deputies 
were  to  be  paid  out  of  the  corporate  funds, 
or  where  these  were  insufficient  for  the 
purpose,  out  of  a  rate  to  be  Icried  upon 
the  inhabitants  of  the  borough.  But  it 
was  to  the  unconstitutional  power  of  de- 
legating to  the  Recorder,  who  was  a  high 
judicial  officer,  the  power  of  naming  a 
deputy  that  he  more  particularly  objected. 
Nor  was  it  proposed  to  restrict  the  power 
of  the  Recorder  to  the  naming  of  his 
deputy  merely.  He  was  also  to  have  the 
power  of  unnaming  him  1  for  his  appoint- 
ment would  be  by  a  power  of  attorney, 
or  some  similar  instrument,  which  he 
could  revoke  at  pleasure.  Sorely  such  a 
power  was  in  the  highest  degree  objec- 
tionable. If  these  gentlemen  found  Uieir 
duties  too  heavy  for  them,  they  were  at 
liberty  to  retire ;  but  it  was  rather  too 
soon  for  them  to  come  to  that  House 
for  a  power  to  add  to  the  expenses  of 
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the  boroQgiis  to  which  they  had  been  ap- 
pointed, hot  it  seemed  tiiat  there  was  to 
be  not  merely  a  deputy  Recorder ;  there 
was  also  to  he  a  deputy  townn^leric,  and 
a  deputy  town-crier ;  the  whole  expenses 
of  which  were  to  be  thrown  upon  the 
'town.  Then,  let  him  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  this  feet,  that  the  Recorder 
was  a  judge,  not  only  in  cItiI,  but  in 
criminal  cases  also;  having,  in  some 
places,  a  jurisdiction  commensurate  with 
that  of  the  judges  in  the  superior  courts 
at  Westminster,  holding  pleas  of  any  ex- 
tent, and  taking  cognizance  of  matters 
of  life  and  death.  He  was  to  be  allowed 
to  name  a  deputy;  well,  was  it  right 
that  such  an  officer  should  be  paid  by 
the  day }  Was  he  to  have  a  sort  of 
flying  interest  in  the  protraction  of  the 
cases  he  had  to  try  f  He  was  to  have 
his  three  guineas  or  his  five  guineas  a-day^ 
he  (Mr.  Harvey)  supposed ;  but  surely 
that  never  could  be  the  mode  in  which 
the  judges  of  the  land  should  he  paid. 
Then  let  htm  ask  who  these  deputies  were 
to  be  ?  Some  small  Barristers,  who  were 
one  day  without  a  brief,  and  the  next  de- 
eiding  upon  evidence,  and  awarding  sen- 
tences. Was  that  seemly  or  proper  in  any 
point  of  view }  He  trusted  that  before 
the  Bill  was  suffered  to  pass,  the  several 
points  to  which  he  had  adverted  would 
receive  due  attention,  and  that  the  whole 
measure  would  be  rendered  less  exception- 
able than  he  could  not  but  feci  it  now 
was.  While  he  was  up,  he  would  take 
the  opportunity  of  stating  that  when  the 
Bill  went  into  Committee,  it  was  liis  in- 
tention to  move  the  insertion  of  a  clause 
to  the  effect  that  no  person  appointed  to 
fill  the  office  of  deputy  Recorder  should 
be  capable  of  representing  in  that  House 
the  borough  in  which  he  presided.  He 
would  also  give  notice  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (the  Attorney-General) 
that  when  his  Bill  for  amending  the  Mu- 
nicipal Corporation  Act  was  in  Com- 
mittee, he  intended  to  move  the  insertion 
of  a  clause  to  the  effect,  that  no  person 
hereafter  appointed  Recorder  in  a  borough 
should  be  eligible  to  hold  a  sent  in  that 
House. 

Mr.    Worthy    could    assure    the    hon. 
Gentleman,  that  so  far  from  throwing  a 
greater  expense  on  the  borough,  this  Bill 
would  be  a  relief  to  the  witness^*  ♦'^  ^Ha 
prosecutor,    to    the    jury,    nr 
borough  itself.     He  hoj)ed,  i\ 
House  would  allow  the  Bill 
second  time. 


Mr.  O'Conneli  thought  it  would  be 
against  the  principles  of  law  and  justice 
to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  passed  into  a  law. 
It  roigiit  be  well  enough  to  allow  the 
councils  to  appoint  a  iocum  tenens  for  the 
Recorder,  but  to  allow  the  judge  to  ap- 
point his  own  deputy  was  a  power  which 
would  never  be  allowed  in  superior  couru. 
Let  him  suppose  that  Lord  Denman  was 
to  appoint  a  Deputy  Chief  Justice  of 
England,  he  would  be  very  apt  to  lose 
whatever  glory  he  had  acquired  by  pro- 
scribing that  House  as  a  publisher  of 
libels.  He  must  certainly  vote  against 
the  Bill. 

Lord  John  Russeil  did  not  object  to  the 
general  objects  of  the  Bill.  He  thought 
that,  in  such  cases  as  that  of  Leeds  it  was 
likely  enough  that  a  deputy  might  be  re- 
quired— but  he  trusted  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  charge  of  the 
Bill  would  take  time  to  relieve  it  from 
some  of  the  objections  which  now  seemed 
to  lie  against  it. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

EnucATioN  IN  Ireland.}  Upon  he 
motion  that  the  Sheriffs'  County  Court 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  Stanley  rose,  and  said  he  was 
anxious  to  ascertain  from  his  noble  Friend, 
the  Secretary  of  State,  whether  there  was 
any  intention  on  the  part  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  to  appoint  a  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  working  of  the  system  of 
National  Education  in  Ireland  }  7'hat 
measure  had  been  introduced  as  an  expert, 
ment,  and  it  had  now  been  in  operation 
for  a  sufficient  length  of  time  to  afford 
proofs  of  the  way  in  which  it  had  worked. 
His  noble  Friend  would  admit,  he  was 
sure,  that  the  conflicting  statements  made 
in  that  House  and  elsewhere  should  be  set 
at  rest.  If  it  was  the  intention  of  his 
noble  Friend  to  take  up  the  question,  he 
would  be  most  happy  to  leave  it  in  his 
hands ;  but  if  there  were  no  such  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord,  he 
should  certainly  take  an  early  opportunity 
to  move  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com. 
mittee  to  inquire  fully  and  impartially 
into  the  practical  working  of  the  system, 
so  that  if  it  had  operated  beoeiidnUv,  it 
might  be  continued i  and  if  prejudicially, 
that  it  might  be  suppressiu). 

Lord  John  Russell  bixn\,  )u  rluiuld  <  i  r 
''inly  feel  it  to  be  Iii<>du(y.  lu  (!u    iu'..> 

ction  of  any  nuMauu,  tn  ^  i..  j......  \^\\ 

any  oilier  uu.iui«  »»t  ..j.j  i.,     ,,.  ^^j   j^^ 
Und,  to  bcc  tUii    ."  i-     .  ..V  Uu.cn  to 
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promote  a  good  and  extensive  system  of 
education  for  that  country.  He  agreed 
with  his  noble  Friend,  however,  in  think- 
ing that  an  investigation  should  be  insti- 
tuted, for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether  the  system  now  in  existence  was 
the  best  that  could  be  devised.  But 
whether  that  should  turn  out  to  be  the 
case  or  not,  he  was  satisfied  that  educa- 
tion, and  general  education,  was  a  thing 
that  should  be  promoted  by  the  Legisla- 
ture and  the  Government.  It  was  his 
intention,  however,  on  an  early  day  to 
propose  a  Committee  of  inquiry  into  Edu- 
cation in  Ireland.  But  he  could  not  even 
thus  advert  to  the  subject,  without  stating 
it  as  his  opinion  that  the  present  system 
was  working  well.  It  was  due  to  those 
persons  by  whom  it  had  been  conducted 
to  state  that  opinion,  although,  as  he  had 
already  said,  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
fullest  inquiry  into  the  subject. 

Mr.  Maclean  wished  to  know  whether 
it  was  the  noble  Lord's  intention  to  in- 
clude in  that  inquiry  the  system  of  educa- 
tion adopted  at  Maynooth  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  desirable  to  include 
Maynooth  in  the  inquiry.  With  regard 
to  any  special  inquiry  into  the  college  of 
Maynooth,  he  saw  no  objection  to  such 
an  inquiry.  His  opinion  was,  that  the 
result  of  it  would  be  to  show  that  the 
grant  to  that  college  should  he  increased. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  whether 
there  was  any  objection  to  inquire  into  the 
systems  of  education  pursued  at  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  ?  If  it  were  considered 
that  the  system  adopted  in  Ireland  was  so 
important  to  the  people  of  that  country, 
and  he  admitted  that  it  was  so,  surely  the 
systems  acted  upon  at  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge could  not  be  less  important  to  the 
people  of  England. 

Subject  dnipped. 

County  Boards.]  Mr.  Hume  rose  to 
ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  which  he  had 
introduced  last  Session,  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  County  Boards,  to  superintend 
the  financial  department  in  each  county. 
The  late  period  at  which  the  Bill  had  been 
introduced  last  Session,  prevented  its  get- 
ting farther  than  the  first  reading.  Since, 
then,  however,  the  country  had  been  made 
acquainted  with  its  provisions  and  its  ob- 
jects, for  he  had  sent  a  copy  of  the  Bill  to 
the  clerk  of  the  peace  in  each  county. 
Perhaps  he  might  be  told  by  some  persons 
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conceived  he  had  only  done  his  duty.  A 
Bill  brought  in  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud,  and  passed  at  the  end  of  last  Ses* 
sion,  had  rendered  most  of  the  enactments, 
which  the  Bill  he  formerly  introduced 
contained,  useless.  The  one  he  now 
sought  to  introduce  made  a  complete  dis- 
tinction between  the  financial  and  the 
judicial  business  of  the  county.  It  was 
limited  to  the  financial  department  only — 
the  judicial,  he  thought,  ought  to  reroaia 
with  the  representatives  of  his  Majesty. 
Much  misconception  had  gone  abroad  on 
the  subject  of  the  present  Bill,  and  he 
thought  it  necessary  to  state  its  principle 
and  its  object.  It  was  intended  that  a 
council  should  be  elected  in  each  county 
by  the  ratepayers  in  the  oounty  for  the 
manngeraent  of  the  finances.  By  the 
previous  Bill  it  was  provided  that  all 
divisions  of  the  counties  were  to  be  made  by 
commissioners  to  be  named  under  the  BilK 
Some  suggestions  had  been  made  to  him 
on  this  point,  and  it  was  now  intended 
that  the  divisions  made  by  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners  should  be  adopted  where 
that  was  found  advantageous.  He  there- 
fore proposed  that  the  Commissioners 
should  have  a  discretionary  power  to  adopt 
divisions  already  existing,  and  to  make 
them  where  it  was  necessary ;  and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  if  the  council  were  once 
established,  they  would,  in  a  few  years, 
be  able  to  point  out  the  exact  limit  of 
every  division.  It  was  proposed,  also, 
that  an  election  should  take  place  in  every 
parish,  the  votes  to  be  taken  by  proper 
officers,  and  the  returns  to  be  sent  to  the 
officer  of  the  union.  The  Bill  also  ap- 
points auditors,  to  be  elected  by  the  rate- 
payers, and  all  officers  under  the  Bill, 
from  the  secretary  to  the  servant,  were  to 
be  paid  a  certain  fixed  salary,  but  to  be 
entitled  to  no  fees.  The  Bill  also  pro- 
posed the  establishment  of  a  system  of 
police  under  the  direction  of  the  county 
board.  They  would  thus  obtain  through- 
out the  country  one  uniform  and  system- 
atic body  of  police,  which  he  believed 
would  prevent  a  great  many  offences,  and 
he  was  sure  that  the  expense  of  such  a 
system  of  efficient  police  would  not  ex- 
ceed the  sum  expended  on  the  present 
inefficient  body.  The  Bill  went  to  assimi* 
late  the  counties  to  the  burghs,  and  to 
give  to  rate-payers  the  management  and 
control  over  their  finances.  It  was  also 
proposed  that  the  unions  should  have 
the  power  of  recommending  individuals 
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of  the  peace.  This  was  a  point  which  he 
was  aware  was  considered  of  very  great 
difficalty,  but  he  deemed  it  essential  to 
the  well-working  of  the  system^  and  hoped 
It  would  meet  with  no  opposition. 
He  was  anxious  to  see  a  responsible 
magistracy^  as  it  appeared  to  him  the 
country  stood  greatly  in  need  of  it. 
He  moved  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  for  placing  the  finances  of  counties 
under  a  County  Board,  to  be  elected  by 
the  rate-payers. 

Mr.  Ewart  begged  to  second  the  mo- 
tion so  unostentatiously  brought  forward 
by  his  hon.  Friend.  He  was  glad  that  one 
portion  of  the  measure  related  to  the 
county  magistracy.  There  was  one  anomaly 
in  the  present  system  which  permitted 
clergymen  to  assume  the  judicial  charac- 
ter. He  believed  there  were  two  counties 
in  England  where  clergymen  were  not  al- 
lowed to  sit  on  the  Bench.  He  trusted 
that  that  practice  would  be  extended  to 
all  England,  as  it  was  a  violation  of 
the  attributes  of  justice  and  religion,  to 
unite  the  spiritual  and  judicial  authority 
in  one  person.  He  felt  bound  to  approve 
of  the  system  of  an  effective  county  police, 
and  he  ventured  to  think  that  the  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam worth, 
would  have  acted  more  in  accordance 
with  the  spirit  of  the  age,  had  he,  when  he 
established  the  metropolitan  police,  placed 
the  management  and  control  of  it  under  a 
municipal  government.  The  practice  of 
establishing  county  boards  had  been  long 
introduced  even  in  despotic  countries. 
They  existed  in  Prussia — they  were  also 
established  in  France  and  in  Belgium.  In 
France,  he  believed  the  germ  of  liberty 
would  spring  from  them, and  not  from  a  sub- 
servient Chamber  of  Deputies.  Thepresent 
Bill  was  in  strict  accordance  with  the  an- 
cient practice  of  this  country,  and  he  con- 
sidered if  the  measure  passed,  it  would  be 
the  greatest  boon  the  country  had  received 
since  the  Reform  Bill,  if  not  superior  to 
that  Bill  itself. 

Colonel  Siblhorp  did  not  rise  to  oppose 
the  Bill  on  the  present  occasion.  He  had 
read  it,  and  if  it  was  not  the  same  as  that 
of  last  Session  he  considered  it  as  of 
equally  dangerous  tendency.  He  objected 
to  it  on  one  ground — it  gave  great  political 
power  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  be- 
sides this,  it  would  make  an  additional 
charge  on  the  poor-rates,  already  suffi- 
ciently burdensome.  He  considered  the 
Bill  at  transferring  the  whole  management 


of  the  affairs  of  a  county  to  a  body  of 
persons  who  had  no  property  at  all,  and 
it  conveyed  an  imputation  upon  a  body  of 
men  who  had  hitherto  discharged  theirduty 
honestly  and  faithfully.  He  thought  the 
Bill  was  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
undermining  the  ancient  constitution  of 
the  country.  He  feared  there  would  be 
little  use  in  resisting  the  measure  in  that 
House,  particularly  in  such  a  House  of 
Commons  as  they  now  had,  but  he  trusted 
in  another  place  it  would  not  meet  with 
approbation.  However,  as  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  should  be  always  in  his 
place,  to  give  the  Bill  every  opposition  in 
his  power. 

Sir  Eardley  Wilmot  said,  that  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  brought  in 
his  Bill  last  Session,  he  expressed  then,  as 
he  did  now,  his  approbation  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  not  intrusting  funds  to  the 
management  of  any  body  of  persons  with- 
out responsibility,  and  he  was  perfectly 
willing  that  some  restriction  should  be 
made  upon  the  power  of  the  magistrates 
to  deal  with  the  county  rates,  in  order 
that  they  might  escape  even  the  suspicion 
of  corruption.  Whether  this  Bill  would 
have  this  effect  or  not  was  another  ques- 
tion. The  duties  of  the  magistrates  of  quar- 
ter sessions,  were  threefold, — the  control 
of  the  county  expenditure  ;  the  civil  busi- 
ness, which  included  appeals ;  and  thirdly, 
the  judicial  business.  Now,  any  one  who 
had  any  experience  in  these  matters  knew 
very  well,  that  after  the  first  day  of  the 
Sessions,  when  matters  relating  to  the 
county  expenditure  were  finished,  the 
attendance  was  very  scanty,  and  for  the 
hearing  of  the  civil  business  and  appeals 
there  was  rarely  a  bench  composed  of 
more  than  three  or  five  members,  although 
cases  of  great  importance  were  frequently 
brought  before  them  and  when  the  judicial 
business  came  to  be  disposed  of,  it  was, 
with  the  greatest  difficulty  sometimes, 
that  he  was  able  to  get  one  magistrate  to 
hear  the  cases  with  him,  so  that  if  the 
county  business  were  taken  away  from  the 
magistrates  at  quarter  sessions,  there 
would  be,  he  would  not  say  no  induce- 
ment, but  no  occupation  for  them,  after 
they  had  travelled  a  considerable  distance 
and  incurred  considerable  expense.  He 
contended,  therefore,  that  if  this  Bill  were 
carried  it  would  alter  the  whole  construc- 
tion of  the  judicial  establishment  of  the 
county,  and  it  would  be  necessary  to  have 
a  single  person  appointed  to  transact  tb^ 
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ju^Jicial  business.  A  cottnty  recoirder, 
competent  to  the  business,  might  not  only 
deliver  the  gaol  every  sessions,  but  by 
holding  a  court  every  fortnight  would  do 
away  with  the  necessity  of  having  Local 
Courts,  and  the  result  would  be,  that 
imprisonment  before  trial  would  seldom  be 
more  than  seven  days.  When  punishment 
was  immediate  upon  the  commission  of 
crime,  a  most  important  advantage  was 
obtained ;  for  not  only  did  offences  be- 
come less  frequent,  but  an  enormous  ex- 
pense would  be  saved  by  not  keeping  pri- 
soners two  or  three  months  in  prison  before 
trial.  But  there  was  one  point  in  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool,  to  which  he  wished  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber seemed  to  suppose  that  the  chief  and 
most  important  duties  of  the  magistrates 
consisted  in  trying  prisoners.  He  totally 
forgot  how  they  were  employed  when  they 
did  not  sit  at  quarter  sessions.  The  most 
important  of  their  duties  was  their  resi- 
dence in  the  various  places  in  the  county 
where  they  lived,  and  where  they  were 
enabled  to  act  as  friends  of  the  poor,  and 
heal  disputes  as  arbitrators  and  referees. 
In  cases  of  assault,  differences  between 
masters  and  servants,  and  cases  of  trespass, 
their  interposition  was  most  constant  and 
most  useful.  They  formed  a  link  in  the 
social  chain  which  bound  the  poor  and  the 
middle  class  together,  and  if  the  hon. 
Member's  Bill  were  carried,  he  feared 
greatly  that  it  would  dissolve  a  connexion 
which  had  been  most  beneficial  to  the 
country.  He  contended  that  the  large 
amount  of  the  county  rates  was  not  attri- 
butable to  the  maladministration  of  the 
county  funds  by  the  magistrates,  but  to 
the  burdens  which  had  been  thrown  on 
them  by  the  legislature  itself.  The  Prisoners' 
Counsel  Bill  alone  doubled  the  expenses 
of  trials,  and  the  Weights  and  Measures* 
Bill,  and  expense  of  country  bridges,  all 
fell  upon  the  county  rates,  and  he  would 
venture  to  say,  that  the  magistracy  had 
done  everything  in  their  power  to  reduce 
the  rates,  and  had,  to  a  great  extent,  suc- 
ceeded in  effecting  that  object.  Nothing 
could  be  more  unwise  than  a  measure,  the 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  take  away  the 
resident  magistracy .  He  wished  that  Ire- 
land had,  like  this  country,  a  large,  a  resi- 
dent, and  a  respectable  magistracy,  and 
be  would  pledge  his  credit  that  it  would  be 
more  quiet  and  peaceable  than  it  was  now. 
He  could  bear  hts  testimony  to  thecharac* 


ter  of  tha  magistrates  of  Bogkud.  Thef 
had  always,  as  far  as  his  o&ervation  ex- 
tended, been  ready  to  give  their  attention 
to  the  petitions  and  recommendationa  of 
all  classes,  no  matter  how  humble.  As  to 
clerical  magistrates,  he  had  long  contended 
that  they  ought  not  to  be  in  the  Commis* 
sion  of  thePeace,  but  in  many  counties  it  was 
extremely  difficult  to  set  a  sufScient  num- 
ber of  magistrates  without  clergymen,  and 
till  this  obstacle  was  surmounted  he  should 
not  be  able  to  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  no 
clergymen  ought  to  be  magistrates.  With 
respect  to  this  Bill,  he  wished  to  know 
if  the  hon.  Member  would  be  satisfied  to 
introduce  his  Bill  for  one  county,  Middle- 
sex alone,  as  an  experiment,  because  the 
difference  between  the  metropolitan  coun- 
ties and  the  rural  districts  was  as  great  as 
between  light  and  dark.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  be  content  with  that,  and  suc- 
ceeded in  carrying  his  Bill,  and  it  were 
found,  after  a  yearns  trial,  that  it  worked 
well,  he  would  support  him  in  bringing 
forward  a  Bill  to  apply  to  the  whole  of 
England. 

Colonel  Wood  protested  against  the 
limitation  of  this  Bill  to  the  county  of 
Middlesex.  If  it  were  to  pass  into  law,  it 
ought  to  be  extended  to  the  kingdom  at 
large,  otherwise  it  would  look  like  a  slur 
upon  the  magistracy  of  the  county  to  which 
its  application  was  to  be  confined.  As  far  aa 
the  county  of  Middlesex  was  concerned, 
he  could  not  but  regret  that  the  magis- 
trates of  that  county  had  to  complain  of 
the  non-attendance  of  one  of  their  body 
who  occupied  an  influential  position  in  it 
on  all  those  occasions,  when  the  financial 
business  of  the  county  was  under  consider- 
ation. Yes,  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  was,  of  all 
the  magistrates  of  that  county,  the  magis- 
trate that  attended  least  to  the  audiimg 
of  its  financial  accounts,  and  to  the  con- 
trollingof  its  expenditure.  Without  entering 
at  all  into  the  merits  of  the  Bill,  he  would 
give  notice  that  on  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill,  he  would  oppose  it,  and  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  it. 

Mr.  (TConnell  thought,  that  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Warwickshire,  ought  to  induce  the 
House  to  pass  the  Bill,  as  he  had  had 
great  experience  in  the  business  of  quarter 
sessions.  He  stated,  that  if  the  Bill  passed, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  have  a  county 
judge.  Now  in  Ireland  there  was  a  prece- 
dent that  was  found  to  work  well,  and 
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ftom  tht  late  diFisioiii  Of  cottntitt  by  the 
Lofd-Ueliteoanty  the  aisistant  barritttr  wai 
ohligad  to  spend  almost  his  entire  time  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duties.  He  believed 
it  wouM  te  of  great  advantage  to  the 
peoble  of  England  to  have  a  person 
qusliBed  to  act  and  educated  for  the  ad-^ 
ministration  of  the  laws.  He  did  not 
know  that  the  conduct  of  the  magistracy 
of  Middlesex  was  so  pure  as  to  be  above  afi 
suspicion  ;  for  he  had  read  in  the  news- 
papers some  resolutions  passed  by  the 
vestry  of  St.  Oeorge»  Haaover*square,  in 
which  they  intimat^  that  the  magistracy 
of  that  county  had  misapplitd  some 
1  i  ,000/.  of  the  county  monev.  The  hon. 
Baronet  seemed  to  think  that  if  magistrates 
were'seleoUd  by  the  people,  the  character  of 
the  office  would  not  be  exalted .  No  w  he  was 
of  a  differen  t  opinion  I  and  he  was  su  re  the  bad 
would  be  omittedandthegoodonly  returned. 
He  weoty  however,  ou  higher  ground,  and 
he  would  state  that  it  was  only  a  return  to 
the  old  constitutional  principle  of  taxation 
by  representation  and  of  election  by  the 
people.  It  appeared  that  magistrates, 
however  pure,  were  not,  like  Ceesar's  wife, 
above  suspiobn*  The  Dill  before  the 
House  proposed  a  return  to  the  common 
law  practice  prior  to  the  time  of  the  statute 
of  Edward  drd,  which  was  enacted  pro 
hac  tnc§  to  vest  in  the  Crown  the  appoint- 
ment of  magistrates.  The  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Lincoln  was  afraid  that  this  was  of 
a  democratic  principle.  If  the  word  demo* 
crailc  were  translated  for  his  benefit,  it 
would  be  seen  that  it  only  meant  popular, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  so  fearful  a  thing 
to  give  to  the  people  of  England  a  popular 
control  over  the  expenditure  of  money 
raised  from  themselves.  The  appointment 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  objectionable 
— ^he  might  be  a  Whig^  and  then  he  prob- 
ably would  appoint  what  the  gallant 
Member  for  Lincoln  might  call  improper 
magistrates.  He  might  be  a  Tory,  and 
the  odds  were  that  he  was  so,  and  then 
he  would  nominate  persons  in  whom  the 
people  could  not  have  confidence.  It  was 
well  known  that  the  commission  was  given 
away  as  a  matter  of  favour ;  no  one  denied 
it,  and  it  was  a  ftarful  thing  that  persons 
should  be  selected,  not  for  their  6tness  or 
capability,  bnt  for  their  having  found  favour 
in  the  eyes  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the 
county^ 

^  Mr.  Shaw  admitted  the  system  of  as- 
sistant-barristers had  worked  well  in  Ire- 
laad»  tat  doubted  whether  it  would  work 


equally  well  in  England.  He  must,  like 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire, 
protest  against  any  measure  which  would 
destroy  the  golden  link  between  the  middle 
classes  and  poor,  by  depriving  the  latter 
of  their  natural  friends  and  protectors. 

Mr.  Richards  asked,  was  not  the  Bill 
intended  to  gife  power  to  the  democracy  ? 
He  would  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex to  point  out  to  him  any  petitions 
which  had  been  presented  from  the 
counties  of  England,  complaining  of  the 
conduct  of  the  magistracy,  or  praying  for 
the  proposed  alterations.  He  was  not 
aware  of  any  such  having  been  presented. 
And  looking  at  the  state  of  the  great  com- 
mercial interest  in  that  great  city,  where 
there  was  nothing  but  doubt,  perplexity, 
and  alarm,  he  could  not  attribute  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex's  allowing  his  mind 
to  be  perverted  to  so  trivial  an  affair  as 
this  or  to  any  other  cause  than  to  the 
spirit  of  party. 

Mr.  Arthwr  TVevor  could  not  allow  the 
introduction  of  the  present  Bill,  without 
eipresstng  his  opposition  to  it*  He  oon» 
sidered  it  a  measure,  than  which,  he  had 
never  seen  anything  more  essentially 
dangerous.  There  were  already,  as  he 
thought,  enough  electionsof  one  kind  or  the 
other  without  introducing  any  fresh  ;  and 
from  whst  he  had  seen  of  those  elections, 
he  had  little  cause  to  be  pleased  with  them  ; 
he  thought  that  they  aid  not  tend  to  the 
good  harmony  of  society,  or  the  good  order 
of  the  community,  but  that  they  were 
productive  of  much  ill  will.  He  could  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln, 
that  he  did  not  like  to  act  on  a  bench  of 
magistrates  along  with  the  clergy ;  when 
he  (Mr.  Trevor)  had  seen  those  rev. 
gentlemen  on  the  bench,  he  had  never 
seen  any  conduct  from  them  but  such  as 
would  do  honour  to  their  sacred  character. 
In  many  parts  of  the  country  the  ^ntry 
were  very  few,  and  in  those  parts  if  the 
clergy  did  not  act  as  magistrates  much 
inconvenience  would  be  experienced.  Ha 
objected  also  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny,  as  to  the  con* 
duct  of  Lords-Lieutenant  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  magistrates.  He  (Mr.  Trevor) 
did  not  think  that  the  Lords-Lieutenant 
acted  from  political  motives.  He  thought 
no  one  would  object  to  sit  on  the  same 
bench,  or  act  as  a  magistrate  with  a  sen  tie* 
man,  because  their  political  creeds  hap* 

Sened  to  differ.    The  boo.  Member  for 
liddlesex  had  no  right  to  throw  out  any 
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insinuations,  and  he  could  not  think  of  the 
reason  why  the  hon.  Member  should  bring 
forward  this  Bill,  unless  it  was  because  it 
was  the  fashion  of  the  present  day  not  to 
leave  one  earthly  thing  alone.  It  was 
the  opinion  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
that  if  anything  had  continued  for  a  long 
period  it  was  necessarily  wrong,  and  that 
an  entire  change  must  take  place  without 
consulting  public  opinion,  and  whether 
any  complaints  were  expressed  or  not. 
Had  any  petition  been  presented  in  favour 
of  any  such  change  as  the  present  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  would,  perhaps, 
tell  him  whence  they  had  come ;  he  was 
not  aware  of  any.  He  agreed  that  one 
great  tendency  of  the  present  measure  was 
towards  democracy,  and  towards  giving 
a  preponderating  power  to  that  class  of 
persons  which  has  very  little  to  lose — to 
the  prejudice  of  those  who  have  a  great 
deal.  The  Opposition  were  continual 
told  that  this  measure  and  that  measure 
was  only  working  out  the  principle  of  the 
Reform  Bill;  all  he  could  say  was,  that  if 
such  were  the  case,  the  Reform  Bill  had 
been  the  parent  of  a  most  mischievous 
offspring.  After  the  opinion  expressed  by 
his  hon.  Friends  around  him,  that  this  Bill 
should  be  allowed  to  be  laid  on  the  table, 
it  would  be  presumptuous  in  him  now  to 
offer  any  opposition  ;  but  if  he  had  con- 
sulted his  own  feelings,  he  would  have 
divided  the  House  upon  it,  even  if  he  had 
stood  alone.  He  objected  to  it,  however 
ab  initio  usque  adjinem^  and  he  should  not 
omit  any  step  which  might  lead  to  its 
rejection. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought  it  was  rather 
hard  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down  to  complain  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  for  introducing  this  Bill,  and 
because  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
would  not  leave  things  alone,  since  it  was 
only  the  other  day  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Durham  had  himself  given  notice  for 
the  introduction  of  two  Bills — one  for  the 
punishment  of  offences  against  the  person, 
and  the  other  for  an  alteration  in  the  sale 
of  Beer  Bill.  If  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
like  continued  alteration,  why  could  he 
not  leave  these  two  subjects  alone  ?^He 
was  to  be  allowed  to  meddle  with  what 
he  pleased,  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex,  and  every  body  else,  were  not 
to  be  allowed  that  privilege.  —  With 
respect  to  the  principle  of  the  present  Bill 
it  would  be  difficult  to  make  any  objection. 
Where  a  large  sum  pf  mone^  wm  raised 


by  rate  and  expended,  a  sum  the  amonnt 
of  which  had  been  much  increased  within 
the  last  few  years,  he  thought  that  the 
principle  of  placing  the  levying  and  expend- 
iture of  the  rate  in  some  measure  under 
the  control  of  the  rate-payers  was  not 
objectionable. — It  had  been  said  that 
there  were  no  petitions  in  favour  of 
such  a  change ;  but  if  he  recollected 
there  had  been  petitioners  from  Stafford- 
shire, Somersetshire,  and  Hertfordshire  ; 
and  with  respect  to  the  county  of  Devon, 
in  particular,  he  knew  that  much  ill-will 
and  considerable  discontent  existed  among 
the  farmers  and  yeomanry,  because  their 
money  was  disposed  of  without  any  control 
on  their  part.  There  was,  therefore,  a  prima 
facie  case|for  the  introduction  of  this  Bill  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex.  He  did 
not  know  whether  he  had  understood 
correctly^ the  observations  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  had  made 
in  stating  that  this  was  not  a  Bill  which 
he  was  prepared  to  second.  He  was, 
however,  inclined  to  use  as  an  argument 
in  favour  of  this  Bill  the  very  observations 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  had  used  as  an 
argument  against  it.  The  hon.  Baronet 
had  stated  that  the  magistrates  were  in 
the  habit  of  attending  in  great  numbers 
to  discuss  the  expenditure  of  the  county 
rates,  to  examine  what  monies  had  been 
levied  and  received,  to  see  how  the  county 
treasurer  discharged  his  duty,  and,  when 
occasion  required,  to  appoint  his  successor ; 
but  that  when  it  was  necessary  to  obtain 
their  presence  upon  the  civil  business  of 
the  county  their  attendance  was  thin,  and 
when  it  was  necessary  to  obtain  it  on 
criminal  business  it  was  still  thinner.  Now 
he  did  not  consider  such  a  state  of  things 
very  creditable  to  the  magistracy.  That 
the  chairman  of  the  quarter  sessions  should 
be  left  with  only  two  magistrates,  and 
those,  perhaps,  not  the  most  distinguished 
for  talent,  to  transact  the  criminal  business 
of  the  county,  was  a  spectacle  that  one 
would  not  wish  to  see,  and  there  could  be 
no  good  reason  for  continuing  such  a  system. 
The  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire,  likewise  observed,  that  if 
this  plan  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  were  adopted,  it  might  lead 
to  the  appointment  of  a  recorder  or  judge 
for  each  county.  He  would  not  give  a 
decided  opinion  on  the  propriety  of  toch 
an  appointment,  but  this  be  would  say,  that 
there  was  great  difficulty  at  present  in 
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competent  for  the  task  of  acting  as  chair- 
men at  quarter  sessions.  No  one  knew 
better  than  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  that  it  required  considerable 
talent,  great  knowledge  of  law,  and  no 
small  sacrifice  of  time,  to  perform  that 
task  in  an  adequate  manner.  With  the 
great  increase  of  civil  and  criminal  business 
which  had  arisen  of  late  years,  and  with 
the  still  greater  increase  which  might  be 
expected  firom  the  Prisoners'  Counsel  Bill 
passed  last  session,  that  task  would  become 
every  year  more  arduous  and  laborious, 
and  he  therefore  anticipated  that  from 
year  to  year  it  would  become  more  difficult 
to  find  a  competent  chairman  for  the  quarter 
sessions.  If  his  anticipation  should  be 
correct,  and  if  it  should  in  consequence 
become  necessary  to  appoint  recorders  of 
counties,  that  would  form  no  reason  for 
not  separating  the  financial  from  the 
criminal  business  of  the  county.  He  would 
not  venture  at  present  any  opinion  upon 
the  details  of  this  measure.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex would  bring  them  forward  in  such  a 
shape  as  would  enable  the  Bill  to  pass  the 
Legislature,  and  that  he  would  take  care 
not  to  create  any  expensive  offices  in  the 
machinery  he  might  devise  for  carrying  it 
into  effect.  He  did  not  mean  to  assert 
that  there  were  not  objections  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  business  was  now 
conducted — he  admitted  that  there  were 
objections,  and  he  hoped  tKat  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  would  find  means 
to  obviate  them.  He  thought  that  the 
county  council  ought  to  be  kept  together 
as  short  a  time  as  possible,  and  that  there 
should  be  as  few  permanent  paid  officers 
as  possible.  With  regard  to  the  clause 
for  the  appointment  of  magistrates,  he 
must  say,  that  in  his  opinion,  it  did  not 
stand  at  present  in  a  very  satisfactory  state. 
He  was  free  to  admit,  that  there  was  at 
present  a  want  of  system  and  of  regularity 
in  the  mode  of  appointing  the  county 
magistracy.  The  appointments  depended 
too  much  on  the  opinions,  and  he  might 
even  say,  the  prejudices,  of  individuals. 
There  was  no  general  rule  by  which  the 
Lord-Lieutenants  were  guided  in  the 
selections  they  made  of  individuals  for  the 
bench.  Each  acted  upon  his  own  discretion. 
For  instance,  the  Duke  of  Wellington  did 
not  think  it  right  to  recommend  any  clergy- 
man for  the  magistracy,  when  any  other 
Stleman  could  be  appointed  in  the 
rkt    Other  Lotd-Lieotenants  adopted 


a  difl*erent  rule,  and  recommended  a 
greater  number  of  clergymen  than  of  any 
other  class  to  the  bench.  Though  he  did 
not  think  much  of  the  patronage  exercised 
by  the  Lord-Lieutenants,  he  must  say,  that 
a  practice  had  grown  up  amongst  them, 
on  which  it  was  incumbent  to  place  a 
check.  It  was  the  practice  of  most  of  the 
Lord-Lieutenants,  when  a  gentleman  was 
recommended  to  them  as  a  fit  person  to  be 
inserted  in  the  commission  of  the  peace, 
to  refer  his  name  to  the  magistrates  of  the 
district,  and  to  determine,  upon  their 
answer,  whether  he  would  insert  his  name 
or  not.  This  gave  the  magistrates  the 
power  of  electing  as  their  colleagues  on 
the  bench  men  of  their  own  party,  and  of 
rejecting  those,  who  though  objectionable 
to  them  on  private  grounds  might  not  be 
objectionable  on  any  public  grounds.  He 
thought  that  there  should  be  greater  uni. 
formity  than  that  which  now  existed  in  the 
rules  for  determining  the  eligibility  of  indi- 
viduals to  the  magistracy,  but  he  was  not 
prepared  to  go  the  length  of  saving  that  the 
Crown  ought  not  to  have  the  power  of 
appointing  as  magistrates  other  individuals 
besides  whose  who  were  recommended  to 
it  by  the  county  council. 

Sir  Eardly  Wilmot  had  only  meant  to 
say  that  the  chairman  of  quarter  sessions 
executed  almost  all  the  duties  of  the 
magistrates,  whilst  the  others  sat  merely 
to  make  a  court.  They  were  merely  wanted 
to  make  up  a  court  and  it  could  not  be 
expected  that  many  Gentlemen  could  be 
inauced  to  attend,  when  they  had  nothing 
to  do  but  to  sit  with  their  hands  before 
them. 

Mr.  Palmer  had  been  Chairman  of  the 
Sessions  in  Berkshire  for  several  years, 
and  had  experienced  no  difficulty  from 
the  non-attendance  of  magistrates  to  as- 
sist in  the  criminal  business,  but  this  he 
attributed  to  the  fact,  that  the  criminal 
business  was  transacted  before  the  civil. 
He  believed  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  had  brought  in  the  Bill  in  order 
to  save  expence  to  the  counties,  and  he 
(Mr.  P.)  was  not  disposed  to  offer  any 
objection  to  the  general  principle,  that 
those  who  pay  the  rales  should  have  some 
voice  in  the  expenditure,  though  he 
thought  there  was  a  considerable  differ- 
ence between  the  county-rate  and  the 
public  taxes,  because  the  county  magis- 
trates had  DO  power  to  make  a  rate  and 
levy  money  except  so  far  as  ihey  were 
authorized  by  the  Legislature,  Pud  they 
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bad  little  discretion  given  to  them  except 
as  to  the  salaries  which  they  should  give 
to  their  officers.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  had  complained  that  he  had 
not  received  any  answer  from  any  county 
inagistrate  to  whom  his  circular  had  been 
addressed,  but  he  would  take  the  liberty 
of  informing  the  hon.  Member,  that  in  the 
County  of  Berks,  this  did  not  proceed  from 
any  disrespect.  The  letter  was  taken  into 
consideration  hy  the  Magistrates,  they  ex- 
pressed their  thanks  to  tne  hon.  Member 
tor  his  courtesy,  but  they  thought  it  no 
part  of  their  duty  to  give  an  explicit 
answer,  they  had,  boweverj  instructed  the 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  to  write  to  the  hon. 
Member,  thanking  him  for  his  attention ; 
and,  as  far  as  he  (Mr.  Palmer)  could  col- 
lect, the  general  impression  was,  that 
although  it  was  desirable  to  give  a  control 
to  the  people,  yet  that  a  greater  expense 
than  at  present  would  be  created  by  this 
Bill,  without  presenting  any  countervail- 
ing benefits  from  its  theoretical  advan- 
tages. 

Mr.Pr^me  would  recommend  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  other  Members  opposite 
fo  follow  the  example  of  the  Magistrates 
of  Cambridge,  who  nighly  approved  of  the 
principle  of  (he  Bill.  It  was  most  essen. 
tial|  in  his  opinion,  that  the  financial  and 
civil  business  should  be  separated,  as  at 
present  the  system  was  productive  of  much 
inconvenience. 

Mr.  Potter  complained  of  the  lavish 
manner  in  which  the  public  money  was 
expended  by  the  Magistrates,  though  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  had  said  they 
had  no  discretion. 

Mr.  Palmar  explained.  What  he  meant 
to  say  was,  that  very  little  of  the  county 
expenditure  was  now  under  the  actual  con- 
trol of  the  Magistrates,  except  the  salaries 
of  their  own  officers. 

Mr.  Potter  had  at  that  moment  in  his 
eye  the  Castle  of  York,  to  whiph  the  wails 
of  Babylon  were  nothing.  That  had  beeq 
built  at  an  enormous  expense,  and  was  £| 
pionument  of  folly  to  .the  country.  There 
was  also  the  gaol  of  Leicester,  which  was 
unfortunately  too  large  for  the  wants  of  the 
people  of  that  county — and  in  Jjancasbire 
the  Magistrates  had  persisted  in  laying  out 
large  sums  upon  the  gaol,  although  they 
were  well  aware  that  for  some  years  it  was 
the  eeneral  opinion  that  the  assizes  for  the 
southern  division  of  the  county  should  be 
held  at  Liverpool  or  Manchester.  That 
gaol  was  now  much  too  ^rge,  and  he  wa9 


glad  that  soo^e  check  waa  UV^ly  to  b^  gu 
to  this  lavish  and  injudicious  expenditure 

Mr.  Montague  Chapman  did  not  tbit^k 
it  right  to  enter  info  the  details  qf  the  mea- 
sure at  that  early  ^t?tge,  but  he  thought  it 
right  to  direct  the  attention  of  tb^  Hw^ 
to  the  principle  of  the  Qill,  and  one  )i)ore 
obnoxious  in  principle,  or  more  ol^eption- 
able  in  detau,  he  had  never  readi  I{e 
could  not  suppose  the  House  would  pasa  a 
Bill  so  degrading  to  the  Magistracy,  apd  so 
derogatory  tp  the  privileges  of  (he  CrQwn 
itself.  Were  not  the  Magistrates  selected 
from  those  who  had  the  largest  property  in 
the  county  ? — and  would  it  be  noiy  said* 
that  they  should  take  from  them  the  ma- 
nagement of  their  own  property?  He 
meant  the  property  of  the  county,  in  the 
disbursement  of  which  they  had  sp  large  a 
stake.  Would  not  any  n^an  who  can)^  (o 
take  a  farm  inquire  what  the  amount  of 
poor-rates  and  county- rates,  &c.,  waSi  be- 
fore he  fixed  upon  the  value  of  the  farm, 
and  was  not  the  landlord  therefore  the 
person  most  deeply  interested  in  t])e 
amount  and  application  of  thoae  rates? 
The  Bill  not  orily  prevented  that,  but  it 
prevented  the  Magistrates  interfe^ng  with 
the  police  force  of  the  county,  although 
no  class  of  men  were  so  fit  to  arrapg^  that 
portion  of  the  local  business  of  the  coun- 
try. He  had  taken  some  pains  to  ascertain 
where  those  rate-payers  wbp  would  have  a 
vote  were  to  be  found,  and  he  bad  ascer- 
tained that  in  the  agricultural  districts 
the  sum  total  of  the  rates  paid  did  not  ex- 
ceed one-twentieth  of  the  whnle.  Ip  ^hort, 
the  3/.  tenants,  men  who  had  no  interest 
whatever  in  the  land,  would  have  a  Y^jce 
in  the  election  of  that  council  which  was  to 
nominate  the  Magistrates;  and  be  it  pb- 
served,  that  there  was  no  security  aa  to 
qualification  of  the  persons  they  were  to 
elect.  He  thought  it  would  be  necessary 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  to  do 
what  he  had  recommended  to  his  hoo. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bath — to  pat 
Ministers  a  little  oftener  on  the  backi  oe- 
fore  he  could  expect  to  parry  that  n|p|t 
objectionable  measure,  which  ne  was  coq- 
fident  would  be  rejected  by  the  House. 

Captain  Pechell  thought  it  must  be 
satisfactory  to  the  hop.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex, to  know  that  no  objection  had  beea 
taken  to  the  principle  of  tl^e  Qill,  Ife 
believed  it  would  always  be  fonr^d  that 
where  hospitality  was  extended  tq  tl^e 
Magistrates  by  the  gentry  pf  the  neigh 
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%^$fl  %i  Smsioqs.  In  (be  cpMnty  of  Su8- 
1^2  will)  whiph  he  \\^d  \\\e  honour  to  bp 
cppneote(|,  )ie  nas  b^pny  to  say  tb^t  the 
li^rd  l-.ie[4ten?inl  ha(l  brokeq  jbroiigb  the 
niU  of  appoiplini;  Magistrates  solely  on 
tb^  recQWfnencJatidn  of  tne  Bench,  {^  ihiq^ 
ll^bi^b  he  thought  highly  objectionable. 
One  inconvenience  of  (he  present  noode  pf 
Qpqdiictjpg  the  business  at  Quarter  Sesr 
stQRS,  w^^i  that  the  Magistrates  were  often 
obliged  to  retire  into  another  roon),  to 
look  over  the  county  r^ttes^  instead  of 
b^ifig  able  to  attend  to  the  trial  of  prison- 
ers ponomitted  by  themselves.  Another 
abjection  was,  that  all  information  as  to 
the  purpose  to  which  the  rate  was  levied, 
W((s  }]\  many  instances  withheld  from  thp 
rate-payers.  The  Bill  was  on  these 
gfounds  most  likely  to  give  great  satisfac- 
tion tp  the  cpuntry>  and  wpqid  receive  his 
(Capt.  Pechcirs)  strenuous  support. 

Mr.  Wakley  expressed  the  warmest  ap- 
probation of  bpth  the  principle  and  details 
of  th^  Bill,  as  the  present  system  of  levy- 
ing county-rates  had  been  productive  of 
great  injustice  s^nd  incopveniepce.  It  had 
been  asked  what  petitions  had  been  pre- 
sented in  favour  of  the  Bill.  Many  would 
have  been  presented  if  the  mode  of  pre- 
panting  them  in  that  House  were  more 
satisfactory.  Thousands  would  have  been 
presented  if  it  were  not  known  that  peti- 
tions wbjcl)  had  cost  weeks  of  preparation 
were  presented  without  discussion  or  ob- 
servatiooi  and  with  the  formality  of  merely 
wnlkipg  from  that  place  to  thp  table. 
With  respect  to  the  election  of  a  cpunty 
board  by  the  rate*  payers,  there  was 
nothing  objectionable ;  they  had  au  elec- 
tion every  seven  years  for  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  yet  here  was  a  case  in 
which  the  interests  of  .every  working  [nan 
in  England  were  concerned,  in  which  the 
applipation  and  levy  of  the  surplus  of  his 
labpur  were  concerned,  and  what  did  they 
see  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  which 
bad  exhibited  so  laudable  an  anxiety  to 
establish  Conservative  Operative  Asso- 
ciations? Why,  that  not  twenty  Members 
CPmIjc)  be  brought  together  upon  a  question 
10  vjjtally  important  tp  the  working  classes, 
sp  deeply  affecting  the  security  of  their 
property,  the  welfare  of  their  persons,  and 
the  bappineasof  their  children,  ^erewasan 
illustration  of  the  democratic  principle,  the 
pi^ect  of  which  was  to  give  life  and  energy 
to  the  country,  to  protect  the  interests  of 
all  classes ;  and  great  as  were  the  obsta- 
chw  irtiicb  it  bad  to  encpunftri  it  was  sure 


tp  succeed*  In  the  struggle  it  was  PQ|r 
making  against  tyranny  and  despotisiPt  }t 
would  eventually  prostrate  every  foe  i|^d 
secure  to  the  people  the  greatest  shave  pf 
happiness  and  enJQyn)ent  they  couM  ac- 
quire. No  bon^st  magistrate  could  otyect 
to  the  Bill — it  would  confer  a  greater 
power  upon  the  good  magistfates  anc)  re- 
move it  from  those  who  had  hitherto  only 
abused  it.  A  better  Bill,  in  his  opinio^), 
had  never  been  introduced*  It  hap  beep 
proposed  to  confine  its  operation  Xo  Mid- 
dlesex, and  he  (Mr,  Wakley)  for  one  Mi(|- 
dlesex  rate-payer,  was  most  anxious  |t 
should  be  applied  to  that  copnty.  |f  the 
other  parts  of  England  were  awarp  pf  the 
advantages  it  would  confer,  it  wpuld  sppn 
be  very  generally  established.  What,  bp 
would  ask,  was  there  objectionable  in  it? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Essex  had  said  that 
those  who  would  have  the  right  of  voting 
paid  only  one-twentieth  part  of  the  rates. 
He  would  be  glad  to  know  where  or  \xqvi 
he  had  made  such  a  calculation.  In  spme 
counties  in  England  the  county  and  poor- 
rates  were  combined,  yet  in  others  they 
were  very  properly  separated.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers said  no,  but  he  wopld  satisfy  tl^eip 
that  such  was  the  case  in  the  cpunty  of 
Middlesex  and  elsewhere,  and  he  hoped  \t 
would  soon  be  very  generally  established 
throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  George  F,  Young  would  merely 
offer  one  observation  to  the  House.  The 
principle  pf  the  Bil)  was,  in  his  opipiop, 
short  and  comprehensive — it  was,  th^t 
those  on  whom  the  burthen  fell  should  have 
some  voice  in  the  nomination  pf  those  by 
whom  it  was  to  be  imposed.  To  that  be 
expressed  his  unqualified  assent,  and  ije 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Essex 
should  have  so  inappropriately  directed  hia 
arguments  to  that  point.  If  any  objection 
was  hereafter  made  to  the  details  of  the 
measure  they  would  see  how  they  could 
be  amended  in  Committee.  As  a  magis- 
trate of  the  county  of  Middlesex,  he  was 
glad  to  see  the  principle  put  forward,  and 
he  hoped  it  would  receive  the  sanction  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  Goring  would  ask  the  hon  Member 
for  Middlesex,  whether  any  demand  hafl 
been  made  by  the  middle  or  higher  classes 
for  a  stricter  inquiry  into  the  expenditurie 
of  the  county-rates  ?  No  such  thing,  and 
until  that  was  done,  he  saw  no  necessity 
for  the  present  measure. 

Mr.  Wyse  said,  the  principle  on  which 

ibis  Bill  was  founded  was  that  oa  which 


4^1 


Caunfy  Boards.  {COMMONS}       EstpenM  at  EUctum.      43{t 


the  House  of  Commons  was  constitated, 
and  on  which  the  Municipal  Corporation 
Bill  passed  the  year  before  last  was  framed, 
and  the  arguments  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  (if  good  for  anything)  against  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  would  equally  tend 
to  destroy  both  the  one  and  the  other. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  not 
proved  that  magistrates  had  sufficiently 
attended  to  the  discharge  of  their  public 
duties.  He  contended  &r  this  great  prin- 
ciple that  a  free  people  ought  to  have 
control  over  the  money  which  they  them- 
selves raised.  The  Bill  was  called  popular 
and  democratical.  It  ought  to  be  as  much 
so  as  the  Municipal  Corporation  Bill,  or 
the  Reform  of  Parliament  Bill.  The  fre- 
quency of  elections  which  had  been  com- 
plained of  would,  he  considered,  along 
with  elections  for  vestries,  or  municipal 
conncils,  tend  to  educate  and  prepare  the 
people  for  the  exercise  of  the  more 
important  franchise — the  Parliamentary. 
What  right  had  that  House  to  set  up  two 
kinds  of  constitutions,  one  for  the  towns 
and  the  other  for  the  counties  ?  He  saw 
no  reason  why  the  people  of  England 
should  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  those 
institutions,  which  were  established  in 
almost  every  civilised  country  in  the  world. 

Sir  Love  Parry  said,  that,  as  chairman 
of  quarter  sessions  for  his  county,  he  had 
entered  into  the  details  of  this  Bill  to  a 
full  attendance  of  his  brother  magistrates, 
and  they  agreed  it  contained  many  excel- 
lent provisions,  though  some  of  the  details 
might  be  improved.  He  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Warwick, 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny,  as  to  the  propriety  of  establish- 
ing a  county  recorder,  or  judge.  Not 
having  been  regularly  educated  for  the 
law,  he  did  not  feel  himself  competent  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  the  situation  he 
was  called  on  to  occupy. 

Mr.  Hume  replied.  Three  separate 
Committees  had  sat  and  reported  upon 
the  subject  with  which  this  Bill  purposed 
to  deal,  and  a  commission  had  issued 
which  had  presented  a  very  comprehensive 
report.  He  had  presented  on  one  occasion 
eight  petitions  from  eight  different  counties 
in  favour  of  the  Bill.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  had  termed  the  Bill  mischievous. 
Now,  if  by  that  they  meant  that  it  was 
popular,  and  tended  to  increase  popular 
control,  it  was  perfectly  consistent  in  those 
Members  who  had  steadily  resisted  all 
advancement  of  the  popular  cause  to  make 


that  objection.  But  just  on  that  ground 
that  it  was  popular,  and  did  extend 
popular  control,  did  he  (Mr.  Hume)  tup- 
port  the  Bill.  The  Bill  was  also  called 
an  innovation.  Now,  let  hon.  Memben 
recollect  that  he  was  not  the  innovator ; 
that  he  was  merely  proposing  a  return  to 
the  ancient  system.  Lord  Denman  had 
lately  decided,  af^er  elaborate  argument, 
that  the  rate-payers  had  no  right  to  apply 
to  see  the  vouchers  of  county  expenditure ; 
that  it  was  sufficient  for  the  magistrates  to 
see  them,  and  the  magistrates  were  irre- 
sponsible to  the  rate-payers.  The  details 
of  the  Bill  might  be  doubtless  improved, 
but  he  would  not  give  up  the  principle  of 
popular  control,  and  he  truated  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  not  reject  it. 
He  had  been  accused  of  not  attending 
the  meetings  of  the  Middlesex  bench  of 
magistrates,  but  the  reason  was,  that  he 
could  not,  by  reason  of  other  and  more 
important  duties,  find  time  to  discharge 
properly  the  functions  of  a  county  magis- 
trate. 

Leave  given.  Bill  brought  in  and  read 
a  first  time. 

Expenses  at  Elections.^  Mr.  Hume 
rose  to  ask  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
similar  to  the  Bill  of  last  Session,  and 
which  arose  out  of  a  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  which  sat  last  year  to  con- 
sider the  manner  in  which  Members  of 
that  House  were  put  to  very  considerable 
and  irregular  expenses  on  their  elections. 
That  Committee  had  laid  on  the  table 
many  lengthened  and  precise  details  of  the 
evils  of  the  present  system,  and  the  Report 
recommended  the  Bill  which  he  now  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in,  the  object  of  it  being 
to  define  what  were  legal  charges,  and 
what  not.  The  Bill,  however,  as  com- 
pared with  that  of  last  Session,  was  very 
much  improved.  Many  clauses  had  been 
left  out,  and  the  Bill  was  now  limited  ex- 
pressly to  the  expenses  of  elections.  As 
the  Bill  was  not  yet  before  the  House,  be 
considered  it  unnecessary  to  say  more. 
He  hoped  he  would  be  allowed  to  introduce 
it,  as  by  that  means  hon.  Members  might 
have  the  Bill,  and  make  themselves  masters 
of  its  contents,  and  see  whether  or  not  it 
deserved  support. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  that  whatever 
might  be  the  democratic  tendency  of  the 
last  Bill  introduced  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Member  for  Middlesex,  this  Bill  was 
certainly  not  democratic.    He  had  himadf 
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alwayi  exercised  feelings  of  hospitality 
and  charity  towards  those  with  whom  he 
bad  the  honour  to  be  connected,  and 
whether  this  Bill  passed  the  House  or 
not,  it  should  not  preyent  him  from  conti- 
nuing to  do  so.  This  Bill  would  not  be 
Tery  popular — he  was  sure  it  would  not  be 
very  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Member's 
constituents.  lie  thought  there  was  a  de- 
gree of  niggardliness  about  the  Bill  that 
was  inconsistent  with  the  British  character. 
He  loved  to  be  amongst  his  constitueuts, 
and  they  lo?ed  to  be  with  him.  If  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  would  do  him 
the  honour  to  accept  an  invitation  to  his 
place,  he  was  sure  that  that  hon.  Member's 
opinion  as  to  the  necessity  of  this  Bill 
would  be  altogether  changed. 

Leave  given.  Bill  brought  in  and  read 
a  first  time. 

Orakd  Jurics  (Ireland).]  On  the 
motion  of  Viscount  Morpeth,  the  House 
went  into  Committee  on  tne  Grand  Juries' 
Bill. 

On  Clause  5,  repealing  proviso  of  Act 
of  last  year,  which  prohibited  any  present- 
ment for  grants  to  dispensaries  in  case  it 
should  appear  the  salary  of  the  medical 
attendant  amounted  to  one*half  the 
amount  of  the  subscription  and  present- 
ment. 

Lord  Clements  yvBB  opposed  to  the  repeal 
of  this  proviso.  He  did  not  consider  dis- 
pensaries as  beneficial  to  the  poor.  He 
Knew  of  a  case  in  which  a  surgeon  to  an 
hospital  received  from  100/.  to  200/.  a-year 
for  the  trifling  service  of  visiting  an  hospi- 
tal twice  a  week.  He  thought  the  subject 
ought  more  properly  to  be  introduced  into 
the  Poor-law  Bill.  The  expense  to  the 
county  was  not  what  he  objected  to,  but 
the  opinion  he  entertained  of  the  inutility 
of  these  establishments. 

Mr.  (yConnell  hoped  the  clause  would 
be  maintained.  The  proviso  would  be 
found  to  act  inconveniently,  especially  in 
those  districts  of  Ireland  such  as  his  own, 
in  which  the  medical  attendant  could  de- 
rive little  additional  remuneration  from 
private  practice. 

Mr.  Waktey  also  hoped  that  the  clause 
would  be  retained.  He  had  received  many 
communications,  showing  the  great  incon- 
venience which  had  resulted  from  the  pro. 
viso.  The  cupidity  of  some  persons  might 
lead  them  to  undertake  the  medical  super- 
intendence of  an  extensive  district,  which 
it  was  physically  impossible   that  they 


could  properly  attend  to ;  but  the  Legis- 
lature ought  not  to  hold  an  encouragement 
to  such  a  system. 

Mr.  Shaw  could  confirm  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  a 
general  complaint  was  made  in  Ireland  at 
the  prospect  of  the  effect  of  the  clause  of 
the  Act  of  last  year,  which  limited  the 
salary  of  the  medical  attendant  to  a  moiety 
of  the  private  subscriptions,  and  he  could 
add  a  case  within  his  own  knowledge  in 
the  county  of  Dublin,  where,  in  a  neigh- 
bourhood in  which  he  was  much  interested, 
a  dispensary  had  been  recently  established, 
and  which  could  not  continue  to  exist,  if 
the  medical  attendant  was  not  allowed  a 
larger  remuneration  than  the  half  of  the 
private  subscriptions;  he  quite  approved 
of  the  repeal  of  that  clause. 

Mr.  French  assured  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury,  his  Irish  correspondents  had 
been  amusing  themselves  with  his  credulity, 
as  to  the  injurious  effects  of  the  clause  m 
the  late  Bill,  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
such  as  depriving  the  poor  of  Ireland  of 
medical  assistance.  That  clause  had  not 
as  yet  come  into  operation ;  its  provisions 
had  never  been  acted  upon ;  no  assizes 
had  been  held  since  the  passing  of  the 
Act  in  which  it  was  embodied,  and,  in 
fact,  matters  were  at  that  moment  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  state  as  they  were  previous 
to  its  introduction.  The  hon.  Member 
perfectly  misunderstood  both  his  noble 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Leitrim,  and  him- 
self, if  he  imagined  they  were  not  anxious 
medical  assistance  should  be  afforded  to 
the  poorer  classes  of  their  fellow^country- 
men.  For  his  own  part,  he  was  desirous 
that  professional  skill  and  medical  assist- 
ance should  universally,  throughout  Ire- 
land, be  provided  for  the  peasantry,  and 
that  fair  and  ample  remuneration  should 
be  secured  to  the  gentleman  devoting  his 
time  and  abilities  to  their  services.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  had  alluded  to 
the  dispensary  in  his  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood,  and  stated  that  thousands  of 
persons  would  be  deprived  of  professional 
assistance  if  this  clause  was  rejected,  as 
the  medical  attendant  could  not  continue 
if  his  salary  was  reduced.  The  dispensary 
was  all  he  had  to  depend  on.  From  the 
poorness  of  the  district,  notwithstanding 
Its  great  extent,  5L  could  not  in  the  year 
be  calculated  on  [from  any  other  quarter. 
Now,  although  he  (Mr.  French)  was  not 
aware  of  the  circumstances  of  that  parti- 
cular dispensary,  from  im  general  know* 
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ledge  on  the  subjeot,  be  weuld  venture  co 
awert  the  salery  of  the  medical  attendant 
did  not  exceed  70/.  or  80/.  aiyear.  [Mr. 
O'Cbane//  atated  aorova  iha  HouaeT-75/.] 
Wa»  7£i.>  he  would  a^k,  a  ium  iHiiScieat 
to  vamanerate  a  gentleman  of  skill  and 
idiieationi  or  eould  it  be  eapeeted  for 
aaything  to  paltvy,  pereone  cepfipeten^  to 
diaobafge  the  dutiea  eould  be  foupd  ?  The 
preeeat  eyalem  could  not  be  rendered 
effeetive,  nor  under  a  salary  of  300/.  a-yaar 
could  qualified  persons  be  found  in  all 
medical  appointmente,  whether  to  hospi- 
tals, infirmaries,  or  dispensaries;  all  fa- 
yooritism  and  jobbery  should  be  guarded 
against ;  an  examiqatioo  should  take  place 
before  the  Board  of  the  College  of  Sur- 
geoas  in  Dublin,  and  tba  best  qualifief) 
should  be  the  person  appointed  to  each 
vaoanoy.  As  he  was  on  bis  legs,  he  would 
wish  to  eall  the  attention  of  the  aoble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  to  the 
Netterville  Dispensary,  in  order  to  induce 
him  to  adopt  some  measure  to  render  that 
institution  useful  to  a  very  poor  and  im- 
poverished district  in  the  city  of  Dublin* 
Two  of  the  trustees  appointad  under  l>ord 
Netterville's  will  had,  he  understood,  c)e- 
fijined  laking  any  share  of  the  duties  op 
themselves,  and  the  third  only  troubled 
himself  to  the  extent  of  nominating  the 
officers  and  discharging  the  apcoupts. 
Tba  institution  ought  not  to  bis  considered 
a  private  one ;  the  parishioners  were  called 
on  to  contribute  to  its  suppqrt;  a  com- 
mittee of  management  pught  to  be  ap- 
pointed, and  the  advantage  of  a  parochial 
dispensary  aiforded  to  the  poor. 

ViscQuitt  Mttrp$ih  said,  that  he  sfionld 
eevtainly  retain  the  clanse.  There  had 
arisen  under  the  old  system  an  abuse 
which  the  Act  of  last  year  had  been  in- 
tended to  remove;  but  it  had  been  found 
that  the  proviso  inseited  for  that  purpose 
was  not  the  proper  means  of  remedying 
that  abuse,  and  that  it  had  the  effect  of 
rendering  the  remuneration  of  a  medical 
^t^ndaot  most  scanty  in  districts  which 
did  not  happen  to  be  opulent.  He  re- 
gretted, that  the  dispensary  was  beyond 
the  power  of  Goveromenti  as  it  w^  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  other  clauses  were  agreed  to. 

The  Honse  resumed. 
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Pofiii^  and  KingsUK),  Sor  the  aififU  pf  F^T  |«ay 
Amendment  Act—- By  Uip  Earl  of  WrNCBiLi}BA,frpm  Waik- 
tOD  Wediley  and  Barton  Seagrave,  that  the  House  of 
liprdf  win  Wilt  iii  attcmpn  to  ivtrntmi'm  in  iUelitf 
and  PrivU^es.— By  Lpr4  ^1(0110^419,  tftm  WKWip)«eB|» 
for  the  Abolition  of  Church  Rates. 

HQUSP   qp   CQMMONS, 
Monday^  Fehruary  18,  1839. 

llnruTiB.]  PeUtioof  pRsented.  By  BIr.  LrsfSR,  Snaai 
aowling,  for  tbe  a«pnl  of  Battsnlv  €l«ni«  of  fiia  Poijr 
Law  Act.— ay  Ifewn.  Chari^  ^jjuxr,  Wi<;l«i4li  P«l* 
and  Lord  DalxbnVi  flrom  Liskeard,  Stirling,  and  li^ewea^ 
tle-upoo-Tyne,  for  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Soapk— By  Mr. 
Babbt  and  Mr.  Wvixit,  fimn  Longford  Bod  other  p|m!«4, 
for  the  Abolition  of  Tithes  (}relai^d).— Qy  M^  Whit^ 
flrom  Longford  and  other  places,  for  Municipal  Corpors- 
tioas  (Itelsad)  BilL— By  Mr.  SximvoitD  aad  Mr.  Fos 
M4ui<s,  aom  Pert)i  and  |)imnstsirf  for  ^9^  at  Efldi)»- 
tion  of  the  Duty  on  Soap. — By  Mr.  Fox  Mauls,  taaa 
Perth,  eompUunlDg  of  the  Creation  of  Fictitious  Votes 
(Seotland). 

Dr.  Mulholland.]  Mr,  Mmh<VI^ 
said,  that  pursuant  to  the  notice  he  had 
given,  he  qpw  ro^e  to  c^l|  ^he  a^fceRtiiip  of 
the  Hqmsp  to  a  Petition  which  he  WMS 
^hoiit  to  present.  It  wf^s  ^be  petilioQ  qf 
a  Roman  Catholic  clerg^yman,  the  Rev.  Dr. 
MulMlapd,  whq  complained  of  a  series 
Qf  injuries  which  be  bad  sustajr^ed  at  tbp 
bapds  of  the  Homan  C^tbolic  hierarchy  of 
IrelancI,  and  prayed  that  means  might  h^ 
found  ioi  the  pfotection  of  the  seppnd 
order  Qf  clergy  \^  that  country  ffpqi)  tlie 
grievous  and  unjustifiable  iaterfe|renc^ 
with  tbeir  temporal  coqcern^i  \o  which 
they  had  long  beei)  subjected.  As  this 
petition  ^as  ^yell  worthy  of  the  consider- 
ation of  the  House,  he  felt  that  be  should 
best  discharge  his  duty  to  the  petitioner, 
if  lie  read  as  shortly  as  ppssible  the  peti- 
tionef's  statement  jn  explanation  qf  bis 
case.  The  petitioner  bumblv  prayed,  that 
that  honourable  House  would  be  pleased 
to  cause  inquiry  tq  be  n^ade  into  the  situr 
ation  of  the  second  order  of  Roman  Ca* 
tholic  clergy  in  Ireland.  The  petitioner 
was  anxious  that  an  opportunity  should  be 
given  him  of  proving  the  nature  of  th^ 
evils  and  inconveniences  under  which 
those  clergy  laboured,  and  which  be  stated 
to  be  of  such  extent  that  it  was  anpre;* 
bended  by  many  of  bU  reverend  bretliren> 
and  by  himself,  that  a  continu^^nce  of  th^ 
present  system  must  be  attended  with  the 
extinction  of  religiofis  /i^ellng  in  Ireland* 
Such  was  tb^  prayer  of  Dr.  Mulhol^nd  i 
petition ;  and  he  did  think,  that  praying 
as  that  petition  d<d,  pot  fqr  the  House  to 
interfere  between  a  clergyman  and  hia 
diocesan  (for  in  that  pase  be  would  admit, 

tba  petitio^  c«ml4  op(  tii^TP  b^iso  reoeivedj^ 
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but  for  inquiry  into  the  coDdition  of  the 
second  order  of  Roman  Catholic  clergy  in 
Ireland,  with  a  view  to  their  better  pro- 
tection and  support  against  the  oppression 
of  their  superiors,  he  did  think  a  petition 
pf  thi^  nature  was  well  worthy  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  and  he  hoped,  there- 
for^i  be  should  be  allowed  to  enter  more 
^t  length  into  the  statements  of — 

The  Speaker  said,  that  if  the  hon, 
Menober  meant  to  found  a  motion  upon 
\\\e  contents  of  the  petition,  it  was  then 
competent  for  him  to  open  it  to  the  House ; 
but  that  to  argue  on  a  petition  when  there 
was  no  intention  of  pursuing  the  matter 
further  was  contrary  to  the  practice  of 
that  House, 

Mr,  Maclean  had  not  intended  to  move 
for  any  inquiry,  to  which  he  did  not  at  all 
feel  himself  pledged. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  rule  of  the  House 
was,  that  wheQ  an  hon.  Member  intended 
to  found  any  further  proceedings  upon  a 
petition,  then  he  ought  to  give  notice  of 
the  course  he  meant  to  pursue,  in  order 
that  the  House  might  be  in  a  condition  to 
decide  whether  they  would  allow  the  mat- 
ter to  go  farther  or  not. 

Mr.  Maclean  begged  to  state,  with 
great  submission,  that  this  petition  had 
been  brought  forward  both  in  the  House 
of  Lords  and  in  that  House,  on  a  former 
Qccasiop,  when  its  nierits  had  been  dis- 
cussed at  considerable  length.  He  must 
8^y,  therefore,  he  thought  it  hard  that  he 
ibould  be  denied  the  litierty  of  n^aking  a 
remark  on  the  subject, 

The  Speaker:  Of  course,  .it  is  not  for 
me»  ]3ut  for  the  House,  to  determine  this 
point. 

Mr.  Maclean  proceeded '-  It  was  neces- 
sary, in  order  to  put  the  House  fully  in 
possee^ipD  of  this  case,  that  be  should 
detail  tbe  particulars  of  the  petition- 
er's CQO^plfiint.  The  petitioner  stated, 
that,  in  1826,  he  had  been  appointed  to  a 
parish  jn  the  county  of  Louth,  the  duties 
of  which  he  continued  to  discharge  until 
the  year  )833,  when  he  was  deprived  by  a 
ipand^te  of  his  diocesan,  the  right  xey, 
Pr.  Crolly,  the  ground  for  that  proceeding 
bpingi,  that  he  had  brought  an  action 
Against  $1  brother-clergyman,  who  had 
Slandered  him  in  public ;  that  he  had, 
however,  previously  to  bringing  this  action^ 
appealed,  as  was  nis  duty,  to  the  proper 
ecclesiastical  tribunal  |  that  he  had  re- 
ceived 9  promise  from  the  Archbishop's 
Vic^lsSeninii  thftt  measures  shpuld  be 


taken  to  enforce  a  withdrawal  of  the 
charge  affecting  his  character;  but  th^t 
having  waited  six  months  without  obtain- 
ing any  withdrawal  of  the  charge,  he  had 
at  length  instituted  law  proceedinsfs,  ^nd 
recovered  damages  against  his  (^alumniii- 
tor ;  but  that,  pending  those  proceedings, 
he  had  been  suspended  from  the  perform, 
ance  of  his  clerical  fui^ctions,  and  thereby 
reduced  to  a  state  of  utter  destitution; 
that  he  had  appealed  to  the  see  of  Rqme; 
that  two  mandates  for  his  restitutio^  froip 
thence  had  been  set  aside  by  Pr.  CroHy; 
that  he  had  further  received  an  appoint- 
ment from  Rome  which  had  not  been  cpq- 
6rmed ;  and  that  he  was  in  consequence 
deprived  of  all  means  of  supporting  him- 
self in  Ireland.  Under  these  p^culis^r 
circumstances,  the  petitioner  approached 
the  House,  in  humble  expectation  that 
some  remedy  might  be  applied  to  the 
singular  grievances  under  wnich  be  suf- 
fered. 

Mr.  Rigby  Wc^on  rose  to  order.  He 
thought  the  general  i|nderstanding  was, 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  were  not  to  enter 
into  these  long  statements  on  the  present- 
ation of  petitions,  He  would  appeal  to 
the  Speaker  as  to  whether  it  would  not  be 
proper,  if  one  hon.  Gentleman  were  al- 
lowed to  follow  this  course,  that  others 
should  have  the  same  privilege  extended 
to  them  ? 

Mr.  Maclean  begged  to  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  this  was  a  case  of  a  very 
peculiar  nature.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  not  consent  to  a  course  which 
would  in  effect  shut  out  the  public  from 
the  exercise  qf  the  right  of  petitioning. 

Mr.  Rigby  FTason  said,  that  the  usage 
was,  that  any  hon.  Member  who  wished 
to  bring  the  subject  matter  of  a  petition 
under  the  consideration  of  the  {louse 
should  place  a  notice  to  that  effect  on  the 
books,  without  which  he  could  not  enter 
Into  the  details  of  a  petition. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  for  m^ny  yea» 
during  which  he  bad  had  th^  honour  of  a 
seat  in  that  House,  it  used  to  be  the  prac- 
tice that  hon.  Members,  on  presenting 
petitions,  should  n^erely  state  the  priiyers 
of  those  petitions,  That  practice,  bow- 
ever,  had  been  latterly  departed  fron), 
and  morning  sittings  baa  been  resorted  to, 
with  a  view  of  relieving  the  pressure  of 
petitions.  4  Committee  bad  then  been 
appointed  on  the  subject,  which  had  re- 
portedj  but   its  reports  bad  never  been 
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proper  to  discontinue  the  morning  sittings. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  had  felt  that 
it  only  remained  for  him  to  retrace  the  steps 
of  the  House,  and  endeavour  to  bring  it 
back  to  what  had  been  the  ancient  prac* 
tice ;  that  was,  that  hon.  Members  should 
content  themselves  with  stating  the  prayer 
of  the  petitions  which  they  had  to  present 
If  any  hon.  Member  wished  to  open  the 
subject  matter  of  a  petition  more  fully, 
that  course  was  open  to  him,  to  which  he 
(the  Speaker)  had  already  referred.  This 
matter  had  been  left  too  much,  perhaps 
he  might  be  permitted  to  say,  in  his  dis- 
cretion; and  the  rnlehad,  perhaps,  on 
some  occasions,  been  somewhat  too  much 
relaxed.  But  if  every  petition  were  to 
give  rise  to  a  discussion  or  a  debate,  in 
which  statements  on  one  side  would  be 
met  by  counter-statements  on  the  other, 
then  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  represent  to  the 
House  the  necessity  of  considering  whe- 
ther, under  the  present  pressure  of  busi- 
ness^ the  House,  in  that  case,  would  be 
able  properly  to  dispatch  its  public 
duties. 

Mr.  Maclean  had  had  no  intention  in 
the  course  he  had  pursued,  of  deviating 
from  the  deference  with  which  he  always 
received  what  fell  from  the  chair.  After 
stating  the  prayer,  he  was  proceeding  to 
state  the  substance  of  the  petition,  without 
meaning  to  argue  the  subject  at  all.  He 
was  simply  stating  the  facts  of  the  peti- 
tion, not  reading  it. 

The  Speaker  again  interposed,  to  inti- 
mate that  the  hon.  Member  could  not  read 
the  petition. 

Mr.  Rigby  Wason  said,  the  House  had 
heard  many  of  the  allegations  of  the  peti- 
tion, and  it  was  not  disposed,  he  thought, 
to  enter  further  into  the  subject. 

Mr.  Maclean  rejoined :  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  spoke  for 
the  whole  House,  or  for  himself.  How 
came  the  hon.  Member  to  be  a  censor 
liierarwn  to  determine  whether  petitions 
should  be  gone  into  or  not  ? 

Mr.  Oillon  remembered  to  have  pre- 
sented a  petition  last  Session,  from  an 
individual  who  was  actually  incarcerated 
at  the  time,  and  yet  even  in  so  urgent  a 
case,  affecting  the  liberty  of  the  subject, 
he  had  been  prevented  from  opening  the 
petition  to  the  House.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  follow  that  precedent  on 
the  present  occasion. 

Mr.  Maclean  must  be  permitted  to 
l«C8pitu!ate  the  facts  stated  by  the  peti« 


tioner.  That  gentleman  had  ample  proofs 
that  his  moral  character  was  unimpeached ; 
and  he  complained  of  having  been  de- 
prived of  the  means  of  subsistence,  be- 
cause he  appealed  to  the  laws  of  bis 
country.  He  had  applied  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
O'Connell),  but  he  found  that  this  appli- 
cation to  Parliament  was  considered  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  a  disgrace- 
ful aggravation  of  his  original  offence. 

Mr.  Bellew  trusted  that,  in  common 
justice  to  the  character  of  a  most  respect- 
able prelate,  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishop 
of  his  diocese,  that  the  petition  now 
brought  forward  was  precisely  the  same  in 
character  to  that  which  was  brought  for- 
ward, but  rejected  by  the  House,  last 
Session.  As  to  the  statement  of  the 
petitioner,  that  he  had  received  damages 
from  a  jury,  he  had  received  damages  to 
the  amount  of  one  farthing — that  was  the 
amount  at  which  his  character  was  esti- 
mated. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

Privileges  of  the  House.]  Lord 
John  Russell  rose  for  the  purpose  of  calling 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  matter 
bearing  upon  its  privileges,  though  not 
with  the  intention  of  making  any  motion 
on  the  subject  at  present.  His  object  was 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  tbe 
important  nature  of  the  question,  so  that 
no  long  period  might  be  suffered  to  elapse 
without  some  steps  being  taken  to  provide 
against  the  recurrence  of  a  similar  state  of 
things.  He  referred  to  the  proceedings 
which  had  recently  taken  place  in  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench,  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  Hansard,  the  printer  to  that  House. 
Agreeably  to  certain  doctrines  laid  down 
by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  on  that  trial, 
the  plea  of  the  defendant,  setting  forth  the 
privileges  of  that  House,  had  been  set 
aside  by  the  jury,  and  the  plea  on  which 
the  defendant  had  succeeded  went  only  to 
the  merits  of  the  case.  Now  the  decision 
of  this  case  did  appear  to  him  to  be  (>f 
essential  importance  with  reference  to  tbe 
privileges  of  that  House.  He  could  not 
see  much  difference  in  point  of  principle 
between  the  new  method  of  selling  the 
votes  and  papers  of  the  House,  and  the 
former  plan  of  distributing  the  votes  to 
hon.  Members,  since  the  votes  were 
certainly  sent  by  hon.  Members  to  every 
part  of  the  kingdom ;  at  all  events  they 
were  printed.    He  conceivedi  therefore, 
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that*  the  decision  of  the  Chief  Justice  if 
carried  to  its  fall  extent,  woold  have  the 
effect  of  placing  them  in  this  very  peculiar 
situation,  thAt  supposing  any  hon«  Member 
should  think  proper  to  lay  on  the  table 
articles  of  impeachment  against  some 
officer  of  the  Crown,  whom  he  might  deem 
worthy  of  impeachment,  then  these  papers 
might  furnish  matter  for  an  action  for  libel 
to  the  parties  against  whom  they  were 
presented,  and  the  jury,  guided  by  the 
former  decision,  that  the  privileges  of  the 
House  of  Commons  could  not  be  pleaded 
in  justification,  might  decide  upon  the 
merits  of  the  case  as  to  the  guilt  or 
innocence  of  the  hon.  Member  with  respect 
to  the  libel.  He  had  only  put  this  as  an 
extreme  case,  but  there  was  no  saying  to 
what  extent  this  doctrine,  if  fully  carried 
out,  might  reach;  for  papers  were  con- 
tinually laid  upon  the  table  of  that  House 
containing  statements  which  materially 
affected  the  characters  of  individuals. 
He  was  in  doubt  whether  it  would  be  more 
proper  that  this  question  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Privileges,  or  that  a  Com- 
mittee of  a  limited  number  of  Members 
should  be  appointed  to  investigate  the  facts 
relating  to  it;  at  present,  however,  he 
merely  made  these  remarks  by  way  of 
bringing  the  subject  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  for  it  was  desirable  that 
their  decision,  whatever  it  were,  should  be 
as  nearly  unanimous  as  possible. 

The  ^eeUeer  hoped  he  might  be  allowed 
to  state  shortly,  not  the  opinions  which  he 
held  on  this  very  important  question,  but 
the  peculiar  nature  of  the  situation  in 
which  he  was  placed,  with  a  view  of  eliciting 
some  directions  from  the  House  by  which 
be  might  shape  his  future  course  with 
respect  to  this  matter.  He  had  felt  it  his 
duty  to  pay  as  much  attention  as  was  in 
his  power  to  the  progress  of  the  trial  in 
question,  and  from  the  short-  hand  writers' 
notes  of  its  more  important  parts,  which 
he  had  procured,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  doctrine  there  laid  down  extended  to 
an  interference  with  the  privileges  of 
the  House,  and  in  consequence  he  was 
placed  in  a  difficulty  which  he  would  state 
to  the  House.  He  had  been  applied  to  that 
morning  to  decide  what  number  of  copies  of 
the  Report  of  the  Church  Commission  for 
Scotland  it  would  be  proper  to  have  printed. 
Now  if  he  directed  that  the  number  of 
copies  printed  should  be  precisely  the 
number  of  Members  of  that  House,  still 
j$  vaa  flbviovs  that  many  copies  woold 


find  their  way  into  general  circulation  ; 
but  the  number  could  not  be  limited  by 
the  numbers  of  that  House,  for  it  was 
indispensable  that  copies  be  supplied  to 
certam  public  offices,  and  in  other  quarters. 
Indeed,  it  had  been  usual,  in  most  cases 
to  print  as  many  as  from  2,000  to  2,500 
copies.  Now,  if  an  order  or  resolution  of 
the  House  were  passed  directing  him  to 
have  a  certain  number  of  copies  of  their 
papers  printed,  that  would  not  only  not 
tend  to  relieve  the  difficulty  he  felt,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  would  very  materially 
increase  it ;  because  he  found,  from  the 
charge  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  that  by 
the  construction  which  that  learned  judge 
was  disposed  to  put  upon  the  privileges 
of  that  House,  the  copies  printed  must  be 
limited  exclusively  to  the  use  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House.  If  to  exceed  the 
number  required  for  the  House  were  to  be 
adjudged  to  be  a  publication  of  papers 
printed  by  order  of  the  House,  then  it 
became  a  question  whether,  in  signing  an 
order  which  should  have  such  an  effect,  he 
should  be  subject  to  an  action  for  libel. 
This,  then,  being,  as  it  appeared  the  state 
of  the  law,  that  he  was  called  upon  to 
hold  himself  responsible,  not  to  that  House 
alone,  but  to  the  courts  of  Westminster- 
hall,  for  what  he  did  in  pursuance  of 
his  duty,  he  must  say  he  did  feel  extremely 
anxious  to  receive  some  instructions  from 
the  House,  by  which  he  might  learn  what 
was  the  proper  course  for  him  to  pursue. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  said,  it  was 
impossible  not  to  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  this  was  a  most  important 
question.  It  struck  at  the  root  of  every 
privilege  belonging  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  it  came  to  this  point,  whether 
was  the  House  amenable  or  not  amenable 
to  the  Ck)urt  of  King's  Bench— whether 
the  Acts  of  that  House  lay  within  the 
cognizance  of  any  other  tribunal  than  that 
House.  He  was  extremely  astonished  that 
the  question  had  been  mooted  at  all — the 
practice  of  printing  for  circulation  papers 
relating  to  that  House  not  being,  as  the 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  suppose,  a  new 
practice,  but,  on  the  contrary,  for  a  hundred 
and  fifty  years  these  publications  had  been 
continually  made  under  the  orders  of  the 
House.  The  orders  of  that  House  had 
been  ordered  to  be  printed,  not  for  the  use 
of  Members  merely,  but  of  the  public ; 
and  not  only  these  papers  but  also  infer* 
mation  which  had  been  given  at  the  bar 
of  the  House^  had  been  directed  to  be 
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banger Aoldy  wkefe  lite  ioforamlioa  was 
ordered  to  be  printedi  end  the  proflu  to  be 
epplled  to  the  twe  of  tbe  iofonaer.  No 
notice  was  taken  of  this  at  the  Umei  but 
about  lire  or  six  years  aAerwards^  when 
Charles  2od  determined  to  govern  wUhout 
Parliament,  aoinformation  was  filed  against 
the  Speaker  for  certain  expressioos  Con- 
tained in  that  publication,  and  alleged 
to  constitute  a  libel  on  the  Duke  of 
York.  The  Speaker  had  pleaded  that  he 
acted  under  the  orders  of  the  House  { the 
piea,  howeveri  was  overruled,  and  judg- 
ment passed  against  him ;  but  at  the 
Revolution  that  decision  had  been  expressly 
elated  as  forming  one  of  the  grievances  of 
the  House  of  Commons*  The  judgment 
itself  had  shortly  afterwards  been  voted 
by  the  House  to  be  iliegal,  and  a  violation 
of  the  privileges  of  the  House  ;  and  the 
Lords,  at  a  conference  had  subsequently 
agreed  to  that  vote«  A  similar  vote  had 
been  passed  by  the  House  with  reference 
to  a  similar  judgment  ia  the  oase  of 
Topbam,  who  had  pleaded  the  Order  of 
the  Housci  He  agreed  enttfely  with  the 
observation  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  with 
what  had  fallen  from  the  riaht  hon. 
Qentleman  in  the  chair,  that  if  the  sale 
by  order  of  the  House  might  be  questioned 
the  printing  bv  the  order  of  the  House 
mtg^t  equally  be  questioned.  It  did  appear 
to  him,  therefore,  that  means  shoula  be 
adopted  for  prosecuting  an  inquiry  into 
this  matter. 

Mr.  ffCmnell  thought  that  this  con- 
versation should  not  be  continued.  He 
had  not  the  sltghtest  doubt  of  the  course 
which  the  House  ought  to  pursue,  and  he 
had  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  Chief 
Justice  was  wrong  in  the  opinion  which 
he  bad  pronounced,  if  indeed  he  had  pro«- 
nouncea  it.  It  was  impossible  for  the 
publication  of  matter  before  that  House  to 
be  libellous*  They  represented  the  people 
of  all  Eofflend,  thsy  were  for  practical 
purposes  the  people  of  all  England,  and 
any  information  given  to  them  was  in 
fact  given  to  the  people  of  England,  and 
ibr  the  people  of  England,  and  the  people 
of  England  had  an  indisputable  right  to 
receive  it,  end  that  House  was  under  the 
imperative  obligation  of  seeing  that  they 
did  receive  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  chair  had  mentioned  that  there 
was  a  report  on  the  church  of  Scotland  in 
ptini,  and  about  to  be  issued.  This  report 
the  Members  for  Scotland  would  com- 


muoiceto  to  iheir  constitaeoeies«*My 
more,  they  must  communicate  it  to  their 
constituencies.  Now  they  could  do  this 
in  two  ways  only-^by  writing  or  verbally  } 
and  if  the  pririlege  of  that  House  could 
not  protect  a  writer  of  evidence  taken 
before  it  from  an  action  for  libel  neither 
could  it  protect  a  speaker  of  the  truth, 
diffusing  knowhKlge  of  testimony  given 
before  Committees,  from  an  action  for 
slander.  If  the  House  could  not  shield  its 
Members  and  its  officers  from  the  penaltiea 
which  the  noble  judge  had  declared  would 
attend  the  circulation  of  Parliamentary 
documents  or  Parliamentary  information, 
then  that  House  could  not  perform  its 
functrans  and  it  became  necessary  that 
it  should  be  invested  forth  with  with  tlie 
power  which  was  wanting  toil.  He  was 
sorry  that  the  learned  I^rd  had  so  mis* 
taken  the  law,and  bad  so  mistaken  the  oon« 
Btitution,  of  which  he  should  have  been  the 
tenderest  guardian.  If  the  servant  of  the 
Houschad  suffered  loss,  he  ought  atonce  to 
be  compensated^  According  to  the  odious 
pnaeiplethattruthwasalibeltfaniadieusent 
had  been prefsrredagainstMr.Hansarditbat 
servant  of  the  House  most  have  been  con* 
victed,  and  would  necesMrily  be  about  to 
receive  the  sentence  of  the  King's  Bench 
for  having  done  his  duty  by  that  House ; 
for,  belt  recollected,  no  plea  of  justification 
was  admitted,  where  an  indictment  wae 
the  form  of  remedy  selected  by  the  person 
aggrieved  3  and  thus  Mr.  Hansard  would 
have  had  no  defence.  He  hoped  thai  steps 
would  immediately  be  taken  to  set  matters 
rights  and  that  the  principle  would  be 
boldly  asserted  that  any  matter  brought  be* 
fore  the  House  might  be  oommunicated 
with  perfect  safety. 

Mr.  Hafvty  did  not  understand  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  to  have  stated  that  that  House 
had  not  the  privilege  of  publishing  its  pro* 
ceedings  in  as  many  shapes  or  as  many 
copies  as  it  thought  proper :  but  the  ques- 
tion was  whether  that  House,  being  an 
integral  part  of  the  Constitution,  through 
which  laws  were  made,  had  the  power  to 
reserve  to  itself  the  right  of  vk>lating  the 
laws  it  was  a  party  to  make?  The  very 
circumstance  of  thia  judicial  opinbn  might 
lead  to  the  consideration  of  the  questmn 
of  what  was  libel.  Happy  and  valuable 
would  be  the  determination  upon  audi  a 
question,  for  at  present  notbintf  could  be 
more  unsettled,  nothing  was  less  defers 
mined,  nothing  bearing  less  the  stamp  and 
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impreM  of  soufid  tense  than  thtt  which 
cOASlittited  die  law  of  libel.  He  was  satis- 
led  that  the  law  of  libel  Should  be  made 
definito  and  tnteUigible»  and  founded  on 
•bme  principle  of  common  sense.  The 
question  then  would  he,  whether  the  House 
snould  reserve  to  itself  the  ri^ht  of  violating 
that  law  which  it  should  be  the  first  to 
uphold  and  obey  t  If  it  were  to  do  so,  the 
character  oF  every  man  in  the  country 
would  be  at  the  mercy  of  the  House.  It 
had  been  observed,  by  an  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  in  case  of  injury  let  there  be 
compenaaUon,  but  who  was  to  determine 
the  amount  of  it?  Was  there  to  be  an 
ioqoisilorial  tribunal  appointed  by  the 
House  for  that  purpose  ?  This  was  a  most 
important  subject,  and  he  could  not  bring 
himself  to  believe  that  those  who  were  law 
makers  should  be  allowed  to  be  the  first 
to  set  the  law  at  defiance. 

Mr.  0*C<mne// observed,  in  explanation, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark  was 
quite  mistaken  on  the  subject.  Theaues- 
tiott  was,  whether  such  a  law  as  had  been 
referred  to  by  htm  was  in  existence.  There 
waa  no  statute  regarding  this  part  of  the 
law  of  libel,  it  was  the  common  law  of  the 
land. 

The  Speaker  suggested  that  it  would  be 
more  convenient,  if  the  House  did  not  at 
present  proceed  further  with  the  discus- 
skm. 

Mr.  CharUt  Bntler  wished  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  fbr  the  Home  Depart* 
moot,  to  state  what  course  he  intended  to 
pursue  with  regard  to  this  subject. 

Lord  John  Ruesiti  replied,  that  he 
would  give  notice  to<*morrow  evening  on 
the  subject,  aod  state  what  he  intended  to 
propose. 

STAtroitD-^NEW  Writ.]  •Captain 
Chehoynd  moved,  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
issue  his  warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
to  make  out  a  new  writ  for  the  electing  of 
a  burgess  to  serve  iu  this  present  Parlia- 
ment for  the  borough  of  Stafford,  in  the 
room  of  Sir  Francis  Holyoake  Ooodrlcke, 
now  one  of  the  Members  for  the  southern 
division  of  that  county. 

Mr.  Di»eit  said,  that  before  he  moved 
the  amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  namely,  that  the  issuing  of  the  new 
writ  fbr  Stafford,  should  be  suspended 
until  ten  days  after  the  meeting  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  should  trouble  the  House  with  a 
short  history  of  the  transactions  with  refer- 
ence to  the  borough  of  Stafford.    It  would 


be  recollected  that  some  years  ago.  In 
consequence  of  the  notoriously  corrupt 
practices  in  this  place,  a  Committee  was 
appointed  to  make  inquiry  into  the  cir- 
cumstances.   The  Chairman  of  that  Com** 
mittee  was  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
fbr  Buckingham  (Sir  Thomas  Fremantle)  • 
and  after  a  patient  investigation,  they  came 
to  the  resolution  thdt  the  whole  system 
was  one  of  systematic  corruption.    The 
resolution  was,  that  it  appeared,  from  the 
evidence  taken  before  them,  that  a  system 
of  open  and  undisguised  bribery  existed 
in  the  borough  of  Stafford,  and  that  there- 
fore, it  should  cease  to  return  Members 
to  Parliament ;   and  the  chairman  was 
ordered  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
bill  to  disfranchise  the  borough.  A  bill  for 
that  purpose  was,  therefore,  brought  in, 
but  in  consequence  of  the  late  period  of 
the  Session  the  Bill  was  not  proceeded 
with,  but  in  the  following  one  it  passed 
that  House,  and  was  sent  up  to  the  House 
of  Lords,  who,  he  supposed,  could  not 
find  time  to  consider  it.    Next  year,  the 
Bill  was  carried  a  second  time,  ahnost 
without  opposition,  in  that  House,  but  It 
was  again  consigned  to  oblivion  In  that 
place,  where  so  many  other  good  measures 
met  with  the  same  fate.    Before  the  next 
meeting  of  Parliament,  a  change  in  the 
Government  took  place,  which  was  follow- 
ed by  a  dissolution  of  Parliament.    The 
hen.  Member  for  Buckingham  having  ac- 
cepted office  under  the  new  Administra- 
tion, gave  up  the  Bill,  upon  which  he  (Mr. 
Divett)  took  charge  of  it.    He  introduced 
it,  and  a  third  time  it  passed  that  House, 
and  was  sent  up  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
then  a  discussion  was  had  on  it.    In  the 
followino;  year,  thejf  called  evidence  on  Its 
merits,  but  the  evidence  their  bsrdships 
called,  referred  not  to  the  election  at  which 
the  corrupt  practices  were  proved  to  have 
taken  place,  but  they  went  into  an  inquiry 
respecting  several  previous  elections  for 
the  borough.     The  Bill,  however,   was 
again    rejected — with  what   motives   he 
would  not  stop  to  inquire ;  but  he  would 
remark,  that  all  the  allegations  stated  in 
this  House  had   been   fully  borne  out. 
They  admitted  the  necessity  of  a  rented  v, 
but  they  refused  the  means.      One  bill 
was  rejected,  because  it  disfranchised  firee* 
men,  burgesses,  and  householders;   and 
another,  because  it  disfranchised  the  bur- 
gesses only.    All  remedy  for  the  acknow- 
ledged corruption  was  positively  refused.  It 
I  appeared  in  evidence^  that  at  one  election 
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there  were  945  voters  of  Stafford  who 
accepted  bribes,  while  there  were  only  104 
to  whom  the  slightest  degree  of  purity 
could  be  imputed.  One  argument  that 
might  be  used  was,  that,  as  the  Reform 
Bill  had  infused  a  vast  number  of  house- 
holders into  the  electoral  body,  that  prob- 
ably some  more  purity  might  now  be 
expected;  but  the  same  return  showed 
that,  in  the  householders'  list,  eighty-five 
had  accepted  bribes,  and  only  eighty-two 
refused  them.  While  there  was  such  an 
inclination  to  protect  such  corruption  in 
another  place,  he  thought  it  was  the  duty 
of  that  House  to  take  the  strongest  mea- 
sures for  punishing  it  within  their  power  ; 
he  thought  that,  in  the  event  of  a  dissolu- 
tion, that  House  would  be  justified  in 
addressing  the  Crown  to  withhold  the 
issuing  of  any  writ  to  Stafford — at  all 
events,  it  was  their  bounden  duty  to  with- 
hold the  writ  so  long  as  this  Parliament 
lasted,  in  order  to  show  to  the  country 
that  that  House  was  determined  to  punish 
corruption  as  severely  as  possible.  He 
was  aware,  that  it  might  be  objected  to 
his  proposition,  that  there  was  no  prece- 
dent fot  the  course  he  proposed  to  follow ; 
but  he  would  only  say  in  reply,  that, 
while  there  was  such  a  manifest  disincli- 
nation in  another  place  to  punish  corrupt 
voters,  that  House  was  bound  to  show  that 
It  was  determined,  by  the  exercise  of  any 
authority  it  possessed,  to  endeavour  to 
effect  that  object.  He  concluded  with 
moving,  as  an  amendment,  that  no  writ  be 
issued  for  the  election  of  a  Member  for 
Stafford,  until  ten  days  after  the  com- 
mencement of  the  next  Session. 

Mr.  Hodgson  Hinde  did  not  believe 
that  any  great  advantage  would  result 
from  longer  withholding  the  issuing  the 
writ  for  Stafford.  More  than  half  of  the 
present  constituency  of  Stafford  had  never 
been  guilty  of  the  charges  laid  to  them, 
and  he  should,  therefore,  support  the  mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  that  borough 
for  the  issuing  of  the  writ.  It  was  true, 
the  results  of  the  investigation  before  the 
House  of  Lords  was,  that  a  very  serious 
number  of  cases  of  bribery  and  corruption 
existed  in  Stafford ;  but,  he  believed  the 
House  would  not  go  the  length  of  disfran- 
chising the  borough  on  that  ground.  Look 
to  the  case  of  his  Majesty's  present  Attor- 
ney-General in  that  borough ;  the  sum  of 
2,000{.  in  that  instance  was  to  be  paid, 
provided  his  election  was  secured.  Who 
WnM  thfi  ipreater  criouoal  in  Urn  case,  the 


learned  Gentleman  who  stood  high  in  the 
country  and  at  the  bar,  or  the  poor  elec* 
tors  of  Stafford?  When  the  conditions 
accompanying  the  advance  of  this  sum 
were  considered,  there  could  be  no  doabt 
that  it  was  not  to  be  expended  for  the 
legitimate  expenses  of  the  election.  He 
did  not  wish  to  say  anything  invidious  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
course  he  had  pursued — that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  been  promoted  to 
the  highest  legal  office  which  a  commoner 
could  enjoy ;  and  more  than  that,  although 
no  peerage  had  consoled  him,  in  the  woids 
that  had  once  been  applied  to  a  country- 
man of  his  own,  it  might  be  said  to  him, 
'<  Thou  shalt  beget  peers,  though  thou  shalt 
not  be  peer  thyself."  fCries  of  "  Order J^'l 
If  he  was  not  speaking  facts,  he  would  sub- 
mit to  the  decision  of  the  Chair.  In  con- 
clusion, he  would  only  say,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Exeter  would  include  in  his 
Bill  those  who  were  the  givers  of  bribes, 
and  exempt  the  300  voters  who  were  not 
bribed  on  any  former  election,  but  had 
since  been  created,  he  should  have  his 
support.  But  if  he  would  visit  with  ven. 
geance  the  constituency  of  the  borough 
who  had  not  been  bribed,  he  would  meet 
out  one  measure  of  justice  for  the  briber, 
and  another  for  the  poor  persons  who  had 
accepted  bribes. 

Captain  Chetwynd  was  satisfied  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last,  could 
not  have  read  the  evidence  given  at  the 
bar  of  the  other  House.  The  question 
before  the  House  was,  whether  a  writ 
should  be  issued  or  not,  and  not  as  to  the 
innocence  or  guilt  of  the  borough.  He 
was  surprised  at  the  arguments  that 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Exeter.  He  had  stated  the  number  of 
Bills  that  had  been  introduced  in  that 
House,  and  sent  up  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
It  was  true,  that  that  House  had  passed 
four  Bills,  and  when  the  fourth  was  sent 
up  to  the  other  House,  in  the  Session  of 
1836,  it  made  a  strong  impression,  aud 
the  other  House  thought  tnere  must  be 
some  ground  for  so  roan^  bills  on  the  same 
subject.  That  House  instituted  a  full 
inquiry  into  the  subject.  The  evidence 
was  taken  upon  oath,  which  was  the  most 
likely  means  to  elicit  the  truth.  The  Bill 
was  conducted,  and  the  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  it  was  examined  by  one  of  tne 
most  rising  and  able  advocates  at  the  bar, 
it  was  conducted  before  the  highest  legal 
authorities,  (uid  after  being  cootinned  wv 
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six  weeksy  tbeir  Lordships  came  to  the 
conclusion,  that  the  allegations  contained 
in  the  Bill  had  not  been  sapported,  and 
that  the  accusations  against  the  borough 
could  not  be  substantiated ,  and  were  not 
borne  out  by  the  evidence.     Under  such 
circumstances,  he  submitted  to  the  House, 
and  he  did  this  with  some  degree  of  con- 
fidence, that  the  borough  of  Stafford  stood 
fully  acquitted   of  the  charges  brought 
against  it.     It  stood  in  the  same  position 
as  a  person  accused  of  crimes  or  misde- 
meanours, who  was  taken  before  a  magis- 
trate, committed,  put  upon  his  trial,  had 
the  case  fully  and  fairly  inquired  into,  and 
was  acquitted  by  a  jury  of  his  countrymen. 
Under  such  circumstances,  such  a  person 
would  be  entitled  to  have  all  the  privileges 
and  advantages  of  an  innocent  man.     In 
such  a  situation    stood    the  borough    of 
Stafford.    There  was  no  accusation  against 
the  borough   at    present —there   was  no 
accuser  even.     There  was  no  Bill  of  Pains 
or  Penalties  brought  forward.     What  was 
the  House  called  upon  to  do?    The  hon. 
Member  for  Exeter  said,  that  not  being 
satisfied  with  the  evidence  given  elsewhere, 
be  would    still  continue  to  punish  the 
borough.     Nothing  could  be  more  unjust, 
and  he  was  astonished  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Exeter,  professing,  as  he  did,  libe- 
ral principles,  should  still  wish  to  perse- 
cute (for  he  could  not  use  a  milder  term) 
the  burgesses  of  the  borough  of  Stafford. 
He  trusted  the  House  would,  by  its  vote, 
prove  distinctly  that  it  never  would  be 
their  practice  to  punish  the  innocent,  but 
that  they  would  show  that  that  justice 
which  ought  to  be  dealt  out  with  an  equal 
hand  to  every  body  should  be  afforded  to 
the  borough  of  Stafford. 

Mr.  Hall  stated,  that  he  had  listened  to 
the  facts  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle,  and  had  upon 
those  facts  come  to  a  directly  contrary 
conclusion  from  the  one  adopted  by  that 
hon.  Member.  He  thought  that  the 
House  would  abandon  its  duty  if  it  issued 
a  writ  to  such  a  notoriously  corrupt  place 
as  that  borough  was  proved  to  be.  The 
question  was  not  whether  the  Attorney. 
General  or  some  Tory  Member  had  been 
guilty  of  corruption,  but  whether  the 
electors  of  Stafford  should  be  enabled  to 
receive  bribes  ?  If  a  Bill  were  again 
brought  forwani  for  the  disfranchisement 
of  the  borough,  he  was  certain  it  would 
meet  with  the  support  of  the  House^  and 
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he  seriously  trusted  that  the   boroQgh 
would  be  ultimately  disfranchised. 

Sir  Thomas  Fremantle  said,  that  as  he 
had  devoted  some  attention  to  the  par- 
ticulars of  the  Stafford  case,  perhaps  be 
might  be  allowed  to  state  shortly  to  the 
House  the  reasons  which  led  him  to  give 
the   vote  which  it  was  his  intention  to 
give  on  the  present  occasion.     It  was  ex- 
tremely grating  to  his  feelings  to  be  ob- 
liged to  differ  from  other  hon.  Members, 
but  he  felt  that  he  could  not  vote  for  the 
amendment.      The  evidence  which  had 
been  delivered  before  the  House  of  Lords 
did  not  in  the  slightest  degree  alter  the 
opinion  which  he  had  formerly  entertained 
with  respect   to  the  corruption  of  the 
electors  of  Stafford,  and  he  was  prepared 
to  say  that  he  very  much  regretted  that  a 
measure  for  the  disfranchisement  of  the 
borough  had  not  passed  into  a  law.    It 
was  unfortunate  that  various  circumstan- 
ces should  have  interposed  in  the  way  of 
the  success  of  such  a  measure.     A  Bill 
for  the  disfranchisement  of  Stafford  was 
taken  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  more 
than  two  years  ago,  alonff  with  two  other 
Bills — a  Bill  for  the  dismmchisement  of 
Warwickt  and  another  for  the  disfran- 
chisement of  Hertford.    These  Bills  were 
considered  by  some  parties  as  of  more 
political  importance  than  the  Bill  for  the 
disfranchisement  of  Stafford,  and  there- 
fore they  were  taken  up  first ;  but  if  he 
had  been  permitted  to  deal  with  the  Staf- 
ford Bill  at  once,  he  had  no  doubt  that 
it  would  have  passed  into  a  law.    At  the 
same  time,  he  must  say  that  the  case  was 
now  very  much  altered.    A  great  chanee 
had  taken  place  in  the  constituency  of  the 
borough.     He  was  satisfied  that  a  large 
proportion  of  the  freemen  had  ceased  to 
be  on  the  register.    New  buildings  had 
been  erected,  and  a  new  constituency  had 
grown  up.     But  the  question  of  time 
formed  an  element  in  the  consideration  of 
the  subject,  which  was  of  very  great  im- 
portance.    He  particularly  insisted    on 
this   point,  because  the  other  evening, 
when  a  letter  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  was  being  read,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said,  "  Oh ! 
but  that  was  in  18S0."    It  was  admitted, 
therefore,  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
that  the  question  of  time  was  one  of  con- 
sequence.    The  real  subject  matter  for 
their  deliberation  was,  whether  if  a  Bill 
were  brought  forwani  for  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  Stafford  there  was  a  reasonable 
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prospect  of  carrying  the  Bill.  If  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Exeler,  Was  pre- 
pared to  say  that  he  waa  ready  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  for  that  purpose,  and  that  there  waa 
a  reaannabie  proapect  of  carrying  it,  then 
he  would  vote  for  suspending  the  writ 
until  the  end  of  this  Parliament;  but  on  the 
grounds  on  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
placed  the  amendment,  he  could  not  in 
justice  to  his  own  feelings,  and  in  accord- 
ance with  his  sense  of  duty,  vote  for  it. 
His  hon.  Friend  said,  that  the  right  course 
to  pursue,  would  be  to  address  the  Crown, 
praying  that  it  would  not  issue  a  writ  for 
the  borough  of  Stafford  again.  But  his 
hon.  Friend  did  not  take  that  course,  and 
the  reason  he  assigned  for  not  adopting  it 
was,  that  it  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  principles  of  the  constitution.  Now, 
he  would  ask  his  hon.  Friend  whether  the 
continued  suspension  of  the  writ  would 
noty  under  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
be  equally  inconsistent  with  the  principles 
of  the  constitution  ?  This  matter  was  of 
far  too  much  importance  to  be  trifled  with. 
It  ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  spirit  of 
party  jealousy  or  petty  personal  feeling. 
The  voters,  had,  unquestionably,  been 
guilty  of  corruption,  but  as  a  considerable 
change  had  taken  place  among  the  con., 
stituency,  and  believing,  as  he  did,  that 
the  time  which  had  elapsed  ought  to  be 
taken  into  consideration,  he  should  vote 
for  the  original  motion— >that  the  writ  do 
issue. 

Mr.  Robinson  observed,  that  as  an  at- 
tempt would  probably  be  made  to  fasten 
imputations  on  those  who  intended  to  vote 
as  he  did,  for  the  issuing  of  the  writ,  It 
was  desirable  that  he  should  be  allowed 
to  state  the  grounds  on  which  he  had 
made  up  his  mind.  In  his  opinion,  no 
sufficient  reason  had  been  shown  for  the 
suspension  of  the  writ.  The  only  Par- 
liamentary grounds  for  such  a  course, 
were,  that  judicial  proceedings  were  actu- 
ally pending.  So  long  as  the  House  of 
Lords  had  a  concurrent  jurisdiction  with 
that  House  upon  questions  of  this  nature, 
their  consent  must  be  obtained  j  and  if 
the  House  of  Commons  thought  proper 

to  suspend  the  issuinec  o'  ^  ^^'^^  ^^^^^  ^^ 
Investigation  by  both  Houses,  they  would 
virtually  deny  the  authority  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  What  was  the  case  with  Pen- 
ryn  ?  The  House  of  Commons  declared 
that  the  electors  of  Penryn  had  been 
guilty  of  corruption,  and  a  Bill  for  their 
disfranchisement  passed  through  that 
House,  but  the  Lords  differed  from  thetn. 


and  a  new  writ  was  subsequently  issued. 
It  was,  therefore,  upon  grounds  purely 
constitutional,  and  not  from  any  doubt 
whatever  that  he  entertained  as  to  the 
facts  of  bribery  and  corruption  having 
taken  place  at  elections  for  Stafford,  that 
he  should  vote  for  the  issuing  of  the 
writ. 

Mr.  Buckingham  said,  as  he  intended  to 
vote  for  the  issue  of  the  writ,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  allow  him  to  explain 
the  grounds  on  which  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  do  so,  as  they  would' perhaps  be 
somewhat  different,  from  those  taken  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side. 
He  was  as  much  opposed  to  bribery 
and  corruption  as  any  man :  and  would 
visit  it,  wlierever  found,  with  punishment 
and  shame  ;  at  the  same  time,  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  House  not  to  be  led  by  its  ab- 
horrence of  one  kind  of  injustice  into  the 
commission  of  another.  If  the  motion 
had  been  for  unseating  the  Member  who 
had  obtained  his  mojority  by  bribery,  and 
disqualifying  him  for  ever  from  sitliog  in 
Parliament,  such  a  motion  should  have 
his  cordial  assent.  If  it  had  been  for  dis- 
franchisingthose  voters  only  against  whom 
bribery  had  been  proved,  and  disqualifying 
them  fur  ever  from  the  exercise  of  the 
elective  franchise,  he  would  cordially  sup» 
port  such  a  proposition.  But  the  present 
was  no  such  nieasure-^it  was  one  that 
confounded  the  innocent  with  the  guilty, 
and  that  even  punished  the  innocent  for 
the  guilty,  a  proceeding  to  which  he 
would  never  give  his  assent.  The  whole 
argument  for  the  suspension  of  the  writ| 
was  founded  in  a  gross  fallacy.  It  was 
said  "  Stafford  has  been  guilty  of  bribery, 
therefore  let  Stafford  be  disfranchised,** 
Now  if  Stafford  were  a  man,  who  had  per- 
verted his  electoral  privilege  to  unworthy 
purposes,  this  would  be  a  reasonable 
sentence,  since  the  identity  of  the  criminal 
being  continued,  it  would  be  proper  that 
he  should  be  punished.  But  Staffonl  is 
a  town,  containing  many  hundreds  of  men, 
some  innooenti  some  guilty — and  these  so 
changing  every  year,  that  the  Identity  of 
Stafford,  as  it  regards  its  Inhabitants,  Is  not 
continuous  for  even  holf  that  period.  It 
is  now  some  years  since  the  bribery 
alleged  took  place.  A  large  number  of 
the  electors  of  Staffonl  were  exempt  from 
the  guilt  of  this  transaction  at  the  time. 
Very  many  of  those  who  were  guilty,  are 
since  dead  }  and  every  year  there  has  been 
a  new  accession  to  the  numbers  of  the 
persons  coming  of  age,  and  occupying 
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houses,  which  would  qualify  them  for 
▼oting :— so  that  while  at  first  only  a  por* 
tion  of  the  inhabitants  were  guilty,  that 
portion  has  been  lessened  every  year,  and 
the  number  of  the  innocent  coming  to  the 
state  fit  for  exercising  the  franchise  has 
been  increasing.  Now,  if  the  House  sus- 
pends the  writ  still  further,  it  will  in 
effect  be  saying,  that  because  some  few 
electors  some  years  ago  accepted  bribes 
from  candidates,  therefore,  we  will  punish, 
by  the  deprivation  of  their  franchise,  all 
those  who  were  not  guilty  of  bribery  then, 
all  tboee  who  have  arrived  at  the  posses- 
sion of  a  good  qualification  since,  and  all 
those  who  may  in  every  succeeding  year, 
become  possessed  of  an  elector's  qualifica- 
tion in  the  town  of  Stafford  in  all  time  to 
come — an  injustice  so  palpable  that  no 
man  of  reflection  could  fail  to  perceive  it. 
Let  the  House  punish  those  who  gave  the 
bribes  and  those  who  received  them — but 
let  not  the  innocent  suffer  for  the  guilty. 
Let  the  franchise  be  extended,  and  the 
ballot  introduced,  and  bribery  will  soon 
cease.  But  as  an  unjust  vote  is  as  bad  as 
a  bribe,  he  would  condemn  them  both, 
and  never  be  induced  either  to  give  the 
one  01  receive  the  other  j  nor  would  he 
consent  to  punish  the  innocent  for  the 
guilty,  however  much  his  motives  might 
be  called  in  question  :  because  he  who  had 
not  the  courage  to  act  as  he  thought  right, 
without  reference  to  party,  was  unworthy 
the  honour  of  being  a  representative  in  a 
free  assembly. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  mo- 
tion : — Ayes  152  ;  Noes  151  i  Majority  1, 

The  writ  ordered  to  be  issued. 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland).]  Lord  John 
Russell :  I  beg  to  move  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  House  resolving  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House -on  so  much 
of  tlte  King's  Speech  as  relates  to  the 
establishing  of  Poor-laws  in  Ireland. 

Tlie  House  in  Committee.  The  following 

Eassages  in   the  King's  speech  were  read 
y  I  he  clerk  :— 

^  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen,  his  Majesty  has 
more  especially  commanded  us  to  bring  under 
yonr  notice  the  state  of  Ireland,  apd  the 
fvitdom  of  adopting  all  such  rceanures  as  may 
improve  the  condition  of  that  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  His  Majesty  recommends  to  your 
early  consideration  the  present  constitution  of 
the  municipal  corporations  of  that  country, 
the  collection  of  tithes,  and  the  difflcuU  but 
pressing  question  of  establishing  some  legal 
provision  for  the  poor^  guarded  by  prudent 
rtgolaiiooSf  an4  by  such  precautions  ag&iost 


abuse  as  your  experience  and  knowledge  of  the 
subject  enabled  you  to  suggest.  His  Majesty 
commits  these  great  interests  into  your  hands 
in  the  confidence  that  you  will  be  able  to 
frame  laws  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of 
his  Majesty  and  the  expectation  of  his  people. 
His  Majesty  is  persuaded  that,  should  this 
hope  be  fulfilled,  you  will  not  only  contribute 
to  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  but  strengthen  the 
law  and  constitution  of  these  realms  by  securing 
their  benefits  to  all  classes  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects." 

Lord  John  Eussell  then  rose  and  spoke 
to  the  following  effect :  I  feel,  Sir,  the 
extreme  importance  of  the  subject  which 
lam  about  to  bring  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House  ;  at  the  same  time  I  feel  it 
is  one  which,  while  it  has  received  much 
discussion,  while  it  has  been  the  subject 
of  a  report  made  by  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed by  his  Majesty,  who  collected  a 
great  deal  of  information  in  relation  to  it. 
is  likewise  a  matter  which  I  can  rely  con- 
fidently the  House  thus  prepared  will  come 
to  the  consideration  of,  not  only  with  the 
necessary  information  at  its  command, 
but  with  a  desire  to  form  a  safe  and 
dispassionate  conclusion.  I  will  preface 
what  I  have  to  say  on  the  subject  of  Poor, 
laws  for  Ireland  with  some  few  observations 
as  to  the  advantages  which  may  be  derived 
from  poor  laws  in  general,  the  manner  in 
which  a  poor-law  should  be  applied,  and 
the  abuses  to  which  it  is  subject.  These 
are  matters  which  are  illustrated,  I  think, 
very  fully  and  sufficiently  in  the  history  of 
tiiis  country.  It  appears  from  the  testi- 
mony both  of  theory  and  of  experience 
that  when  a  country  is  in  such  a  state  that 
it  is  overrun  by  numbers  both  of  marau* 
ders  and  of  mendicants  having  no  proper 
means  of  subsistence,  a  prey  on  the 
industry  of  the  country,  and  relying  on 
the  indulgent  charity  of  others,  the 
introduction  of  Poor-laws  serves  several 
very  important  objects.  In  the  tirst  place 
a  Poor-law  Acts  as  a  measure  of  peace, 
enabling  the  country  to  prohibit  vagrancy 
and  to  prohibit  those  vagrant  orcupatione 
which  are  so  often  connected  with  outraf^e. 
It  acts  in  this  way  by  the  very  simple 
process  of  offering  a  subterfuge  to  those 
who  rely  on  outrage  as  a  means  of  sub- 
sistence. It  is  an  injustice  to  the  commoii 
sense  of  mankind  when  a  single  person  or 
family  are  unable  to  obtain  the  means  of 
subsistence,  when  they  are  altogether  with« 
out  the  means  of  livelihood  from  day  to  day 
to  say  they  shall  not  go  about  the  country 
to  endeavour  to  obtain  from  the  charity  of 
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those  who  are  affluent  that  which  circum- 
stances have  denied  to  them.  But  when 
once  you  can  say  to  sucli  persons — here 
arethemeansofsubsistence  as  far  as  subsis- 
tence is  concerned — that  is  offered  to  you ; 
when  you  can  say  this  on  one  hand  you  can 
Bay  on  the  otherhand,you  are  notentitledto 
demand  charity,  you  shall  no  longer  infest 
the  country  in  a  manner  injurious  to  its 
peace,  and  which  is  favourable  to  imposition 
and  outrage.  Anoiher  way  in  which  a 
poor-law  is  beneficial  is,  that  it  is  of  itself 
a  great  promoter  of  social  concord,  showing 
a  disposition  in  the  state  and  in  the  com- 
munity at  large  to  attend  to  the  welfare  of 
all  classes.  It  is  of  use,  also,  inasmuch 
as  it  interests  more  especially  the  land- 
owner and  persons  of  property  in  the 
country  in  the  welfare  of  their  tenants  and 
their  neighbours.  A  person  possessed  of 
considerable  property,  who  looks  only 
to  receive  the  rents  of  his  estate,  may  be 
careless  as  to  the  number  of  persons 
who  may  be  found  in  a  state  of  destitution, 
in  a  state  of  mendicancy,  or  ready  to 
commit  crime  and  act  as  marauders 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  his  estates  ;  but 
if  he  is  compelled  to  furnish  means  for  the 
subsistence  of  those  who  are  destitute,  it 
then  becomes  as  well  his  interest  as  his 
natural  occupation  to  see  that  all  persons 
around  him  ore  well  provided  for,  that 
they  are  not  in  want  of  employment,  and 
that  his  immediate  tenants  can  live  in  a 
state  of  comfort  I  conceive  that  those 
objects,  and  several  others  which  are 
collateral  to  those,  were  obtained  by  this 
country  by  the  Acts  passed  in  the  reign  of 
Elizabeth.  When  we  look  to  the  state 
of  the  country  immediately  preceding 
and  during  the  greater  portion  of  that  reign 
we  should  be  inclined  to  think,  if  we 
viewed  it  as  a  matter  of  not  so  remote  a 
time,  but  nearer  to  our  own  time  and  to 
our  own  neighbourhood,  that  it  must  be 
very  difficult  to  bring  the  country  into  that 
condition  of  peace,  order,  and  civilisation 
which  it  now  enjoys.  We  are  told  with 
respect  to  crime  in  the  reign  of  Henry  8th, 
that  no  less  than  70^000  persons  were 
executed  in  this  country  for  theft  and 
various  crimes.  We  are  also  told  by  a 
magistrate  of  the  county  of  Somerset,  who 
wrote  in  the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  that  in 
that  county  alone  forty  persons  were 
executed  in  the  year  for  theft  and  other 
lawless  practices  ;  and  the  county  was  in 
such  a  state  of  insecurity  that  the  cultivators 
ofthesoil  found  great  difficulty  in  protect- 


ing their  herds  and  flocks  and  crops  from 
robbery.  Gangs,  comprising  no  less  thaa 
sixty  persons,  sometimes  attacked  them, 
such  was  the  state — not  of  that  county 
alone-^but  of  most  of  the  counties  in  Eng* 
land.  The  writer  adds,  that  the  forty 
persons  who  were  executed  in  one  year 
did  not  constitute  more  than  a  fifth  of  all 
those  who  were  guilty  of  similar  oflfences, 
but  the  remainder  escaped  prosecution 
altogether.  A  number  of  other  instan- 
ces might  be  furnished  of  the  deplorable 
state  of  the  country  at  that  period.  Even 
in  London,  such  was  the  extent  of  crime, 
that  a  commission  was  issued  empowering 
a  certain  high  officer  to  execute  martial 
law  in  the  streets,  and  persons  found  com- 
mitting depredations  in  the  street  were 
taken  up  under  that  commission,  and 
hanged  without  trial.  Now,  that  was  a 
barbarous  state  of  society,  which  it  was 
most  difficult  to  remodel :  but  the  means 
taken  were  many  combined  together. 
Various  changes  were  made,  both  with 
respect  to  the  law  and  the  police,  into 
which  I  need  not  enter  on  the  present 
occasion ;  but  there  was  one  in  particular, 
which,  I  think,  tended  to  the  improve- 
ment of  the  country,  to  the  establishment 
of  peace,  and  to  the  creation  of  that  which 
1  consider  almost  the  greatest  benefit  that 
can  be  conferred  on  any  country,  namely, 
a  high  standard  of  comfortable  subsistence 
for  the  labouring  classes — that  one  was 
the  establishment  of  poor-laws.  That 
much  was  effected  by  the  Act  of  the  14ih 
of  Elizabeth,  and  by  other  Acts,  cannot 
be  denied,  but  the  improvement  was 
effected  chiefly  .by  the  great  Act  of  the 
43rd  of  Elizabeth.  The  principle  of  that 
Act  was,  that  the  infirm,  the  cripples,  the 
orphans,  and  impotent  persons,  should  be 
relieved  by  the  public,  and  that  able- 
bodied  persons,  unable  to  procure  employ- 
ment, whereby  they  might  obtain  their 
living,  should  be  set  to  work.  The  Act 
in  question  was  founded  on  principles 
adapted  to  that  time,  and  which,!  have 
no  doubt,  were  applied  with  great  effect. 
That,  then,  I  conceive  to  be  the  use  of  a 
poor-law.  I  may  here  mention  that 
H  short  time  after  the  passing  of  the  14th 
of  Elizabeth,  an  Act  was  passed  in  Scot* 
land  enacting  a  system  of  relief  for  the 
poor,  but  leaving  out  that  part  of  the  law 
which  provided  that  able-bodied  persons 
should  be  set  to  work.  The  Scotch  Act 
provided  compulsory  relief  for  those  who 
were  unable  or  incompetent  to  work.    \X 
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was  a  long  time  before  any  considerable 
mischief  was  found  to  arise  from  the  Eng- 
lish poor-law.  No  doubt  many  abuses 
arose  in  particular  parts  of  the  country. 
There  were  abuses  stated  by  a  writer  at 
the  beginning  of  the  last  century,  but  it 
was  not  till  towards  the  end  of  the  century 
that  some  very  fatal  abuses  prevailed.  I 
conceive  it  was  the  object  of  the  poor-law 
of  Elizabeth  to  provide,  in  the  first  place, 
for  the  relief  of  those  persons  who  were 
infirm  and  unable  to  work ;  and  in  the 
next  place,  by  compulsory  measures,  to  set 
able-bodied  persons  to  work—  to  set  them 
to  hard  labour,  which  was  distasteful  to 
them,  and^  in  fact,  to  place  them  in  a 
situation  inferior  to  that  of  the  able-bodied 
independent  labourer.  But  there  arose, 
about  the  end  of  the  last  century,  from  cir- 
cumstances which  occasioned  a  great 
scarcity  of  provisions,  the  cause  of  which 
f  need  not  go  into  now — there  arose  a 
notion  that  the  principle  of  the  poor.law 
was,  that  all  persons,  whether  industrious 
or  idle,  whether  deserving  or  undeserving, 
were  entitled  to  be  maintained  by  the 
parish  funds.  The  evil  of  this  system  soon 
began  to  be  felt.  It  was  impossible  that 
such  an  opinion  of  the  law  could  be  carried 
into  effect  without  occasioning  the  greatest 
evils.  For  a  long  time  the  idle  and  pro- 
fligate found  it  more  to  their  interest  to 
live  on  the  parish  funds,  than  to  obtain 
their  livelihood  by  the  regular  course  of 
employment;  they  found  that  they  pos- 
sessed greater  advantages,  living  in  that 
way,  than  if  they  had  sought  regular  em- 
ployment, and  had  relied  for  the  means 
of  subsistence  on  their  character  and  in- 
dustry. I  am  alluding  now  to  facts  that 
are  so  notorious,  that  I  need  not  go  into 
them.  I  will  only  refer  to  one  case,  which 
is  mentioned  in  the  report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. It  is  the  case  of  Soulbury,  where 
the  poor  increased  to  such  an  extent,  that 
the  landlords  gave  up  their  land,  the 
farmers  gave  up  the  occupation  of  their 
farms,  the  clergyman  gave  up  his  tithes, 
and  the  whole  parish  was  left  in  the  un- 
disputed possession  of  the  paupers.  It 
was,  after  many  inquiries  into  these  abuses, 
that  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act  was 
introduced  into  Parliament,  and  became 
law.  The  principle  of  that  Bill,  as  I 
conceive,  is  to  act  fully  and  fairly  on  the 
principle  of  the  43d  of  Elizabeth;  is  to 
place  the  pauper  labourer,  the  pauper  who 
cannot  find  work,  and  the  infirm  who 
Bpply  for  support* in  a  situation  more 


irksome  than  that  of  the  independent,  in- 
dustrious, and  successful  labourer.  Now 
the  means  by  which  this  is  accomplished 
are,  by  offering  ail  such  persons  a  residence 
in  the  workhouse;  by  giving  them,  as  the 
Poor.law  Commissioners  state — and  I  will 
not  enter  into  the  dispute  whether  that  is 
the  case  or  not — a  sufficiency  of  food, 
warm  clothing,  and  a  comfortable  warm 
residence ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  placing 
them  under  a  certain  degree  of  confine- 
ment; so  that,  while  they  have  the  neces- 
sary clothing,  the  means  of  subsistence, 
and  often  a  warmer  residence  in  the  winter^ 
than  the  independent  labourer  possesses, 
yet  the  restraint  is  so  irksome  to  them, 
that  they  are  not  willing  to  subject  them- 
selves to  it,  except  when  really  in  a  state 
of  destitution.  This  has  been  proved 
clearly  by  the  Assistant  Commissioners  to 
be  the  manner  in  which  the  new  Poor-law 
works.  I  have  consulted  two  of  the  Com- 
missioners, with  whom  I  happen  to  be  ac- 
quainted, on  the  subject,  and  they  both 
say  the  food  is  wholasome,  and  the  work- 
house accommodation  is  better  than  that 
possessed  by  the  independent  poor,  but 
the  confinement  renders  it  irksome,  and, 
in  that  way,  the  workhouse  becomes  a 
place  that  the  poor  would  gladly  avoid 
the  necessity  of  having  recourse  to.  It 
is  to  these  principles,  and  to  this  ex- 
perience, that  we  must  look  very  much 
as  a  guide,  in  forming  any  Poor-law 
which  we  wish  to  introduce  for  Ireland.  We 
ought  to  be  unwilling,  on  the  one  hand, 
to  introduce  a  system  which  will  generate 
the  abuses  which  have  resulted  from  the 
English  Poor-law;  we  ought  to  be  very 
willing,  on  the  other  hand,  if  we  can, 
to  introduce  some  of  tho?e  good  effects 
which  have  resulted  to  England  from  her 
system,  while  we  avoid  the  injurious  con- 
sequences I  have  adverted  to.  The  Poor- 
law  Commissioners  for  Ireland,  in  the 
course  of  last  Session,  made  a  report  which 
was  laid  before  this  House,  in  which  they 
recommended  many  measures  of  improve- 
ment for  Ireland,  and  in  which  they  sug- 
gested certain  measures  with  regard  to  the 
indigent.  It  is  this  measure  with  regard  to 
the  relief  of  the  indigent,  to  which  I  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  House,  as  the 
principal  object  of  the  Bill  I  am  now  about 
to  introduce.  The  other  suggestions  for 
the  general  improvement  of  Ireland,  though 
I  may  touch'on  them  this  evening,  I  pro- 
pose to  leave  for  future  consideration.  The 
Poor-law  Commissioners,  with  regard  to 
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wh^h  o.T^u:n$iunces  seem  to  us  calculated 
to  exc'ie  ir.diviuual  compression,  and  not 
c;jv^^inviinces  to  which  e\clu>i\e  national 
i>^£:srd  oUi^'it  to  be  had.  If  a  person  in 
the  ts^e-Ana-t«entie;h  year  of  his  a£:e,  in 
the  tiU  pc^ssessivMi  oi"  his  health  and 
Urength^  be  ur^able  by  his  industry  to  ob* 
tain  a  bvtl.hvXvi,  or  if  he  have  "not  the 
iMt«l  ^  fttpporti  weia  to  $Uiid  at  the 


are  told  that  the  ship  is  ready  in  which  j 

thoy  were  to  have  embarked,  and  they 
refuse  to  go,  what  means   have  you  to  ! 

compel  them,  unless  yoa  resort  to  that 
which  would  be  so  odious  as  to  be  impos- 
sible to  be  carried  into  effect,  that  is, 
oblige  men  to  emigrate  ?  Thus,  then, 
after  supporting  them  in  the  dip6t,  yoa 
must  let  them  go  at  Isrrge,  and  they  would 
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•dIj  go  to  p«rs«vere  in  tbair  usual  habits 
of  vagrancy.  It  appears,  therefore,  to  us, 
that  you  could  not  adopt  that  part  of  the 
recommendation  of  the  Commissioners, 
without  a  great  deal  more  of  consideration 
than  the  pUn  proposed  by  the  Commis- 
siooers appears  to  us  to  have  received.  And 
deeply  impressed  as  we  have  been,  with 
the  responsibility  that  attaches  to  a 
Government  which  proposes  a  law  upon 
this  subject,  it  occurred  to  us,  that  the 
best  method  of  forming  a  judgment  on  the 
subject  was,  to  see  whether  that  law 
which,  as  amended,  has  been  applied  to 
England,  could  be  enforced  in  Ireland  with 
advantage  to  that  country.  For  this  pur- 
pose, Mr.  Nicholh,  one  of  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners,  and  who  is  so  well  known 
for  his  woith,  abilities,  and  intelligence,  ] 
requested  to  go  over  to  Ireland,  and  ascer- 
tain on  the  spot,  whether  anything  re- 
sembliog  the  machinery  of  the  English 
PoorJaw  could  be  applied  there.  I  should 
mention  here,  that  Mr.  NichoUs,  who  has 
had  great  experience  upon  this  subject, 
had,  in  one  district  in  this  country,  adopted 
an  improved  method  in  the  wor!;ing  of 
those  laws,  even  before  the  amended 
law  was  carried  ^  but  this  also  ought  to 
be  stated,  that  in  the  early  part  of  last 
year^  he  drew  my  attention  to  the  subject 
of  a  Poor-law  (or  Ireland,  and  I  have 
been  in  constant  communication  with  him 
on  this  matter,  since  the  commencement 
of  the  Session  of  1836.  As  I  was  sure  that 
he  was  qualified  by  abilities  and  experience, 
so  was  I  also  aware  that  he  would  carry 
into  the  examination  of  this  subject  equal 
caution  and  zeal.  Mr.  Nicholls,  then, 
proceeded  to  Ireland,  and  the  result  of  his 
inquiries  is,  that,  supposing  it  was  expe- 
dient to  extend  a  Poor*law  to  Ireland, 
there  was  no  effectual  obstacle,  no. suffi- 
cient objection  to  the  establishment  of  a 
Poor-law,  in  many  respects  resembling  the 
amended  Puor-law  in  England.  The  rea- 
sons of  that  opinion  are  given  at  consider- 
ablelengthin  the  Report  which  I  have  had 
the  honour  of  laying  this  day  upon  the 
table;  and  I  will  now  state  generally  what 
are  the  reasons  given  in  that  Report,  and 
why  I  think  it  is  expedient  to  establish  a 
Poor-law  in  Ireland,  and  to  describe  what 
it  the  nature  of  the  Poor-law  that  I  mean 
to  propose.  I  think  there  can  be  no  doubt 
of  its  expediency,  if  the  House  will  bear 
10  mind  the  description  which  I  gave  of 
this  country  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Eliza- 
betb-^tbere  can  be  no  doubt  that  there 


has  prevailed  in  Ireland  many  outrages 
consequent  upon  vagrancy  and  destitution, 
and  the  people  being  left  without  a  remedy 
or  relief.  It  has  happened  in  Ireland  (I 
do  not  now  inquire  as  lo  the  causes,  but 
the  fact  cannot  be  disputed),  that  while 
the  people  themselves — unlike  the  popula- 
tion here — have  not  improved  in  their 
condition,  that  the  population  has  in- 
creased very  much  in  numbers ;  that  there 
has  been  this  increase  in  population,  while 
there  has  scarcely  been  cm  increase  in  the 
means  of  subsistence,  and  a  lowering  of 
the  standard  of  subsistence.  So  that, 
after  a  long  period^  it  is  found  thai  there 
prevails  in  Ireland,  according  to  the  Report 
of  the  Poor-^law  Commissioners  of  Ireland, 
such  an  overplus  of  labour,  that  four  agri- 
cultural labourers  in  Ireland  only  produced 
as  much  as  one  aj^ricultural  labourer  pro- 
duces in  England.  That,  it  ia  to  be 
observed,  cannot  fairly  be  attributed  to  a 
want  of  industry  amongst  the  Irish  people; 
on  the  contrary,  we  have  it  in  the  evidence 
of  those  examined  by  Mr.  Lewis,  and  par- 
ticularly from  one  gentleman  of  Birnnng- 
hum,  that  he  never  found  the  Irish  labourer 
to  refuse  work,  or  fail  to  perform  it  to 
the  utmost  of  his  industry  and  capability. 
There  is  not,  then^  a  want  of  industry 
amongst  the  people.  It  is  the  country 
that  has  been  allowed  to  be  in  such  a 
state,  that  industry  cannot  succeed  in  it. 
It  is  admitted,  that  the  only  subsistence  of 
the  peasant  is  derived  from  the  land  which 
he  has — it  is  taken  from  his  small  holding 
— it  is  not  from  the  gain  of  regular  WHgea  ; 
and  where  there  are  regular  wages  received 
in  particular  districts,  these  wages  are 
received  only  by  a  part,  and  not  by  the 
whole,  of  the  labouring  population.  The 
peasant  gets  his  subsistence  out  of  his 
small  holding;  the  labourers  live  upon 
the  potatoes  raised  by  themselves  out  of 
that  small  portion  of  land  they  get;  and 
It  is  by  means  of  his  possession,  and  the 
use  of  their  industry,  often  very  ill-direcied, 
and  not  by  the  application  of  wages  for 
labour,  that  they  are  able  to  maintain 
existence.  The  result  of  this  is  stated  by 
the  Poor-law  Commissioners  (though  that 
is  a  statement  of  which  I  doubt  the  ac- 
curacy), that  there  are  nearer  to  three 
than  two  millions  of  people,  for  a  certain 
portion  of  the  year,  in  an  entire  slate  of 
destitution.  There  is  no  doubt  whatever 
of  this,  that  a  large  portion  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  especially  those  not  having 
land,  do  practise  mendicancy  for  ft  great 
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portion  of  the  year.    I  have  nade  some 
inqairy,  with  respect  to  the  amount  and 
extent  of  the  relief  thus  afforded  to  that 
mendicancy,  because  it  is  to  be  considered, 
that  when  we  say  we  will  adopt  a  Poor- 
law  (and  that  we  should  adopt  one  is  my 
opinion),  it  is  to  be  remembered,  that  a 
very  considerable  tax  is  now  raised  on  the 
farmers  of  that  country  by  mendicants,  and 
which,  I  may  say,  is  now  raised  as  a  com- 
pnlsory  rate.    With  this  view,  I  asked  of 
my  noble  Friend  who  sits  near  me,  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  to 
obtain  as  accurate  an  account  as  possible 
of  the  amount  paid  in  this  way,  from  two 
or  three  farmers,  in  ten  or  twelve  districts 
— the  amount  that  was  paid  for  rent,  the 
amount  paid  for  tithes,  the  amount  paid  to 
the    Roman   Catholic    priests,    and   the 
amount  paid  to  mendicants.    The  result 
is,  I  should  say,  that  in  most  cases,  a  shil- 
ling an  acre  is  paid  in  the  course  of  the 
year  by  the  farmers,  for  the  support  of 
mendicants.     In  some  cases  it  has  been 
sixpence  an  acre,  in  others  ninepence  an 
acre ;  but  in  one  case,  where  a  person  had 
a  farm,  not  very  considerable  in  size,  it 
was  more  than  two  shilliugs  an  acre.  That 
person  paid  10/.  a-year,  not  in  money  cer- 
tainly, but  in  food.    There  was  more  than 
two  shillings  an  acre  paid  for  mendicity. 
Mow,  this  is  in  itself  a  very  heavy  tax, 
and  which  cannot  be  assumed,  upon  the 
whole,  to  amount  to  less  than  between 
700,000/.  and  800,0001., perhaps  a  million, 
in  the  year.    And  let  it  be  observed,  that 
this  practice  of  mendicancy,  which  raises 
so  vast  a  sum  in  the  country,  is  not  like 
a  well-constituted  poor-law,  which  affords 
relief  to  the  really  indigent.     It  is  the 
practice^  in  Ireland,  for  the  farmer  to  eive 
relief  to  the  mendicant  who  asks  for  it — 
the  potatoes  are  there  ready  for  him — 
there  is  no  inquiry  into  the  circumstances 
of  the  mendicant :  generally  it  is  not  near 
home  that  he  begs,  and  the  farmer  has  no 
means  of  knowing  him.     But  that  which 
seems  to  afford  relief  to  the  distressed, 
also  promotes  and  keeps  up  impostors. 
We  have  a   statement  with   respect   to 
England  which  shows  the  advantage  that 
mendicancy  obtains  from  imposture.    A 
medical  gentleman  has  stated  with  respect 
to  Suffolk,  that  he  has,  during  the  conti- 
nuance of  the  old  Poor-law,  discovered 
every  species  of  the  simulation  of  disease. 
Those  who  pretended  to  be  affected  with 
catalepsy ,those  who  shammed  cripples,  and 
the  shamming  of  some  of  the  most  ago- 


nizing  and  excruciating  diseases,  and  all 
this  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  relief 
from  the  parish.     It  cannot,    then,   be 
supposed  that  in  Ireland,  where  mendi- 
cancy is  so  general,  and  where  relief  is  so 
freely  given,  but  that  the  number  of  im. 
postors  must  be  enormous.     But  there  is 
another  evil  to  which  a  Poor-law  would 
peculiarly  apply,  and  which  is,  in  truth, 
one  of  the  greatest  evils   to  which    the 
country  is  subject — it  is,  that  the  usual 
mode  of  obtaining  a  livelihood  with  the 
labouring  classes,  is  from  a  small  holding 
of  land.     If  you  deprive  the  poor  labourer 
of  his  small  holding  of  land,  he  is  imme- 
diately driven  into  a  state  of  destitution, 
and  he  becomes  ready  for  the  commission 
of  any  outrage,  in  order  that  he  may  sup* 
ply,  by  outrage,  what  mendicancy  may  be 
unable  to  procure   for  him.     I  put  the 
case    without    referring  to  the  question 
whether  the  landlord  or  the  tenant  has 
acted  badly  or  not;   but  in  either  case, 
where  the  labourer  is  turned  out  of  his 
holding,  it  leads  to  the  commission  of 
outrage.      If  you  suppose  a  number  of 
persons  driven  suddenly  from  their  small 
holdings  by  their  landlord,  you  can  then 
suppose  the  combinations  that  are  formed, 
that  they  return  in  numbers, — that  they 
come  in  arms,  and  endeavour  to  deprive 
the  tenant  succeeding  them,  and  thus  re- 
possess themselves  by  force  of  the  land. 
But  put  the  case  the  other  way.    A  tenant 
is  in  possession  of  a  holding  for  three  or 
four  years,  and  this  without  paying  any 
rent,  and  the  landlord  is  compelled  to  get 
rid  of  him.     That  bad  tenant,  such  is  the 
state  of  the  labouring  classes,  collects  the 
sympathy  of  that   class,  and  they  arm 
themselves  against  the  landlord.     A  band 
is  formed  for  the  commission  of  crime, 
and  the  crime  finds  an  excuse,  and,  I  will 
say,  a  justification  in  the  sympathy  of  the 
peasantry  of  the  country.     Let  me  advert 
to  one  case,  for  there  are  many  cases  of 
outrages,  all  arising  from  this  source  in 
Ireland.      The  case  occurred  about  two 
years  since,  and  I  noticed  it  in  the  police 
report;   it  shows  the  sympathy  of  the 
peasantry  for  a  person  in  the  condition  I 
have  described.     A  tenant  was  dispossess- 
ed from  his  holding;  a  person  had  taken 
possession,  and  he  came  upon  the  land, 
with  a  farm  servant,  to  cultivate  it ;  the 
farmer,  who  had  been  in  possession,  came 
near  to  them  with  a  gun  in  his  hand ;  he 
immediately  aimed  at  the  new  tenant^t 
missed ;  be  cocked  the  gun  agaiui  fired  it 
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the  lenrant,  and  shot  him  dead  on  the 
ipot.  There  could  not  be  a  more  unpro- 
voked homicide  than  that.  It  was  evident 
that  the  flarm-aervanty  who  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  holding,  and  who  went  there 
to  earn  his  wages  as  a  labourer,  was  thus 
basely  murdered  ;  and  yet  the  police,  who 
were  in  an  hour  aderwards  at  the  place, 
could  not  find  persons  to  give  them  in- 
formation as  to  who  committed  the  mur- 
der. Information  was  refused,  because 
the  sympathy  was  for  the  person  who  was 
driven  from  his  holding.  This  state  of 
society  has' been  produced  by  the  absence 
of  any  legal  provision  for  the  poor.  It 
has  produced  on  the  one  hand  the  most 
extensive  meudicancy,  and  on  the  other 
the  most  extensive  crime.  It  has  pro- 
duced, too,  a  third  consequence,  namely, 
the  indifference  or  neglect,  the  want  of 
care  on  the  part  of  landlords  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  their  property  is  culti- 
vated and  their  tenants  live.  In  a  great 
part  of  Ireland,  the  same  indifference  pre- 
vails as  to  the  comfort  of  the  tenants  on 
the  part  of  the  landlords.  In  this  country, 
the  state  of  the  labourers  ts  looked  to,  and 
even  in  what  repair  the  farmhouses  may 
be.  A  great  amelioration,  I  believe,  in 
this  respect,  is  taking  place  in  Ireland ; 
but,  generally,  the  landlords  in  Ireland 
regard  the  connexion  as  a  mere  bargain 
between  them  and  the  tenant,  by  which 
they  are  to  obtain  a  certain  rent  from  him. 
They  no  more  care  for  the  welfare  of  the 
tenantry,  than  if  they  had  to  do  with  an 
indifferent  or  third  person,  and  with  the 
payment  the  transactions  are  at  an  end.  The 
competition  for  land  in  Ireland,  likewise 
gives  rise  to  very  high  rents,  to  very  high 
nominal  rents,  and  which  no  unfortunate 
tenants  can  pay.  The  extreme  competi- 
tion for  land,  too,  leads  to  most  injurious 
consequences,  and  of  course  it  leads,  too, 
to  the  extremely  bad  cultivation  of  the 
land.  There  are  parts  of  Ireland  in  which 
tenants  would  be  glad  to  improve  the 
land,  but  will  not  do  so  because  there  is 
an  extreme  competition  for  land,  and  also 
from  extensive  vagrancy  they  find  it  im- 
possible to  do  so.  I  will  take  the  liberty 
of  reading  a  sentence  from  the  report  of 
Mr.  Nicholls,  in  which  he  deals  with  the 
evils  that  arise  from  this  source.  They 
are  thus  disposed  of  in  a  very  few  words : — 

''Ireland  is  now  suffering  under  a  circle  of 
erilft,  producing  and  reproducing  one  another. 
Want  of  capital  produces  want  of  employment 
•-want  of  employment,  turbulence  and  misery 


—turbulence  and  misery,  insecurity  —  inse- 
curity prevents  the  introduction  or  accumula^ 
tion  of  capital — and  so  on.  Until  this  circle 
is  broken,  the  evil  roust  continue,  and  probably 
augmen  t.  The  first  thing  to  be  done,  is  to  gi^e 
security — that  will  produce  or  invite  capital — 
and  capital  will  give  employment.  But  secu- 
rity of  person  and  property  cannot  coexist 
with  general  destitution.  So  that,  in  truth,  the 
drainage,  reclamation,  and  profitable  cultiva- 
tion of  bogs  and  wastes — the  establishment  of 
fisheries  and  manufactures — improvements  in 
agriculture, and  in  the  general  condition  of  the 
country — and,  lastly,  the  elevation  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  Irish  people  in  the  social  scale, 
appear  to  be  all  more  or  less  contingent  upon 
establishing  a  law  providing  for  the  relief  of 
the  destitute.'^ 

Now,  with  respect  to  that  part  of  the  case, 
we  have  come  to  the  opinion,  that  it  is 
expedient  and  right  to  introdace  a  law  for 
the  relief  of  the  destitute.  The  next 
question  is,  in  what  manner  is  that  relief 
to  be  given,  and  to  whom  is  it  to  be  given? 
I  have  already  stated,  that  I  do  not  think 
that  we  ought  to  limit  relief  to  certain 
classes.  You  must  give  relief  on  the 
ground  of  destitution,  and  to  every  class 
and  person  in  a  state  of  destitution.  The 
next  question  arises,  whether  you  are  to 
afford  relief  in  any  other  manner,  than  it 
is  now  given  in  some  of  the  improved  dis- 
tricts in  England — that  is,  by  in-door  re- 
lief to  the  paupers  ?  The  Poor-law  Com- 
missioners have  expressed  a  very  strong 
opinion  upon  this  subject,  and  they  give 
reasons  which  I  think  conclusive  on  the 
subject.  They  are  of  opinion,  and  I  think 
with  them,  that  the  administration  of  out- 
door relief  would  lead  to  a  most  pernicious 
system,  mixing  up  mendicancy  and  charity 
with  labour — a  system  of  persons,  partly 
obtaining  support  by  labour  and  partly  re- 
lief from  the  public  purse;  and,  if  we 
were  at  once  to  adopt  this  system,  I  cer- 
tainly do  think,  that  not  only  would 
those  evils  take  place  in  Ireland  that 
existed  in  England,  but  I  believe  that 
thode  evils  would  be  very  much  greater, 
and  that  out-door  relief  in  Ireland  would 
absorb  a  much  greater  part  of  the  ])rofits 
of  the  land.  I  am  confirmed  in  this 
opinion,  by  a  report  which  I  lately  received 
containing  resolutions  bearing  very  much 
on  this  subject.  It  is  a  report  from  the 
Mendicity  Institution  of  Dublin.  They 
**  declare  that  they  do  not  think  it  wise  to 
administer  out-door  relief  to  any  person 
not  labouring  in  the  Institution  itself.''  I 
will  next  come  to  the  question  whether,  if 
we  adopt  the  present  system  of  workhousei 
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that  system  of  workhouse  can  be  rendered 
effectual  to  any  purpose  ?     There  is  one 
objection  to  them  slated  on  this  ground, 
and  it  is  urged  very  strongly  by  the  Com - 
missionera*     I    know    it    was    felt    very 
strongly    by    some    individuals    in    that 
commission,  that   the  workhouses  would 
not  be  safe — that   there   would  be    too 
much  violence — that  there  would  be  such 
an  indisposition  to  the  restraints  that  those 
restraints  could   not    be    enforced.     Mr. 
NichoUs^  for  the  purpose  of  establishing 
this  fact,  made  a  full  inquiry  into  all  the 
various  houses  of  industry,  the  mendicity 
institution,  and  the  other  institutions  that 
exist  in  Ireland,  and  he  says  that  the  con- 
duct of  those  persons  in  these  institutions 
gave  no  reason  to  apprehend  anything  of 
the  sort.     He  observed^  that  in  some  of 
these  houses  of  industry,  they  have  carried 
the  system  of  restraint  farther  than  in  some 
of  the  old  English  workhouses ;  they  have 
established  the  separation  of  the  sexes^  and 
of  the  members  of  families,  such  as  were 
established  in  the  new  union  workhouses 
in  England ;     and  he  did  not  find  any 
regulation  proposed  to  be  made  which  did 
not  now  exist ;    on   the  contrary,  every 
regulation  is  submitted  to  by  the  inmates 
of  those  houses  of  industry.      I   should 
think,  therefore,  as  far  as  the  question  of 
settlement  is  concerned,  there  need  not  be 
any  fear  that  there  will  be  any  violence 
used,  or  that  we  cannot  protect  the  work- 
houses in  Ireland,  as  well  and  as  securely 
as  in  England,  for  the  object  of  obtaining 
the  result  we  desire,  of  maintaining  good 
order  and  industry  in  them.     The  next 
difficulty,  or  rather  another  objection,  has 
been  stated,  which  lies  at  the  bottom  of 
the  whole  question.     It  is,  whether  this 
species  of  relief  will  not  be  so  much  sought 
after,  that  the  workhouses  will  be  altoge- 
ther crowded  with  applicants,  and    that 
there  will  be  no  means  of  affording  relief 
to  those  who  will  come  in  such  numbers 
to  ask  to  be  supported  in  the  workhouses. 
But,  Sir,  while  I  am  ready  to  admit  that 
that  portion  of  the  population  which  con- 
sists of  persons  decrepid  and  infirm  will 
seek  refuge  in  workhouses,  it  is,  in  my 
opinion,  very  doubtful  that  any  person 
who  can  obtain  any  sort  of  subsistence  by 
his  individual  labour  will  crowd  into  the 
workhouses,  where  they  will  be  subject  to 
confinement  and  labour.     The  evidence 
goes  to  show  that  the  objection  which  has 
been  taken  to  workhouses  in    England 
catinot  be  taken  as  a  test  in  Ireland; 


and  nothing  it  more,  unlikely  than  that 
labourers  who  Can  obtain  any  sort  of  em- 
ployment, or  who  have  any  other  means  of 
livelihood  than  by  confinement  in  work* 
houses,  will  crowd  into  the  workhouse, 
either  because  the  quality  of  the  food  or 
the  habitation  is  very  much  superior.  It 
remains  to  be  considered  how  far  a  law  so 
constituted  can  be  carried  into  effect. 
And,  on  this  part  of  the  subject,  Mr. 
Nictiolls  has  made  various  suggestions,  to 
which  1  shall  shortly  advert,  as  containing 
the  plan  which  he  proposes  to  adopt.  In 
the  first  place,  with  respect  to  the  mode 
of  administering  relief,  and  the  question 
of  vagrancy.  To  every  destitute  and  de* 
crepid  person,  the  authorities  having  the 
superintendence  of  the  administration  of 
the  law  shall  order  relief  to  be  given  ; 
that  is  to  say,  we  do  not  propose  to  give 
them  an  absolute  right,  which,  in  fact,  t 
do  not  think  exists  in  England;  we  do 
not  propose  to  give  an  absolute  right  to 
destitute  and  decrepid  persons  to  secure 
relief  in  the  workhouses.  The  reasons  for 
this  are,  that  not  only  would  it  be  found 
difficult  to  create  workhouses,  and  very 
unsafe  to  establish  at  once,  in  the  whole 
of  Ireland,  that  every  person  should  be  at 
once  relieved^  but  there  is  also  the  diffi- 
culty of  introducing  a  sound  general  prin- 
ciple of  relief  at  once  into  the  countrv. 
We  do  not,  therefore,  propose  to  establisn 
at  first  more  than  four  or  ^st^  or  ten  or 
fifteen,  workhouses  in  Ireland.  If  we 
say,  that  all  persons  in  Ireland  shall  be 
allowed  to  have  relief  in  these  workhouses, 
then  these  workhouses  will  certainly  be 
overflowed  in  the  beginning,  and  the  ex- 
periment may  be  said  to  have  failed,  when 
\t\  fact,  it  had  only  failed  because  it  was 
not  established  throughout  the  whole  of 
the  country,  but  only  in  a  portion.  It  is 
impossible  to  have  evidence  of  the  true 
working  of  the  system  until  the  whole  is 
established ;  and,  in  order  to  give  eflPeot 
to  it,  it  must  afford  relief  to  all  that  require 
it.  But,  then,  it  may  be  said,  and  it  has 
been  very  much  insisted  upon,  that  the 
way  of  preventing  such  numbers  from 
flocking  into  the  workhouses  is  to  establish 
the  law  of  settlement,  and  to  say  that  a 
residence  of  three  years  in  the  district,  or 
some  other  qualification,  should  be  estab- 
lished, by  which  certain  persons  only 
should  be  entitled  to  relief.  But,  Sir,  on 
reflecting  on  the  course  of  legislation  that 
has  been  pursued  In  England,  I  have 
not  made  up  my  mind  to  propose  an/ 
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regular   law   of  teitlameot    in    Ireland, 
t   am    quite   convinced  that  the  law  of 
•ettlement  is  one  of  the   gteatest  erils  of 
the  Poor- laws  of  England.     It  circum- 
•oribes  the  market  for  industry,  it  confines 
h,  owing  to  divisions  in  parishes,  in  many 
Cases  to  a  small  extent  of  country ;  it  con- 
fines the  market  for  industry   to  a  very 
great  and   injurious  extent.     It  likewise 
led  to  immense  litigation ;  and  any  person 
who  had  attended  the  quarter  sessions  and 
seen  the  disputes  that  arise  there  between 
one  parish  and  another  as  to  whether  a 
person  had  been  hired  for  a   year   and   a 
day,  whether  he  had  been  ordered  to   go 
home  on  the  day  before  the  expiration  of 
that  t^rm,  so  as  to  destroy  the  settlement, 
or  whi'ther  he  had  served  a  full  year  and 
a  day,  and  various  other  similar  questions 
— any  person  who  had  attended   to   this 
litigation  and  those  di.^putes  will  not  have 
any  wish  that  I  should  in  this  bill  intro- 
duce the   question   of  settlement.     If  I 
were  (o  introduce  the  question  of  settle- 
ment I  think  it  would  have  these  two  con- 
sequences— one  because  we  cannot  imme- 
diately say  that  we  will  give  relief,  or  in- 
directly a  claim  to  relief  at  all  to  the  des- 
titute poor  of  Ireland  ;  neither  can  we  say 
in    the   second    place,   what  is  certainly 
greatly  to  be  desired,  that  we  will  at  once 
prohibit  altogether  and  put  an  end  to  va- 
grancy.    When   the  whole  of  the  work- 
houses are  in  operation,  and  when  we  are 
enabled  to  relieve  at  them  all  such  as  are 
fairly  entitled  to  have  relief  in   the  work- 
houses, then  you  may  say  we  will  not  per- 
mit vagrancy.     First,  then,  to  all  destitute 
persons  who  seek  nothing  but  subsistence 
that  subsistence  we  give,  and    tell  them 
that  we  will  not  allow  them  to  disturb  the 
peace  and  order  of  society  by  seeking  sub- 
sistence by  other   means.     But  until  you 
can  do  this  it  is  not  just  altogether  to  pro* 
hibit  vagrancy,  and   I   therefore   do   not 
propose  to  prohibit  persons  seeking  alms, 
if  they  can  show  that   they  have   been  to 
the  workhouse  or   have  applied   to    the 
guardians  of  the  union  and  have  been  re- 
fused relief.     This,  I  think,  is  a  necessary 
step  in   the  transition  from  one  state  to 
another.     If  the  scheme  succeeds  we  shall 
be  able  hereafter  finally  to   prohibit   va- 
grancy.    The  next  question  that  arises  is 
that  with  respect  to  the  local  machinery. 
I  propose,  with  regard   to  this  point,  that 
there  shall  ba  a  board  of  euardians,  to  be 
elected  once  a  year,  as  in   England.     I 
propos  that  the  county  cess  payers  shall 


have  the  first  election,  and  afterwards,  the 
rate  being   imposed,  any  person  properly 
described  as   a   rate-payer  shall  have  the 
power  of  voting  in    the   election   of  the 
board    of  guardians.      Mr.  NichoUs   has 
entered  very  minutely  into   the  question 
whethef  or  not  we  ought  to  have  ex-qfficio 
guardians  in  the  same  manner  as  in  Eng- 
land.    The  opinion  I   have  come    to  ist 
that  it  is  not  advisable  to  introduce  a  si. 
milar  provision.     In  the  first  place,  by  the 
proportion  which  the   exqfficio  guardians 
bear  to  the  number  elected,  the  character  of 
the  bo    d  of  guardians  is  altogether  des« 
troyed.  I  therefore  propose  that  there  shall 
be  a  smaller  number  of  ex-officio  guardians, 
and  that  they  shall    not  exceed  one-third 
of  the  number  of  elected  guardians.     Mr. 
Nicholls  has  likewise  examined    another 
question,  viz.,  whether  clereymen   should 
be  admitted  as  members  of  the  board  of 
guardians?    He  states,  and,   as  I   think, 
truly,  that  you  cannot  have  the  ministers 
of  one  profession   without  the  ministers  of 
the  other;    and,  in    the  present  state  of 
Ireland,  the  presence  of  different  ministers 
of  religion  on  the  board  of  guardians  might 
raise  many   questions   of  dispute  ;  and  I 
think,  therefore  it  would  be  better  if  the 
board  of  guardians  were  confined  altogether 
to  laymen.  It  must  indeed  be  remaiked  that 
from  clergymen  of  all  denominations,  from 
Protestants,  Roman  Catholics,  and  Presby- 
terians, Mr.  Nichols  received  assurances  of 
their  willingness  and  anxiety  toco-operate 
wiih  the  board,  while  some  of  them  stated 
that  they  would  rather  be  in   the  position 
of  mediators  between  the  board  of  guar- 
dians and  the  destitute  poor,  between  the 
administrators  of  the  law  and  those  whom 
it    would    aflTect,    where    their    exertions 
would  be  more  efiBcacious  in  reconciling 
the  poor  to  the  law,  and  to    those  who 
would  be  exposed  to  their  angry  denuncia- 
tions,   than  to  the  members  of  the  Board. 
I  think  then    that  for   these    reasons  it 
would  be  better  that  they  should  not  be 
members  of  the  board,  but  rather  remain 
in  that  position  in  which  they  would  be 
better  enabled  to  use  all  fair  exertion  In 
favour  of  the  law  than  if  they  aided  in  its 
administration.    Now,  Sir,  with  respect  to 
the  question  of  rating,  it  is  proposed  that 
the  board  of  guardians  being  once  con- 
stituted, and  under  the  direction  of  the 
Commissioners  whom   I  shall  afterwards 
describe,  shall  impose  rates  according  to 
the  net  annual  value  of  the  hereditament* 
The  question  then  ariscsi  and  it  will  b« 
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found  fully  treated  by  the  Poor-law  Com- 
missioners, how  much  of  this  rate  shall  be 
imposed  on  the  owner,  and  how  much  on 
the  occupier  ?  It  is  proposed  by  the  Bill 
which  I  hope  to  be  allowed  to  introduce, 
that  of  the  rate  levied  on  full  net  annual 
Talue,  one  half  shall  be  paid  by  tfie  tenant 
tnd  the  other  half  by  the  owner  of  the  land, 
that  this  provision  shall  be  carried  through 
in  all  gradations,  and  that  when  there  are 
many  tenants  holding,  some  under  others, 
such  tenant  who  is  the  lowest  occupier  shall 
deduct  one-half,  and  the  person  to  whom 
he  pays  it  shall  have  the  power  of  deducting 
n  certain  proportion  of  the  half  as  rate, 
and  shall  pay  the  rate  on  what  he  receives 
from  the  occupier.  So  that,  in  point  of 
facts  all  owners  liable  to  be  rated,  and 
paying  a  sufficient  amount,  shall  be  entitled 
to  vote  for  the  board  of  guardians.  But 
with  respect  to  others  who  hold  property 
under  5/.,  it  is  proposed  that  they  shall  not 
be  liable  to  the  rate,  and  shall  not  have  the 

fiower  of  voting  for  the  board  of  guardians. 
t  is  proposed  likewise,  according  to  the 
report,  that  owners  and  occupiers  shall 
have  a  plurality  of  votes  in  cases  where  the 
property  exceeds  a  certain  amount.  With 
respect  to  the  other  questions  which  are 
treated  of  in  the  English  Poor-laws,  it 
is  not  necessary  in  any  Poor<law  for  Ireland 
to  introduce  provisions  on  these  subjects. 
For  instance,  regulations  as  to  bastardy 
need  not  be  introduced,  and  apprenticeship 
is  not  proposed  to  form  part  of  the  law 
as  in  England.  With  respect  to  the  cases 
of  the  Mendicity  Institution  and  other 
charitable  institutions  it  is  proposed  that 
they  shall  be  under  the  direction  of  ihe 
Commissioners,  who  are  to  have  the  con- 
duct and  management  of  the  whole  ad- 
ministration of  the  law.  With  respect  to 
the  Commissioners,  I  think  that  the  safest 
manner  of  introducing  such  a  law  as  I  have 
described  is  the  simple  machinery  which 
has  been  found  so  advantageous  in  Eng- 
land, and  through  the  aid  of  persons  fully 
acquainted  with  the  principles  of  the  law 
of  England^  and  who  have  been  employed 
in  carrying  it  into  operation .  We  therefore 
propose  that,  instead  of  forming  a  separate 
Commission  for  Ireland,  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners  for  England  shall  have 
the  power  of  intrusting  to  one  or  two  of 
the  Commissioners,  and  if  there  is  only 
one,  to  any  of  the  assistant-commissioners, 
the  power  of  sitting  in  Ireland  as  a  board 
of  Commissioners,  in  order  to  carry  the 
law  into  operation  tiiere.    It  is  proposed 


that  in  case  it  should  be  necessary  to  add 
to  the  strength  of  the  present  Board  of 
Commissioners,  if  the  present  number  shall 
not  be  found  equal  to  the  task,  then  the 
board  shall  have  an  addition  of  one 
Commissioner,  thus  making  four.  When 
there  are  four  Commissioners  there  will  be 
found  very  probably  one  or  two  in  Ireland 
and  the  others  in  England.  I  think  this 
a  better  mode  of  proceeding  than  by  esta- 
blishing a  new  Board  of  Commissioners. 
It  is  far  safer  that  we  should  have  persons 
already  intimately  acquainted  with  the  ope- 
ration of  the  law.  It  is  far  better  that  they 
should  form  a  part  of,  and  have  the  power  of 
communicating  from  time  to  time  with,  the 
Board  in  England,  because  if  we  establish 
a  separate  Board  of  Commissioners  in  Ire- 
land, a  totally  separate  Board,  we  shall 
probably,  in  the  course  of  a  few  years, 
find  the  Commissioners  of  England  and 
Ireland  acting  upon  totally  different  prin- 
ciples. According  to  the  testimony  of  the 
gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Commission 
in  England,  h«  believes  that  three  Com- 
missioners only  will  be  able  to  conduct  all 
the  operations  required  both  here  and  in 
Ireland.  These  Commissioners  will  be 
intrusted  with  the  power  of  putting  the 
law  into  operation  from  time  to  time,  ac- 
cording as  they  may  see  opportunity,  in 
the  different  districts  which  they  may 
think  most  favourable,  and  then  they  will 
proceed  to  other  districts.  They  will  form 
unions,  either  of  parishes  or  of  districts, 
or,  without  attending  to  the  present  divi- 
sions, they  may  form  unions,  and  having 
formed  an  union,  they  will  prd^eed  to  adapt 
any  building  that  may  be  standing  for  the 
purpose  of  a  workhouse,  or  they  may  build 
a  new  workhouse  if  necessary.  There  is  a 
considerable  difference  of  opinion  between 
some  of  the  persons  who  have  considered 
this  subject  with  respect  to  the  size  of  the 
workhouses  and  the  unions.  A  gentleman 
who  has  published  a  pamphlet  on  the  sub- 
ject, written  with  very  great  talent,  pro- 
posed that  there  should  be  500  unions, 
and  that  the  number  of  inmates  in  the 
workhouses  should  be  limited  to  200  in 
each  workhouse.  Mr.  Nicholls  proposes 
that  the  unions  should  be  more  extensive, 
that  there  should  not  be  above  100  unions, 
and  that  each  should  be  capable  of  con- 
taining 800  inmates.  This  calculation  Ts 
made  according  to  the  circuits  of  Kent, 
Sussex,  Oxford,  and  Bath.  The  amount  of 
pauperism  in  Suffolk  is  one  per  cent,  of  the 
population,    I  can  mention  an  instance  ia 
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East  Kent  of  a  place  where  the  able-hodied 
persons  are  16,000,  but  there  are  not  more 
than  twenty-four  in  the  workhouse.  But 
Buppope  in  Ireland  the  workhouses  are  to 
be  fully  occupied,  Mr.  Nicholls  calculates 
that  the  whole  expense  for  each  person, 
including  lodging,  fuel,  clothing,  and  diet, 
is  Is.  6d.  per  week.  We  have  calcula- 
tions made  by  various  persons,  and  several 
calculations  made  by  order  of  the  Poor- 
law  Commissioners,  and  the  calculation  of 
the  expense  of  the  workhouses  in  England 
by  Dr.  Way,  and  they  all  come  to  very 
much  the  same  conclusion  on  the  subject, 
Yiz.,  that  Is.  6^.  per  week  is  quite 
sufScient.  If,  then,  you  take  100  unions, 
the  whole  expense  will  be  £312^000.  Of 
course,  as  an  original  outlay,  we  must 
calculate  the  expense  of  workhouses  at 
£700,000.  This  would  be  the  amount  of 
the  whole  expense  according  to  this  plan. 
But,  Sir,  while  I  consider  that  this  plan  is 
one  of  great  importance,  while  I  consider 
that  it  will  in  many  respects  improve  the 
condition  of  the  people  of  Irelana,  while  I 
consider  that  it  will  have  many  collateral 
advantages,  as,  for  instance,  accustoming 
the  people  to  see  examples  of  cleanliness 
and  regularity,  order  and  peace  in  the 
workhouses,  and  likewise,  if  the  board  of 
guardians  are  well  formed,  of  seeing  the 
different  classes  of  the  people  acting 
together  with  cordiality  and  confidence, 
from  the  magistrate  to  the  lowest  of  the 
rate-payers.  White  I  calculate  that  this 
plan  will  have  these  advantages,  I  must 
say  that  to  suppose  that  merely  by  ma- 
chinery of  this  sort  the  people  are  to  be 
saved  at  once  from  the  state  of  destitution 
in  which  they  now  are,  is  quite  unreason- 
able. In  order  to  eflTect  this,  we  must 
look  forward  to  having  the  means  of  em- 
ployment in  Ireland,  and  having  some 
yent  in  emigration,  in  order  to  relieve  the 
country  during  the  state  of  transition. 
Let  it  not  be  supposed  that  I  believe,  when 
I  speak  of  emigration,  that  the  present 
eight  millions  of  inhabitants  living  in  Ire- 
land may  not  be  very  well  sustained,  and 
sustained  with  good  and  sufficient  means, 
by  the  soil  of  Ireland,  but  I  belive  that 
hitherto,  with  the  means  of  so  doing,  a 
practice  has  prevailed,  and  still  prevails, 
which  will  render  it  unlikely  that  this 
operation  should  have  a  successful  result 
without  some  collateral  sources  for  easing 
the  country  of  her  superabundant  popula- 
tion. As  to  the  nature  of  the  public  works 
|o  be  engaged  upon,  that  is  a  point  which 


I  will  not  discuss  now.  It  appears  to  me 
that  there  are  various  means  open  for  the 
application  of  the  labour  of  the  poorer 
classes  which  might  lead  to  the  happiest 
result ;  but  at  the  same  time  they  should 
be  adopted  with  great  judgment  and 
sound  discretion.  I  think  that  with  care 
and  attention  we  may  find  materials  for 
public  works  of  such  a  nature,  which, 
whilst  they  serve  the  temporary  purpose  of 
employing  the  time  of  the  indigent,  may 
be  the  means  of  opening  new  sources  of  in- 
dustry, and  for  the  profitable  investment  of 
capital  in  Ireland.  The  opening  of  im- 
proved communications  between  diflTerent 
districts,  for  instance,  and  the  improving 
of  bogs  and  ditches,  are  questions  well 
worthy  of  the  application  of  labour  and 
the  investment  of  capital.  This>  however, 
as  I  said  before,  is  a  branch  of  the  subject 
upon  which  I  will  not  enter  at  present. 
It  may  be  remarked  that  there  is  no  great 
quantity  of  capital  in  Ireland  available  for 
such  purposes  as  I  have  mentioned,  but  it 
should  be  recollected  that  if  we  provide 
means  by  which  a  feeling  of  security, 
which  does  not  exist  at  present,  may  be 
promoted  amongst  the  owners  of  property, 
capital  will  immediately  begin  to  flow  in 
for  investment.  I  have  now  to  say  a  few 
words  in  reference  to  emigration,  in  con- 
nexion with  the  subject  before  the  House. 
I  know  there  are  some  who  entertain 
notions  upon  this  subject  far  beyond  those 
which  I  am  inclined  to  adopt,  in  favour  of 
an  enlarged  system  of  emigration.  It  is  a 
scheme  entertained  by  some,  that  one  or 
two  millions  of  our  poor  population  might  be 
exported  to  our  colonies,  and  immediately 
find  means  of  support  in  the  new  field  of 
employment  there  opened  to  them.  Now, 
putting  aside  all  other  difficulties  which 
may  be  in  the  way  of  this  desired  result, 
and  viewing  the  attempt  merely  in  respect 
to  the  effect  of  such  a  proceeding  upon 
the  colonists,  I  think  that  the  ferment 
created  amongst  them  would  be  so  great  at 
to  throw  hopeless  impediments  in  the  way- 
It  would  at  once  be  supposed  by  them  that 
we  were  sending  in  amongst  them  a  vast 
quantity  of  our  useless  population,  paupers 
who  conferred  no  benefit  upon  the  country 
they  were  exported  from,  and,  therefore, 
as  they  would  argue,  likely  to  prove  an 
evil  instead  of  a  source  of  benefit  and  pro- 
ductiveness to  the  new  soil  in  which  they 
were  to  be  placed.  I  know  that  there  is  t 
very  great  feeling  of  this  kind  already  pre. 
vent  in  ou  r  colonies,  and  in  some  e?eq  it 
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has  been  thought  desirable  to  exercise  a 
lort  of  control  es  to  the  class  of  emigrants 
which  should  foe  admitted.  8uch  a  plan 
has  recently  been  recommended  to  the 
Colonial -office,  and  1  hope  it  will  be  per- 
severed in,  particularly  not  to  give  large 
tracts  of  land  indiscriminately  to  parties 
proposing  to  emigrate,  at  the  eminent  risk 
of  their  not  being  properly  cultivated,  and 
the  parties  themselves  not  benefitted  by 
their  possession ;  but  to  sell  the  land  at 
what  might  be  considered  a  fair  and  good 
price  to  persons  who,  by  showing  them- 
selves ready  to  advance  a  little  money  upon 
it,  gave  the  best  possible  earnest  of  their 
intention  and  ability  to  improve  and 
render  it  productive.  In  one  colony  alone, 
that  of  New  South  Wales,  the  sale  of 
lands  in  this  way,  during  the  past  year,  has 
amounted  to  100,000/.  and  this  sum  might 
be  employed  with  success  in  the  convey- 
ance of  emigrants.  I  am  aware  also  (hat 
a  notion  used  to  be  prevalent  that  persons 
sent  out  in  this  way  from  amongst  the 
poorer  classes  of  trish  were  not  of  a 
description  to  be  very  desirable  or  useful 
to  employers;  but  1  am  convinced  that 
this  feeling  of  prejudice  or  jealousy  will 
not  long  interfere  in  the  way  of  there  em- 
ployment when  it  is  found  that  their  are 
many  emigrants  from  Ireland  willing  and 
able  to  cultivate  the  lands  of  those  who 
may  hire  them.  With  regard  to  this  sub- 
ject I  may  state,  therefore,  that  it  will  be 
proposed  that  there  shall  be  an  emigration 
station  at  the  different  sea-ports  of  Ireland, 
and  that  the  persons  proposing  to  emigrate, 
having  raised  a  sufficient  sum  for  that  pur- 
pose, should  inform  the  agent,  who  would 
send  them  to  the  sea  port,  where  a  ship,  to 
be  provided  by  the  agent,  should  be  ready 
to  convey  them.  The  Government  will  pay 
the  expenses  of  the  agent,  and  also  provide 
some  proper  officer  for  the  command  of 
the  emigrants.  By  means  of  these  precau- 
tions the  colonists  will  be  certified  that  the 
persons  brought  amongst  them  are  proper 
persons  for  (he  purpose,  and  not  merely 
paupers  driven  away  to  prevent  them  from 
starving  in  their  native  Und.  This  is  a 
plan  which,  if  adopted,  does  of  course  not 
contemplate  any  vast  number  of  persons 
being  sent  away  together ;  but  it  will  at 
the  same  time  afford  a  vent  by  which  a 
redundant  population — and  particularly 
those  who  cannot  find  adequate  employ- 
ment at  home  may  seek  it  with  facility  else* 
where.  In  establishing  a  system  of  Poor- 
kirt  for  IrelaiKl  it  appears  to  me  that  we 


must  look  upon  these  two  subjects — publio 
works  and  emigration — as  means  for  co- 
operating with,  and  perfecting  any,  such 
an  enactment.  We  should  look  also  to 
the  general  improvement  which,  we  are  in- 
formed on  all  hands,  is  going  on  in  Ireland 
and  we  shall  find  much  to  hope  for  in  the 
accomplishment  of  these  objects.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  whole  state  and  con- 
dition of  the  country  were  going  backward 
—  if  the  whole  revenues  of  the  country 
were  diminishing -> there  would  then,  in- 
deed, be  some  difficulty  in  such  a  plan  as 
that  I  now  suggest;  but  considering,  as  I 
do,  the  whole  country  to  be  in  the  way  of 
improvement,  1  think  there  is  much  to 
hope  for  from  the  plan,  and  every  reason 
for  its  adoption.  It  is  proper,  however, 
that  the  House  should  understand,  that 
what  I  have  stated  in  regard  to  public 
works  and  emigration,  bears  no  direct 
reference  to  the  measure  which  I  now 
hope  to  introduce.  These  subjects  form 
no  part  of  my  present  object,  which  is 
strictly  to  carry  a  Poor-law  Act  for  Ireland. 
They  are  subjects,  therefore,  which  I 
merely  touch  upon  now  as  worthy  of  con- 
sideration as  future  resources,  in  co-opera- 
tion with  the  measure  I  now  propose.  I 
would  observe  also,  that  I  do  not  consider 
that  these  are  branches  of  the  subject  in 
which  the  Poor-law  guardians  could  pro- 
perly be  employed.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  safe  to  intrust  them  with  the 
management  of  public  works  and  emigra- 
tion, in  addition  to  the  labour  and  duties 
of  their  immediate  department,  although, 
at  the  same  time,  I  think  they  may  be 
made  very  useful  in  diffusing  information 
on  the  subject.  There  is  one  other  ques- 
tion collateral  to  this  matter,  which,  before 
I  sit  down,  I  wish  very  briefly  to  touch 
upon.  The  Poor-law  Commissioners  for 
England,  in  the  end  of  their  Report,  make 
use  of  the  following  observations  :— 

"  It  will  be  observed  that  the  measures  which 
we  have  suggested  ara  intended  to  produce 
rather  negative  than  positive  effects ;  rather 
to  remove  the  debasing  influences  to  which  a 
large  portion  of  the  labouring  population  is  now 
subject,  than  to  afford  new  means  of  prosperity 
and  virtue.  We  are  perfectly  aware  that  for 
the  general  diffusion  of  right  principles  and 
habits,  we  are  to  look,  not  so  much  to  any 
economic  arrangement  and  regulations,  as  to 
the  influence  of  a  moral  and  religious  educa« 
tion;  and  important  evidence  on  the  subject 
will  be  found  throughout  our  appendix.  But  one 
great  advantage  of  aov  measure  which  shall 
remove  or  diminish  iba  evih  of  the  prtsenl 
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fystem  if,  that  it  will  in  the  same  degree  re« 
nove  the  obftaclM  vrhteh  now  impede  the 
progrefs  of  instruction  and  intercept  its  results, 
and  will  afford  a  great  scope  to  the  operation 
of  erery  instrument  which 'roav  be  employed  for 
elevating  the  intellectual  ana  moral  condition 
of  the  poorer  classes.  We  believe  that  if  the 
funds  now  destined  to  theporposes  of  educa- 
tion, many  of  which  are  applied  in  a  manner 
unsuited  to  the  present  wants  of  society,  were 
wisely  and  economically  employed,  they  would 
be  sufficient  to  give  all  the  assistance  which 
can  be  prudently  afforded  by  the  State.  As 
the  subject  is  not  within  our  commission  we 
will  not  dwell  on  it  further,  and  we  have  ven- 
tured  on  these  few  remarks  only  for  the  purpo&e 
of  recording  our  conviction,  that  as  soon  as 
a  good  administration  of  the  Poor-laws  shall 
have  rendered .  further  improvement  possible, 
the  most  Important  duty  of  the  Legislature  is 
to  take  measures  to  promote  the  religious  and 
moral  education  of  the  labouring  classes." 

These  are  the  words  with  which  the 
Biehop  of  London,  the  Bishop  of  Chester, 
and  Mr.  Sturges  Bourne,  conclude  their 
valuable  ohservatione  on  the  Poor-^laws  of 
England  and  Waies;  and  if  the  remark  is 
true  in  regard  to  England,  it  is  doubly  so, 
ID  my  opinion,  in  respect  to  Ireland.  I  do 
not  wish  to  enter  now  upon  disputed  points 
connected  with  this  subject,  but  I  have 
alwaya  heard  it  admitted,  even  by  those 
who  disapprove  in  general  of  the  present 
iystem  of  national  education  pursued  in 
Ireland,  that  it  is  proper  and  expedient  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  should  be 
educated ;  and  whatever  means  are  to  be 
adopted  for  so  doing,  I  think  it  should  be 
iuch  a  system  of  education  that  the  great 
mats  of  the  people  may  look  to  it  for  im- 
provement and  instruction.  In  ad  minis, 
tering  Poor-laws  to  Ireland,  Parliament 
should  keep  this  in  view,  that  whatever  is 
good  for  the  moral  condition  of  that 
eountry  they  should  endeavour  to  promote, 
to  extend,  and  to  mature.  Not  only 
should  we  employ  ourselves  in  relieving  the 
indigent,  in  repressing  outrage,  and  in 
establishing  a  feeling  of  general  conBdence 
\n  rich  and  poor  by  so  doiug,  but  we  should 
endeavour  also  to  sow  the  future  seeds  of 
virtuous  habits,  and  heighten  the  character 
of  the  poorer  classes  of  Ireland.  We 
should  endeavour  to  give  them  that  whole- 
some education  which  will  enable  them  to 
do  their  doty  to  their  Ood  and  to  man ; 
which  shall  furnish  ihem  with  motives  and 
incitements  to  do  so;  which  shall  eradicate 
A«d  destroy  the  false  notions  and  views  of 
morality  which  they  had  formerly  enter- 
tained,, as  respects  their  stafe  as  subjects 


to  the  state,  and  as  responsible  and  im- 
mortal creatures.  Provided  wc  are  all 
agreed  upon  the  advantages  of  such  an 
education,  and  that  all  should  have  the 
benefit  of  it,  let  us  endeavour  to  afford  it 
by  such  means  as  shall  not  interfere  with 
their  religious  opinions.  I  shall  conclude*, 
therefore,  by  observing,  that  whilst  I  look 
upon  the  law  which  1  now  propose  to 
introduce  as  one  likely  to  eff*ect  very  great 
benefits  for  Ireland,  I  look  still  more 
strongly  hereafter  to  the  fruits  of  such  a 
system  of  legislation  as  thnt  I  have  briefly 
hinted  at ;  and  I  am  confident  that  legis- 
lators who  shall  accomplish  such  good  for 
Ireland,  will  receive  the  reward  of  their 
own  good  opinion,  and  of  the  good  opinion 
of  the  whole  of  the  inhabitants  of  that 
country, 

Mr.  Smith  0*Brien  said,  that  as  he 
had  for  many  years  paid  some  attention 
to  the  measure  then  before  the  House,  he 
thought  the  House  would  permit  him  to 
make  a  few  remarks.  He  would  begin  by 
congratulating  the  country  on  a  time  be- 
ing at  length  arrived  when  the  subject 
was  formally  considered.  He  concurred 
in  much  of  the  voluminous  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord,  but  there  were  some  par- 
ticulars on  which  he  found  himself  obliged 
to  differ  from  him.  He  thought,  a  pre- 
ferable system  might  be  adopted.  The 
fir^t  point  on  which  he  differed  from  the 
noble  Lord  was,  the  mode  of  giving  assist- 
ance in  classes.  It  appeared  to  him,  that 
two  classes  had  been  designated  who  were 
to  receive  relief;  those  were  the  impotent, 
and  those  who  might  be  called  able-bodied 
men,  and  that  a  diffi'rent  system  was  to  be 
applied  to  each  case.  He  thought  it 
would  be  a  great  mistake  to  consider  the 
aged  widow,  the  helpless  orphan,  or  the 
father  of  a  family,  who  was  reduced  by 
circumstances  over  which  he  had  no  con- 
trol, as  guilty  of  a  crime,  and  treated 
accordingly.  '  The  system  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  seem  to  admit  any 
of  the  kindlier  feelings  of  human  nature. 
There  was  not  the  least  doubt  that  a  small 
assistance  at  their  homes  wonid  be  more 
agreeable  to  the  poor  than  a  larger  aid  in 
a  public  establishment.  In  towns,  ht 
thought,  ssylums,  or  mendicity  associa* 
tions,  would  prove  effectual ;  but,  In  the 
country,  domiciliary  relief  would  be  m<flt 
*  effectual  and  grateful.  He  considered 
the  number  of  persons  stated  by  the  noble 
Lord  as  requiring  relief  far  too  small. 
He  thought,  that  to  name  160,000  ptrwns 
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would  not  be  fixing;  the  number  too  high, 
which  was  double  the  computation  of  the 
noble  Lord.  The  number  of  workhouses 
also  was  too  small.  He  considered  that 
320  was  the  least  which  could  suffice  to 
afford  relief  to  the  impotent  poor  of  Ire- , 
land.  As  to  the  surplus  labourers,  he 
thought  that  the  number  had  been  much 
overrated  by  the  Poor-law  Commissioners. 
He  thought,  that  where  a  population  of 
surplus  labourers  was  found  burdensome, 
the  best  mode  of  affording  relief  would  be 
by  facilitating  the  means  of  emigration. 
The  hon.  Member  for  St.  Alban's  had 
published  an  able  pamphlet  on  the  subject 
by  the  principle  of  which,  if  well  followed 
out,  plenty  of  funds  would  be  found  from 
the  sale  of  waste  lands  to  supply  all  that 
was  wanting  to  enable  emigration  to  be 
carried  out  to  a  great  extent.  By  that 
means  able-bodied  men  could  be  disposed 
of.  As  to  public  works,  there  were  waste 
lands  enough  in  Ireland  which  required 
cultivation.  On  these,  at  all  events,  the 
poor  could  be  employed.  He  doubted  if 
that  part  of  the  measure  would  prove 
acceptable  which  made  the  whole  of  the 
admmistration  to  emanate  from  the  Board 
of  Commissioners  in  England,  and  not 
from  a  body  fixed  in  Dublin.  The  Board 
in  England  could  scarcely  know  the 
details  on  which  they  were  to  act,  and 
they  would  be  so  fully  occupied  with  their 
other  functions,  that  they  could  not  spare 
time  to  make  minute  inquiries.  As  to  the 
rates,  he  did  not  think  the  noble  Lord  had 
fixed  on  the  best  plan.  In  the  Bill  which 
he  had  had  the  honour  of  proposing  to  the 
House  last  Session,  he  had  fixed,  that 
one-third  was  to  be  paid  by  the  landlords, 
and  that,  he  thought,  would  be  nearer  the 
mark  than  the  noble  Lord's  plan.  As  to 
the  plurality  of  votes.  He  would  reserve 
his  judgment  until  he  was  fully  acquainted 
with  the  details  of  the  noble  Lord's  pro- 
posed scheme.  There  was  one  point 
which  he  recommended  earnestly  to  the 
consideration  of  the  noble  Lord.  .  He 
meant  the  subject  of  medical  charities. 
It  was  quite  a  matter  of  chance,  at  pre- 
sent, if  medical  relief  was  afforded  to  the 
poor  in  Ireland.  They  might  or  might 
not  be  established  in  different  parts  of 
Ireland.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
make  them  an  integral  part  of  the  Bill. 
He  was  sorry  to  detain  the  House,  but 
the  hints  he  had  thrown  out  might  not  be 
found  altogether  useless. 
Mr.  ^aw   had   listened   with    much 


attention  to  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord.  He  would  reserve  for  a  future  and 
more  fitting  occasion  any  lengthened  ob- 
servations he  might  think  it  necessary  to 
make  on  the  details  of  the  measure ;  but 
he  entirely  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord, 
that  the  subject  was  one  both  important 
and  difficult,  and,  at  the  same  time,  in 
the  language  of  the  Commissioner's  speech, 
''pressing.''  Indeed,  it  was  plain,  that 
it  could  be  no  longer  shrunk  from ;  and 
all  he  could  say  was,  and,  he  believed,  in 
saying  so,  he  represented  the  sentiments 
of  the  great  body  of  the  gentry  and  landed 
proprietors  in  Ireland,  whom  he  had  the 
honour  to  rank  amongst  his  constituents^ 
that  he  desired  to  approach  this  all-im- 
portant and  difficult  question  with  a  view 
to  the  maturest  and  most  deliberate  con- 
sideration of  it,  and  without  the  least 
mixture  of  party  animosity  or  political  or 
personal  prejudice.  He  thought  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  scarcely  appreciated  the 
difficulties,  either  in  principle  or  practice^ 
of  the  application  of  the  measure  he  pro- 
posed to  the  existing  condition  of  Ireland. 
There  was,  undoubtedly,  a  danger  in 
attempting  to  substitute  charity  by  law 
for  what  might  be  called  the  law  of 
charity,  and  superseding  by  legal  enact- 
ment the  kindlier  feelings  of  benevolence 
— a  risk  of  weakening  the  sources  of 
human  compassion,  at  the  same  time  that 
we  increased,  rather  than  diminished,  the 
claims  of  destitution  and  distress;  but 
while  he  felt  that  there  was  much  of 
abstract  truth  in  these  considerations,  the 
extent  and  the  intensity  of  existing  misery 
in  Ireland,  and  the  peculiar  relation  be- 
tween that  country  and  this  were  such, 
that  he  considered  the  extension  of  some 
system  of  Poor^ilaws  to  Ireland  could  be 
no  longer  avoided  ;  and  that  the  principle 
question  now  was,  how  best  to  guard 
against  abuse,  and  practically  to  admi« 
nister  the  system  in  its  most  improved 
form  in  Ireland.  In  following  the  noble 
Lord  through  his  opening  speech,  he  felt 
disposed  to  concur  with  the  noble  Lord  in 
thinking,  that  under  the  difficulties  of  the 
case,  he  had  chosen  the  safest  criteriou  of 
the  objects  of  relief,  when  he  decided  that 
it  should  be  extended  to  all  the  destitute, 
and  to  none  but  the  destitute — so  as  to 
the  workhouse  system,  that  it  could  alone 
be  attempted  on  the  principle  of  in-door 
relief,  for  that  the  out-door  system  would 
inevitably  absorb  the  whole  source  of  in- 
dependent labour.    He  was  of  opiniooi 
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too^  with  the  noble  Lord»  that,  if  possible, 
ibe  law  of  settlementi  with  all  its  inci- 
dental intricacies  and  endless  litigation, 
riiould  be  altogether  avoided;  and  with 
respect  to  the  department  under  which 
the  management  of  the  whole  should  be 
placed,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  thought  the  English 
Poor-law  Commissioners  the  best,  not 
only  becaase  the  distinguished  gentleman 
at  the  head  of  that  Board  was  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land, and  Mr.  Nichols,  another  of  the 
Commissioners,  had  recently  visited  that 
country,  in  connexion  with  the  particular 
measure — ^but  on  more  general  grounds; 
the  practical  experience  of  the  present 
Board — the  unity  of  action  throughout  the 
entire  system  more  likely  to  prevail — and 
the  greater  probability  of  freedom  from 
local  partialities  and  local  influences, 
justly,  he  thought,  recommended  that 
arrangement  to  the  Government.  On 
other  points,  he  found  it  not  so  easy  to  go 
with  the  noble  Lord ;  he  feared  that  the 
noble  Lord  underrated  the  demand  which 
would  immediately  arise  upon  the  funds 
on  the  score  of  pauperism ;  also,  that  of 
finding  guardians  to  be  elected  by  the 
rate-payers,  and  well  qualified  for  the 
important  duties  which  would  devolve 
upon  them,  and  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  diminish,  as  compared  with  the 
English  system,  the  proportion  o^ex-qj^cio 
guardians.  With  regard  to  the  Unions, 
he  anticipated  much  inconvenience,  and 
some  objection  upon  principle,  to  remov- 
ing the  old  ecclesiastical  and  parish  boun> 
daries;  these,  however,  were  matters  of 
detail,  which  would  be  more  properly  re- 
ferred to  in  a  future  stage  of  the  Bill ;  but 
there  was  one  more  which  he  could  not 
pass  by,  where  he  apprehended  the  noble 
Lord  would  find  his  greatest  difficulty,  he 
meant  that  which  related  to  the  rating. 
The  noble  Lord,  as  he  collected  from  his 
remarks,  hitended  that  one-half  of  the 
rate  was  to  be  paid  bv  the  occupier,  and 
the  other  half  by  all  that  were  in  the 
character  of  landlords,  from  the  occupier 
up  to  what  in  the  Tithe  Bill  was  called, 
the  first  estate  of  inheritance — according 
to  their  respective  interests;  but,  from 
what  little  experience  he  had  had  on  that 
subject,  he  could  assure  the  noble  Lord, 
that  the  scale  was  one  with  a  great  num- 
ber of,  and  very  unequal  gradations — and 
that  it  was  no  easy  matter  to  arrive  at  the 
top  of  it.  He  perfectly  concurred  in  the 
principle  asserted  by  the  noble  Lord,  that 
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a  sound,  moral,  and  religious  education 
would  be  the  best  aid  to  any  system  of 
Poor-laws  in  Ireland.  He  feared  that  he 
and  the  noble  Lord  differed  very  largely 
as  to  the  best  means  of  promotmg  that ; 
but  he  was  persuaded,  that  a  sound  reli- 
gious education  could  alone  afford  the 
necessary  moral  checks  to  a  redundant 
population,  and  lead  to  a  real  and  lasting 
iroprovenient  in  the  prudential  habits  and 
general  character  of  the  people.  He 
rejoiced,  however,  that  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell)  had  acceded  to  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stan- 
ley) of  getting  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  "  the  working  of  the  system  of  the 
National  Education  Board  in  Ireland;" 
and  he  trusted  much  good  would  result 
from  that  inquiry.  Finally,  he  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord,  that  every  project 
for  the  improvement  of  Ireland  must  fail, 
unless  first  you  could  obtain  security  for 
person  and  property  in  that  country  ;  and 
if  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters would  direct  their  attention  to  well- 
considered  measures  for  the  improvement 
of  Ireland,  instead  of  diverting  the  public 
mind  from  the  real  causes  of  its  evils  and 
its  miseries  by  abstract  questions  of  non- 
existing  surpluses,  and  supposed  identity 
of  principles  of  Government,  without  re- 
gard to  the  actual  circumstances  of  that 
country,  they  would  find  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers at  his  side  of  the  House  as  well 
inclined  to  lend  them  their  best  assistance 
as  he  had  no  doubt  they  would  prove  on 
the  present  occasion.  He  would  not  then 
allude  to  the  ancillary  measures  touched 
upon  by  the  noble  Lord,  such  as  the 
drainage  of  bogs,  the  reclamation  of  waste 
lands,  and  other  works  of  public  and 
national  interest,  including  the  very  im- 
portant object  of  a  well-regulated  emigra- 
tion— he  trusted  these  would  all  go  hand  in 
hand  with  the  present  measure ;  but,  and 
without  trespassing  further  on  the  House, 
he  would  conclude  ashe  had  commenced,  by 
expressing  his  conviction  that  the  landed 
proprietary  of  Ireland  would  be  found 
willing  to  bear  their  just  share  both  of  the 
expense  and  the  labour,  as  regarded  its 
local  machinery,  of  giving  a  full  and  a 
fair  trial  to  that  great  experiment,  which 
in  all  sincerity,  he  trusted  would  issue  in 
the  improved  peace,  good  order,  and 
civilization,  of  tnat  portion  of  the  united 
kingdom. 

Mr.  Denis  0* Connor  expressed  his  con-, 
cnrrence  in  the  observations  of  the  right 
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Iftad,  pnblie  woriu^  emigratton,  to.,  had 
been  alluded  to,  but  discosaioD  on  tbem 
deprecated.  He  would  not  now  comment 
on  them,  but  be  felt  their  absolute  neces- 
alty.  He  also  sincerely  concurred  in  the 
necessity  of  elevating  the  moral  character 
of  the  people  by  education.  He  thanked 
the  Government  for  turning  their  attention 
to  these  subjects,  and  trusted  that  the  re- 
anlt  would  be  the  amelioration  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  O'Ccnnell  wished  to  know  from  the 
noble  Lord  what  were  the  regulations 
which  he  proposed  with  regard  to  work- 
bouses,  and  the  maintenance  of  their  in- 
mates. If  he  understood  the  noble  Lord 
rightly,  there  was  to  be  a  certain  number, 
four  or  five,  poorbouses  at  the  commence- 
ment, but  he  did  not  understand  precisely 
how  the  funds  were  to  be  raised  for  erecting 
and  maintaining  them,  and  who  were  to 
have  claims  for  admission. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  it  was  proposed 
that  at  the  commencement  there  should  be 
from  ten  to  fifteen  poor-houses,  and  that 
all  persons  applying  for  relief  in  the  dis- 
trict should  be  admitted,  but  the  commis- 
sioners and  a  board  of  guardians  were  to 
direct  how  far  the  relief  was  to  be  ex- 
tended.  There  was  to  be  no  exclusion  of 
any  persons,  and  the  poor  were  to  be 
supported  in  the  workhouses  from  rates 
levied  on  the  occupiers  and  landlords  in 
the  district. 

Mr.  (/ Cmnell  w&%  to  understand,  then, 
that  certain  persons  in  a  district  were  to 
be  exclusively  taxed  or  rated,  and  that  poor 
persons  coming  from  any  part  of  Ireland 
were  to  have  the  right  of  claiming  relief 
from  the  exclusively  taxed.  Next,  what 
was  the  fond  from  which  the  700,000/. 
was  to  be  raised  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  som  was  to 
be  raised  by  loan  on  the  general  taxes, 
and  paid  by  instalments. 

Mr.  (TConnell  next  Inquired  <f,  after 
100  workhouses  had  been  erected,  there 
were  to  be  any  law  of  settlement ;  and  if 
that  were  to  be  a  parochial  or  district 
settlement } 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  was  a 
point  to  be  discussed  at  a  future  stage  of 
the  measure. 

Mr.  O'Connell  asked,  If  he  were  to  un- 
derstand that  a  certain  district  was  to  be 
taken,  and  all  persons  coming  into  that 
dietriei  were  to  have  the  power  of  claim- 
fag  relief  ?  '^ 

Lord  JMift  Buss€ll  i  Yes. 
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periment  would  be  commenced  in  certain 
districts,  leaving  to  all  that  might  oome  to 
them  the  power  of  claiming  relief.     He 
confessed  he  could  not  yield  to  the  hopes 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  thrown  out  as 
to  the  good  results  that  might  arise  from 
that  principle ;  but  he,  at  the  same  time, 
felt  it  10  be  the  duty  of  every  Member  In 
the  House  to  assist  in  carrying  the  noble 
Lord's  plan  into  effect.     The  Government 
having  once  announced  their  plan,  he  con- 
ceived   it    would  be  impossible,  and  he 
was  sure  it  would  be  improper,  to  impede 
the  course  of  experiment  nhich  they  pro- 
posed to  make.     He,  therefore,  cheerfully 
acceded  to  the  proposed  plan,  and  would 
assist  in  any  way  he  could  in  working  out 
its  details,  so  as  to  make  them,  if  possible, 
practically   useful.     He  was  very  much 
afraid,  however,  that  such  attempt  would 
be  attended  with  great  difficulty.     The 
noble  Lord  knew  this,  that  if  Ireland  were 
to  be  divided  into  100  districts,  to  have  a 
similar  number  of  poor-houses  established, 
and  that  in  each  of  these  poor-houses  the 
maximum  number  of  inmates  was  to  be  800, 
that  for  the  entire  country  that  would  only 
give  relief  to  80,000  destitute  persons.  Upon 
what  foundation  was  it,  he  would  ask,  thst 
the  noble  Lord  had  calculated  they  would 
be  so  few  in  number?    The  noble  Lord 
had  gone  on  to  state,  that  be  expected  he 
would  have  but  one-half,  or  probably  one- 
third,  that  number.     For  his  own  part,  he 
looked  upon  it  as  utterly  imfiossible  that 
there  would  be  so  few  a  number  of  cUim- 
anU   for   relief.       As  to  the    300,000/. 
a-year,  if  it  were  but  to  afford  the  smallest 
prospect  of  making  a  provision  for  the 
poor  of  Ireland,  he  would  not  hesitate  one 
moment  in  voting  that  it  should  l>e  levied ; 
but  the  sum  was  so  comparatively  small 
with  reference  to  the  amount  of  pauperism, 
that  he  considered  it  totally  iQadeouale 
to  meet  the  evil.     It  had  been  calculated 
that  566,000  heads  of  families  were  in  a 
aUte  of  destitution  in  Ireland.    That  was 
not  exactly  a  calculation, it  waa  a  aomming- 
up  from  each  locality.     In  each  locality 
they  had  evidence  of  the  quantity  of  desti- 
tution that  existed  in  it.     And  now  let 
any  man  look  over  that  evidence,  and  tee 
whether  it  were  orobable  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  made  exairiceraied  etatemenls 
In  their  report.     He  had  seen  it,  and  found 
that  it  contained  the  evidence  of  clergy- 
men  of  both  penuasions,  of  farmers,  of 
country  gentlemen,  and  of  the  paoptrs 
tbemselvesi  ail  of  whoea  f«ftiabe#  ik^ 
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facts  and  their  data,  of  which  the  result 
proved  to  be  this  number  of  heads  of 
families.  And  yet  the  plan  of  the  noble 
Lord  went  only  to  the  maximum  of  80,000 
individuals.  He  did  not  think  they  should 
rely  upon  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Nicholls, 
while  they  had  such  evidence  as  this  be- 
fore them.  He  would,  however,  vote  for 
the  Bill  in  all  its  stages,  but  should  feel  it 
his  duty  to  suggest  some  alterations  and 
additions  when  in  Committee.  The  prin 
ciple  of  the  plan  was,  that  it  should  be 
brought  gradually  into  operation,  and  to 
that  he  objected.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
they  would  thereby  create  a  state  of  tran- 
sition, during  which  neither  relief  nor 
charity,  neither  relief  from  poor-houses, 
nor  alms  from  private  hands,  would  be 
afforded  to  the  suffering  population  of 
the  country:  thus,  while  it  professed  to  be 
a  measure  calculated  to  prevent  disturb- 
ance, by  giving  district  relief,  it  would 
prove  to  be  the  direct  and  immediate  cause 
of  disturbance  in  the  neighbourhood.  If 
destitution  were  relieved  in  one  district,  it 
would  put  in  motion  all  the  neighbouring 
destitution,  and  they  would  thus  create  an 
immediate  excitement,  by  the  fact  of  those 
persons  who  should  not  be  relieved  com- 
plaining of  the  injustice  of  relieving  others 
and  not  them.  They  would  also,  by  this 
partial  application  of  relief,  take  away  the 
disposition,  at  present  existing  amongst  the 
poorer  classes,  of  supporting  utter  destitu- 
tion. That  man  knew  very  little  of  Ire- 
land  who  would  tell  him  that  such  a  plan 
could  tranquillise  Ireland.  On  the  con- 
trary, refusals  to  just  claims  for  relief 
would  inevitably  lead  to  disturbance.  It 
had  been  shown  to  demonstration  that 
there  was  no  population  on  the  face  of  the 
earth  amongst  whom  the  kindly  senti- 
ments of  affection  between  parents  and 
children,  fathers  and  mothers,  brothers 
and  sisters,  and  between  the  poor  labour- 
ing creatures  of  the  country  in  giving  sup- 
port to  their  near  relations,  were  cherished 
with  greater  pride  than  amongst  the  po- 

fmlation  of  Ireland.  In  passing  any  Poor- 
aw,  therefore,  for  that  country,  he  would 
caution  them  against  removing  any  incite- 
men t  of  this  kind.  Indeed,  he  would  go 
80  far  as  to  say  that  they  should  not  in- 

;  troduce  any  measure  which  would  tend  to 
mitigate  the  feelings  he  had   described. 

.  It  had  been  shown,  over  and  over  again, 
that  there  was  no  reproach  from  which  a 
young  man   would  shrink    with   greater 

uthame  than  that  which  he  would  feel  upon 


being  told«  *^  Oh,  you're  the  fellow  wha 
has  let  his  mother  out  of  doors — ^you  are 
the  man  who  has  ill-treated  his  father/' 
That  feeling  existed  in  the  country  at  pre- 
sent ;  and  he  would  advise  them  not  to 
establish  the  state  of  transition  to  which 
he  alluded,  unless  they  were  determined 
to  put  down  that  feeling  altogether*  If 
they  were  desirous  of  preventing  disturb- 
ance, they  should  carry  the  plan  into 
effect  immediately  and  entirely.  He 
wanted  to  have  it  carried  into  effect  at 
once.  Divide  the  country  as  they  would, 
into  ten  or  6fteen  districts,  or  into  coun- 
ties, or  half-counties ;  but  let  there  not 
be  an  intervening  period  between  the  ap- 
plication of  relief  in  different  parts  of  the 
country.  He  was  glad  to  find  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  entirely  thrown  overboard 
the  notion  that  any  person  was  to  be  em- 
ployed out  of  these  poor-houses.  The 
favoured  phantasy  of  poor-rate  mongers 
was,  that  the  rate  was  to  be  one  out  of 
which  men  were  to  be  employed  ;  but  the 
noble  Lord  had  distinctly  shown,  by  the 
result  of  all  evidence,  that  the  idea  of  em- 
ploying men  out  of  a  poor-rate  should  be 
banished  altogether.  It  was,  therefore, 
impossible  that  the  notion  could  be  enter- 
tained that  this  measure  was  to  accomplish 
that  purpose.  It  had  been  often  admitted 
that  Ireland  was  a  country  capable  of  two 
or  three  times  its  present  cultivation ;  but 
there  was  no  part  of  Ireland,  in  fact,  which 
was  not  capable  of  being  cultivated  to  a 
degree  ten  times  more  productive  than  it 
now  was.  There  was  at  least  one-fourth 
of  it  waste  land,  which  had  never  been 
broken  up,  and  whrch  was  quite  capable 
of  cultivation.  And  that  was  a  country  so 
circumstanced,  that  although  labour  ought 
to  be  productive,  and  individual  interests 
constantly  in  action  to  make  it  so,  yet  there 
was  something  so  diseased  in  its  condition 
that  they  had  not  the  power  to  render  it 
productive,  and  what  they  now  suggested 
was,  that  a  country  unable  to  give  employ- 
ment to  its  labourers  should  be  made  to 
feed  them  in  idleness  within  the  walla  of 
a  poor-house.  A  poor-rate  was  not  an  in- 
crease of  wealth;  it  was  only  another 
division  of  wealth,  taken  away  from  em- 
ployers or  labourers,  to  be  used  in  feeding 
persons  confined  in  idleness.  The  work- 
house system  appeared  to  work  exceedingly 
well  in  £ngland,  but  they  had  seen  upon 
evidence  that  the  work  imposed  under  the 
poor-law  upon  the  idle  population  was 
only  a  kind  of  slave  labouri  in  order  to 
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drive  them  to  seek  for  employment.  Bat 
lee  how  that  principle  would  act  in  Ire- 
land, llie  laborious  classes  there  were 
anxious  to  procure  employment  They 
nerer  refused  it;  they,  in  fact,  worked 
for  %d,  and  3d.  a-day  rather  than  be  idle. 
He  was  sure  he  need  not  appeal  to  English 
Gentlemen  to  prove  that  Irishmen  were 
always  ready  for  labour,  when  they  found 
them  coming  from  the  remotest  parts  of 
Ireland,  from  Mayo  and  Sligo,  in  some 
hundreds  of  thousands,  and  making  their 
way  through  Dublin  and  Liverpool  on  to 
Kent  in  order  to  procure  the  earnings  of 
five  or  six  weeks'  labour.  There  was  no 
necessity,  therefore,  for  poor-houses  in 
Ireland  in  order  to  stimulate  its  labouring 
population  to  look  for  work;  but  there 
would  be  that  necessity  when  once  they 
became  the  only  disposers  of  Irish  charity 
and  turned  the  sources  of  Irish  bene- 
volence into  the  public  channel.  That 
would  be  an  additional  way  of  getting  rid 
of  the  plough,  while  they  could  not  leave 
at  large  those  persons  hitherto  supported 
by  private  contributions.  It  was  utterly 
impossible,  however,  to  prevent  the  ex- 
periment being  made,  and  they  should  see 
what  were  the  best  terms  upon  which 
to  make  it.  The  noble  Lord  had  talked 
of  a  rate  to  be  levied  on  persons  having 
houses  or  land  above  the  value  of  51, 
a-year.  It  was  to  go  down  to  that — 61, 
a-year  was  to  be  exempt ;  but  he  should 
like  to  know  what  exemption  that  would 
be  to  the  tenant.  If  he  possessed  a  lease 
he  might  have,  but  if  he  did  not,  he 
certainly  would  not  have,  any  great  secu- 
rity that  he  would  not  have  to  pay  the 
rate.  He  would  submit  to  the  noble  Lord 
that  it  would  be  infinitely  better  to  sim- 
plify the  rate  and  make  it  upon  the  rent. 
However  the  proposition  might  be  received 
there,  it  certainly |  was  not  likely  to  be  re- 
ceived in  what  was  called  **  another 
place" ;  but  he  would  nevertheless  propose 
that  those  who  held  property  without 
residence  in  the  country  should  pay  a 
double  rate.  There  was  no  resident  gen- 
tleman in  Ireland  who  did  not  employ  a 
number  of  the  people  on  wages.  Their  per- 
sonal occupation  of  the  land  rendered 
that  employment,  in  many  instances,  ne- 
cessary. But  the  non-resident  did  not 
give  employment  to  any  except  those  en- 
gaged to  make  up  the  landlord's  rent 
It  was  the  working  classes  that  were  des- 
titute, and  he  did  say,  upon  the  principle 
of  jusiiGe  and  fairness^  that  the  man  who 


held  estates  in  Ireland  and  thought  fit 
to  have  his  place  of  residence  elsewhere, 
and  thus  took  away  his  moral  influence 
from  over  the  minds  of  the  people,  and 
the  advantage  to  be  derived  from  his  pre- 
sence, ought  to  pay  a  higher  rate  than 
those  who  by  residing  on  their  estates 
necessarily  gave  employment  to  a  portion 
of  the  labouring  population.  They  should 
not  forget  either,  that  by  that  very  em- 
ployment, they  paid  an  additional  rate^ 
inasmuch  as  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  it 
was  not  productive  of  an  equivalent 
amount  of  benefit.  That  was  another 
reason  why  the  absentee  should  be  made 
to  pay  a  higher  rate.  He  would  instance 
the  case  of  Mr.  Smith,  a  gentleman 
residing  near  Youghal,  who  differed  from 
him  in  politics,  but  to  whose  good  qua- 
lities he  readily  bore  testimony:  that 
gentleman  gave  continual  employment  to 
700  or  800  persons  on  his  estate,  although 
it  could  not  be  said  he  required  the 
labour  of  anything  like  so  many.  He 
was  thus  virtually  paying  a  heavy  poor- 
rate  at  present.  Indeed,  he  could  safely 
say,  there  was  not  a  resident  gentleman 
in  Ireland  who  did  not  expend  a  very 
substantial  portion  of  his  income  on  la- 
bour ;  so  that  if  a  poor-rate  were  to  be 
levied,  they  would  be  paying  both  ways. 
Lord  Clare,  when  speaking  of  Ireland, 
had  said,  that  it  had  been  three  times 
forfeited,  and  he  did  not  know  of  an 
estate  which  had  not  been  originally  de- 
rived in  that  way.  The  successful  con- 
querors of  the  country  had,  in  three 
distinct  conquests,  dispossessed  the  oc- 
cupiers of  the  soil,  and  having  done  so, 
repaired  to  their  estates  in  England,  upon 
which  they  resided,  but  had  continued 
owners  or  nine-tenths  of  the  soil  of 
Ireland  ever  since.  The  destitution  which 
existed  there  was  mainly  owing  to  that 
circumstance.  The  incom6-''of  the  country 
had  never  accumulated,  and  could  not, 
under  the  present  order  of  things.  When 
the  question  of  rate  should  be  brought 
forward,  he  should,  therefore,  divide  the 
House,  if  necessary,  upon  his  proposition 
for  laying  a  higher  rate  on  absentees. 
Many  were  of  opinion  that  a  poor-rate 
in  Ireland  would  relieve  the  English  la- 
bourer, by  keeping  the  Irish  labourer  at 
home.  There  never  was  a  greater  mistake. 
The  first  thing  they  would  do  in  Ireland 
would  be  to  send  as  many  unmarried 
men  to  England  as  they  could  ;  and  if  a 
man  had  a  family,  would  it  not  be  much 
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bttttr  for  him  to  (o  there  also,  when  hit 
family  could  be  eueily  supported  at  home 
by  ibe  poor-rate  ?  lie  would  thus  under- 
work the  En^&lish  labourer;  so  that  in* 
stead  of  keeping;  the  Irish  labourer  at 
home,  a  poor  law,  he  contended,  would 
have  the  opposite  effect »  The  noble  Lord 
had  Siiid,  that  it  was  pauperism  that 
created  the  competition  for  land.  That 
he  denied :  it  waa  created  by  a  cluss  of 
perisons  much  l^eyond  them.  The  only 
manufricture  in  Ireland  (for  so  he  culled 
itj  was  that  of  the  land,  being  the  most 
productive  of  industry  ;  tiie  consequence  of 
which  wfts,  that  whatever  local  capital 
there  existed  was  at  once  piiced  in  the 
acquisition  of  bind ;  and  if  they  were  to 
take  away  the  2,300.000  paupers  out  of 
the  niHiket,  he  would  warrant  it  there 
would  not  be  the  slightest  diminution  in 
the  competition  for  land.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Roscommon  had  recommended 
that  they  should  not  proceed  quickly 
with  this  measure.  Now  his  opinion 
was,  that  the  sooner  they  carried  it  into 
effect  the  better.  They  had  now  opened 
the  question— if  it  could  be  realised,  they 
should  realise  it  as  soon  and  as  extensively 
as  possible,  for  by  only  holding  out  a  hope 
they  would  deprive  those  whom  they 
sought  to  benefit  of  that  support  which 
they  at  present  depended  on  and  received 
from  the  sympathy,  the  affection,  and  the 
kindness  of  their  friends  and  relatives. 
He  did  implore  of  them  to  put  their  hands 
to  work  at  once  and  completely.  Let 
them  work  from  dary  to  day,  and  have 
some  scheme  carried  into  effect  without 
delay  ;  let  them  not  talk  to  him  of  ten  or 
fifteen  workhouses,  but  let  them  build  one 
hundred  at  once.  He  would  also  implore 
of  theoQ  to  think  again  upon  the  subject 
of  isflligration.  The  colonies,  it  was  said, 
4iked  it.  To  be  sure  they  did,  because 
there  was  no  man  amongst  them  who  had 
not  jobbed  to  advantage  upon  the  labour 
of  the  emigrants;  and  why  could  not 
thev»  themselves,  succeed  f  In  Ibe  sale 
of  lands  this  year  in  New  South  Wales 
ihtj  bad  realised  100,000/.  It  was  the 
capital  of  labour  upon  which  the  jobbing 
he  alluded  to  had  lieen  carried  on«  Now, 
they  could  produce  a  labouring  population 
who  by  their  own  industry  would  toon 
have  a  capital  to  purchase  land.  It  waa 
only  in  this  way  he  would  recommend  the 
priueiple  of  emigration.  He  thought  the 
report  of  last  year  on  the  subject  ought 
U  be  most  deiiberauly  coimdered  by  the 


House.  If  the  principle  he  spoke  of 
put  into  execution  at  once,  it  would  afford 
great  relief,  and  there  would  be  no  d\(&* 
culty  in  it  if  an  Act  of  Parliament  were 
passed  resting  those  lands^^he  did  not 
speak  of  the  Canadas,  but  other  colonies-^ 
in  a  board  of  management.  There  would 
not  be  the  least  difficulty  in  raising  money. 
l*he  Government  should  certainly  givo 
security,  but  then  they  could  very  safely 
do  so.  If  they  could  in  this  way  creaia 
emigration  to  the  extent  of  5'J,000  or 
100,000  persons  now  in  a  state  of  destt* 
tution,  and  at  the  same  time  build  work- 
houses as  proposed,  they  would  gtve  a 
stimulus  to  the  people  to  relieve  the  inert 
mass  of  pauperii^m  at  present  existing  la 
It  eland,  and  they  would  also  afford  a 
prospect  of  entering  upon  a  Poor-law  with 
a  l>etter  hope  of  its  being  efficienti  but 
efficient  or  not,  a  Poor*  law  they  must  have, 
and  he  would,  in  all  its  stages,  support  the 
Bill. 

Viscount  Hofvick  was  exceedingly  happy 
to  find,  upon  a  subject  of  this  kind,  so 
complete  an  avoidance  of  all  irritation  of 
party  politics.  He  cordially  concarnBd 
in  this  great  attempt  to  mitigate  the 
evils  with  which  Ireland  was  at  preeeat 
afflicted,  and  he  rejoiced,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  eat 
down,  like  those  who  preceded  him,  had 
expressed  his  intention  of  contributing  ae 
far  as  lay  in  his  power  to  the  success  of 
this  measure ;  at  the  same  time  he  was 
anxious  to  remove  from  the  mind  of  that 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  and  if  he  could 
from  the  minds  of  other  hon.  Members, 
the  apprehension  which  they  entertained, 
that  the  proposed  atteaipt  was  one  of 
greater  difficulty,  and  one  which  held  out 
less  prospects  of  success  than  his  nobla 
Friend  (Lord  John  Russell)  had  anti- 
cipated. He  was  aware,  that  at  the  first 
sight  of  the  evila  they  had  to  contend  with, 
they  seemed  of  so  very  rash  a  kind,  that 
the  remedies  they  proposed  to  meet  them 
might  not  unnaturally  appear  dispropor- 
tioned  to  them.  He  agreed  with  the  hoo, 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  that 
supposing  the  amount  of  destitution  which 
now  prevailed  in  Ireland  were,  to  coo* 
tinue,  the  workhouses  proposed  would  ba 
utterly  inefficient  for  the  purposes  pro- 
fessed. But  what  were  the  causes  of  the 
destitution  and  distress  now  unhappily 
prevailing  in  Irelaad?  Tha  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  said,  and  said 
truly,  that  tbt  Irish  are  a&  induttriMi' 
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Mifte.  It  Dvti  mM  known  to  til  iH 
itotttei  thtt  when  laboof,  which  fkiil«d 
l»  iu  iupply  in  Ireltthd,  wa«  off^ttd  thiMm 
in  thtt  toiintry,  they  tcime  over  iti  fehoftis, 
tnitnifeititig  the  ttron^st  desire  to  main*' 
tain  Ihemitl^ft  by  honest  industry.  It 
bid  been  proved  before  the  Emig^railon 
Committee,  which  sat  in  1897,  that  the 
Mendicity  Society  iti  this  town  had  given 
up  allowing  6d.  a-day  for  Irish  labour, 
iaatmuch  as  eren  lhi«  low  amount  of 
wages  was  found  to  bring  over  to  this 
country  persons  desirous  of  employment. 
This  was  a  striking;  proof  of  the  indus- 
trious habits  of  the  Irish  population. 
That,  therefore,  being  indisputably  estab^ 
iished,  what  was  the  next  point  for  the 
eoneideration  of  the  Legislature  ?  Was 
Ireland  wanting  in  natural  resources? 
Fer  from  it.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  told  the  House,  that  there 
was  no  one  part  of  Ireland  which  could 
not  be  improved  by  skill,  labour,  and  the 
application  of  capital,  and  be  made  ten 
times  ae  productive  as  it  was  at  present ; 
and  further,  that  one-fourth  of  the  whole 
snrface  of  the  country  remained  unim» 
proved.  Thus,  then,  were  established  two 
important  points— first,  that  there  was  in 
Ireland  an  abundance  of  labour;  and, 
secondly)  an  ample  field  for  its  beneficial 
employment.  It  was  true,  that  in  Ire- 
land there  was  n  deficiency  of  capital. 
On  that  ittbject  be  could  not  help  ob- 
serving, that  in  this  country  there  ex- 
ieted  no  such  deficiency ;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, where  any  scheme  presenting  even 
a  plausible  chance  of  success  was  started, 
millions  of  English  capital  were  ready  to 
be  invested  ;  indeed,  no  doubt  could  be 
entertained,  that  millions  of  English  capi- 
tal bad  lavishly  been  applied  to  specu- 
lations, both  at  home  and  abroad,  pre- 
senting very  remote  chances  of  benefit  or 
•oceeee.  Why,  then,  was  it  that  Ireland, 
posseeeing  natural  resources,  a  wide  field 
for  improvement,  and  an  abundance  of 
Itbonr,  should  still  be  without  the  means 
o(  improvement  and  employment  ?  It  was 
BS  hii  noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Rossell) 
bad  stated,  from  the  very  able  report  of 
Mr«  Nichols,  to  be  ettributed  to  a  vicious 
ayiteia  having  been  established  in  that 
conotry,  a  disposition  In  the  people  to 
twrbuleaoe  and  violence  from  existing 
OAiieee,  which  it  was  the  doty  of  the 
Lsfiiktiire  to  endeavour  to  remove.  Any 
ftM  WkO  hod  htqnired  into  the  snbject 
mw  Inow,  tbit  the  greet  nMi  of  the 


diitttvbflmeei  in  trehbd  erMO  from  whitt 

properly  tnighl  be  called  the  tnstllltt  Of 
self<-preservaiion.  There  etiited  in  tre^ 
land  a  permanent  conspiracy  on  the  part 
of  the  people  of  IreUnd  to  eoferCe  certain 
regulations  for  their  self-preaervetion-«k 
they  refused  to  permit  the  landlords  tO 
dispossess  their  tenants,  the  masters  to 
dismiss  their  servants,  ^^  and  they  en^ 
forced  these  prohibitions  in  a  manner 
which  led  to  drea(lf\il  and  not  nnfVei- 
quently  sanguinary  results.  Now,  thoSe 
hon.  Members  who  had  read  e  very 
able  work,  published  last  year,  by  Mr. 
George  Lewis,  on  the  subject  of  Irish  dis- 
turbances, will  have  seen  ft  most  able 
anaivsis  of  the  causes  of  this  state  of 
things;  they  will  have  found,  that  it  wal 
the  dread  of  absolute  starvation, of  perish- 
ing fVom  hunger,  was  the  main  cause  from 
which  prevailing  disturbances  in  Ireland 
arose.  If  that  were  so,  he  would  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
whether  it  did  not  follow,  that  what  the 
Government  and  the  Legislature  ought  to 
do  was,  not  perhaps  permanently  to  pro- 
vide for  the  poor,  but  at  least  to  step  in 
and  arrest  the  chances  of  the  causes  of 
disturbance,  which,  in  continued  succes- 
sion, have  perpetuated  each  other.  They 
had,  then,  to  take  away  from  the  people 
of  Ireland  the  prevailing  feeling  of  inse- 
curity in  the  means  of  subsistence^  and  by 
removing  these  feelings  they  would  put  an 
end  to  the  disposition  to  turbulence  and 
outrage.  That  done,  no  man  could  doubt 
but  that  the  result  would  be  that  English 
capital  would  flow  with  abundance  into 
Ireland  to  take  advantage  of  the  cheap 
labour  and  other  means  of  improvement, 
and  the  employment  of  capital  which  that 
country  so  amply  afiurded.  This  being 
the  case,  he  contended,  that  they  might 
calculate  upon  good  efiects  even  by  the 
erection  of  a  comparatively  small  number 
of  workhouses,  because  it  was  not  the 
actual  relief  given  that  would  keep  the 
people  in  a  state  of  tranquillity,  but  it 
would  be  the  certainty  they  would  feel, 
that  if  a  necessity  should  unforiunatelv 
arise,  relief  was  there  to  be  obtainerf. 
Some  proof,  that  such  would  be  the  case 
was  afforded  by  the  state  of  things 
now  existing  in  some  of  the  most  pauper- 
ised districts  of  the  southern  counties  of 
England,  that  under  the  new  system  the 
number  of  In-door  paupers  was  less  than 
one  per  cent  on  the  whole  population  of 
those  parishes.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem* 
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ber  for  Kilkenny  had  said^that  workhouses 
in  this  country  were  of  use,  because,  by 
means  of  them,  the  idle  and  indolent  were 
stimnlated  to  habits  of  industry.    But,  it 
seemed  to  him,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  had  overlooked  one 
other  result,  arising  from  the  system  of 
workhouse  relief  as  now    established — 
namely,  the  security  it  afforded  to  those 
who  really  wanted  and  stood  in  need  of 
relief.      The  advantages  of  the  system 
were  twofold — first,  the  certainty  of  relief 
to  those  who  had  real  claims ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  was  the  moral  certainty, 
that  unless  relief  were  really  wanted,  it 
would  not  be  claimed.    He  thought,  then, 
that  in  creating  workhouses  in  Ireland, 
that  the  House  need  not  look  to  the  re- 
ception of  any  considerable  number  of  in- 
mates ;  in  his  opinion,  it  would  ultimately 
be  found,  that  the  number  received  into 
them  would  be  considerably  smaller  than 
the  numbers  in  the  workhouses  of  this 
country;  because  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  had  truly  said  the 
affections  of  parent  to  child,  and  child  to 
parent,  were  remarkably  strong  amongst 
the  poor  classes  of  the  Irish  population. 
Unlike  the  southern  districts  of  England, 
where  a  vicious  system  of  relief  formerly 
prevailed,  the  misery  and  destitution  to 
which  the  Irish  peasantry  had  long  been 
exposed  had  not  interfered  with  or  de- 
stroyed their  natural  affections,  and  he 
fell  confident,  that  in  Ireland,  where  those 
feelings  and  affections  remained  in  all  their 
original  force  and  vigour,  a  great  dispo- 
sition would  prevail  amongst  its  labounng 
population  to  prevent  their  relations  and 
connexions  from  taking  refuge,  unless  in 
some  time  of  great  distress  and  destitution, 
in  the  proposed  asylums;  indeed  he  felt  satis- 
fied the  Irish  people  would  make  consider- 
able personal  sacrifices  to  exempt  their  needy 
and  distressed  connexions  from  so  painful 
a  necessity,  and  he  was  sanguine  in  the 
belief,  that  eventually  a  much  smaller  pro- 
portion of  poor  would  be  found  in  the 
workhouses  of  Ireland  than  were  to  be 
found  in  those  of  some  of  the  southern 
counties  of  England.     His  own  firm  con- 
viction further  was,  that  on  the  passing 
the  proposed  Bill  it  would  be  necessary  to 
assist  its  originally  coming  into  operation 
in  the  manner  which  had  been  mentioned 
and  pointed  out  by  his  noble  Friend  near 
hini  (Lord  J.  Russell).     On  the  subject  of 
emigration  he  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  that 


every  facility  for  affecting  and  assisting  it 
should  be  afforded,  but  he  was  equally 
convinced,  that  the  Government  and  the 
Legislature  would  do  well  to  keep  that  sub* 
ject  perfectly  distinct  and  separate  from 
the  Bill  now  proposed.  He  was  satisfied, 
that  if  the  course  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  S.  O'Brien) 
were  adopted,  and  that  emigration  was 
made  a  part  of  the  present  measure,  ex- 
pectations would  be  raised  in  the  minds  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  that  Government 
was  prepared  to  take  that  charge  upon 
themselves;  and  such  a  course,  so  far 
from  doing  any  good,  would  be  productive 
of  very  serious  injury.  Emig^tion  was  now 
going  on  to  a  very  considerable  extent,  as 
would  be  seen  from  the  returns  which  he 
had  obtained  of  the  emigration  from  Ire- 
land, during  the  last  year.  From  those 
returns  he  found  there  had  emigrated  from 
the  ports  of  Ireland  during  the  last  year, 
no  less  than  23,867  persons.  He  found 
also,  that,  exclusive  of  minor  ports  in 
England,  there  had  sailed  from  the  port 
of  Liverpool,  29,100  emigrants;  from  the 
port  of  Bristol,  1,034.  Of  these,  from  all 
the  accounts  which  had  reached  him  from 
Glasgow  and  other  minor  ports  of  Grreat 
Britain,  he  might  safely  assume,  that 
nearly  one  half  were  Irish  emigrants,  and 
therefore  it  might  be  supposed,  that  last 
year  not  less  than  39,000  Irish  left  the 
land  of  their  birth  and  emigrated  to 
America. 

Mr.  (yConnell  was  understood  to  re- 
mark, that  these  great  numbers  might  be 
attributed  to  the  demand  for  labour, 
which  was  created  by  the  destructive  fire 
at  New  York. 

Viscount  ^ototcA,  such  might  have  been 
the  case,  but  then  it  could  not  be  lost 
sight  of,  that  in  the  previous  year  the  ex- 
istence of  the  cholera  at  Quebec  and  Men* 
treal  in  1832  created  a  panic  which  had 
tended  much  to  diminish  the  extent  of 
emigration,  and  therefore  the  state  of 
things  which  existed  prior  to  1832  wasonly 
returned  to  in  1836.  Now,  if  under  this 
Bill  the  public  should  take  upon  them* 
selves  the  task  and  charge  of  removing 
emigrants  to  the  colonies,  he  believed  that 
all  those  who  now  emigrated  voluntarily 
and  at  their  own  expense,  would  immedi- 
ately throw  themselves  on  the  public.  It 
would,  in  short,  be  a  species  of  outdoor 
relief,  which  would  give  occasion  to  all 
sorts  of  abuses.  He  was  sure  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
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had  freqaantly  beard  of  the  fact>  that  on 
the  return  of  Irish  labourers  visiting  this 
counti;  during  the  harvest,  one  of  the  party 
would  carry  back  all  the  earnings  of 
the  rest,  who  then  required  to  be  and 
were  passed  home  as  paupers  at  the 
expense  of  this  country.  In  like  man- 
ner would  they  claim  the  means  of  emigra- 
tion, if  the  proposition  suggested  was 
adopted.  He  had  only  one  further  ob- 
servation to  make,  and  that  referred  to 
what  had  fsdlen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  with  reference  to 
the  gradual  introduction  of  the  proposed 
measure*  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
did  not  seem  to  have  understood  the  obser- 
vations which  had  been  made  on  the  point 
by  his  noble  Friend  who  had  this  night 
brought  forward  the  subject  He  begged 
to  say  that  the  Bill  was  a  complete  and 
entire  measure,  and  its  introduction  into 
Ireland  would  be  gradual  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  the  recent  change  in  the  Poor-law 
sys^lm  bad  been  brought  into  operation  in 
thin  country — namely,  that  they  would 
begin  by  the  creation  of  a  certain  number 
of  unions  and  the  erection  of  a  certain 
number  of  workhouses,  and  then  proceed 
in  the  remaining  districts  of  the  country. 
By  these  means  he  certainly  thought  a  fair 
trial  of  the  measure  would  be  obtained, 
and  a  favourable  test  of  the  soundness  of 
the  principles  of  the  measure  would  be 
thus  afforded.  With  regard  to  the  law  of 
settlements,  it  would  be  impossible  now  to 
establish  it ;  stiU  he  had  no  doubt  but  that 
practically  the  boards  of  guardians  would, 
m  the  exercise  of  the  discretion  with  which 
they  under  this  Bill  would  be  invested, 
give  relief  to  all  those  claimants  who  were 
really  and  Ixmd  fide  inhabitants  of  their 
districts,  without  reference  to  the  nice  legal 
definitions  of  what  constituted  a  strict  set- 
tlement. If  his  anticipations  of  the  effects 
of  this  measure  were  correct,  he  was  enti- 
tled confidently  to  look  forward  to  find  at 
no  very  distant  period,  that  in  any  part  of 
Ireland  a  really  destitute  and  distressed 
person  would  be  entitled  to  relief.  In  con- 
clusion lie  would  say,  that  by  removing  the 
causes  of  turbulence,  Ireland  would  be 
brought  to  a  state  of  peace,  happiness,  and 
provperity,  from  one  of  want,  distress,  and 
destitution. 

Sir  Bjoheri  Peel  said,  it  was  exceedingly 
a^eable  to  discuss  a  question  connected 
with  the  best  interests  of  Ireland  in  which 
there  was  no  party  feeling  present.  He 
thought  the  House  wi  the  count7  were 


under  great  obligations  to  his  Majesty's 
Government  for  making  a  definite  propo«» 
sal.  So  much  time,  indeed,  had  been  ex« 
pended  in  inquiry  into  the  subject,  that  a 
proposal  for  any  new  inquiry  would  be 
tantamount  to  the  admission  that  that 
inquiry  was  of  no  avail,  and  that  the  pro* 
secution  of  a  scheme  of  Poor-laws  for 
Ireland  was  hopeless.  He  believed  that 
the  extent  of  public  feeling  with  respect  to 
the  justice  and  expediency  of  introducing 
a  system  of  poor*laws  into  Ireland,  without 
entailing  upon  them  the  evils  which  had 
pervaded  our  own  system,  but  introducing 
a  modified  code,  was  so  strong,  that  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Legislature  to  refuse  to 
consider  the  question.  He  thought,  there- 
fore,  that  they  were  bound  to  labour  for 
this  purpose.  At  the  same  time,  if  they 
did  feel  an  interest,  as  he  believed  all  did, 
in  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  they  were  equally 
bound  to  take  every  precaution  that,  in 
acting  on  a  principle  of  benevolence,  they 
should  not  visit  Ireland  with  the  grievances 
which  they  had  originally  suffered  from 
the  former  system  of  Poor-laws  in  this 
country.  The  noble  Lord  had  referred  to 
those  measures  which  he  considered  aux- 
iliary to  the  introduction  of  a  system  of 
Poor-laws  in  Ireland,  and  from  which  he 
anticipated  considerable  aid  ;^  such,  for 
instance,  as  the  affording  facilities  to  emi- 
gration, and  the  undertaking  of  public 
works  by  means  advanced  from  the  public 
funds,  for  the  purpose  of  creating  employ- 
ment for  the  able-bodied  poor.  He  was 
bound  to  say,  that  he  thought  they  ought 
not  to  be  too  sanguine  in  their  expectations- 
of  relief  to  be  obtained  from  these  sources. 
He  entirely  concurred  with  the  noble  Lord 
in  the  opinion  that  every  facility  ought  to 
be  given  to  voluntary  emigration;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  thought  it  of  the  utmost 
importance,  that  the  disposal  of  lands  in 
the  colonies  should  be  put  on  a  totally  new 
footing;  and  that  the  Government  ought 
not  so  much  to  seek  a  revenue  from  the 
disposal  of  those  lands,  as  to  enable  parties 
disposed  to  purchase,  to  do  so  on  very 
reasonable  terms.  In  the  next  place,  he 
thought  that,  considering  that  the  lands  to 
be  disposed  of  were  situated  wiUiin  some 
particular  colony,  the  first  and  chief  object 
the  Government  ^onld  have  in  view,  should 
be  the  benefit  of  that  colony.  When  that 
was  secured,  they  might  adopt  any  measure 
that  seemed  most  expedient  or  most  prac* 
ticable  to  produce  improvement  at  home. 
But  he  very  much  doubted  wh^er  any 
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b«ii«ftt  deriftd  from  th*  bett  oooduettd 
•ystem  of  emigmtioii  would  matftruUy  aid 
in  ill*  great  objtct  ^  findiof  •mployment 
for  the  poor  of  Ireland,  or  of  diminiihingi 
in  any  aeDsible  degraav  the  excegi  of  tbe 
•upply  over  tbe  demand  for  laboor,  Tbe 
boo.  aod  learned  Oenileman,  tbe  Member 
for  Dublin,  bad  asked  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  why  the  Government,  in  tbe  case 
of  Ireland,  did  not  follow  the  example  of 
the  United  States  ?  ''  See/'  said  the  hoo» 
and  learned  Gentleman,  "  how  widely  ex* 
tensive  and  wonderfully  beneficial  is  the 
system  of  emigration  acted  upon  in  the 
United  States  of  America."  No  doubt 
many  and  great  benefits  resulted  from  the 
system  in  that  country ;  but  it  must  never 
be  forgotten,  that  the  question  of  emigre^ 
tion  was  here  vastly  different  to  what  it 
was  in  America*  There  the  emigration 
consisted  only  of  a  removal  from  one  part 
of  a  great  continent  to  another  ;  here  no 
emigration  could  take  place  except  by  a 
long  passage  over  sea,  attended  with  many 
expenses,  much  inconvenience,  and  the  de* 
pressing  notion  of  a  complete  separation 
and  alienatio  from  the  land  of  one's  fa« 
thers.  Observe,  too,  in  our  colonies  the 
difference  of  langua^,  manners,  climate, 
and  quality  of  the  soil*  All  these  afforded, 
in  England  and  Ireland,  obstroctions  to 
extensive  emigration  -—  obstructions  not 
known  in  the  United  States.  At  the  same 
time,  be  thought  that  every  encouragement 
should  be  given  to  voluntary  emigration ; 
be  did  not  believe  that  any  forced  emigre* 
tion  would  be  found  of  service*  Forced 
emigration,  to  be  advantageous,  could  only 
be  applied  on  this  priociple-^hat  no  man 
should  obtain  relief  or  asaistance  unless  he 
consented  to  leave  his  country  and  to  settle 
in  one  of  the  colonies.  He  did  not  think 
that  a  fit  principle  to  be  adopted.  At  tbe 
same  time,  he  entirely  concurred  with  those 
who  were  for  giving  every  facility  to  voh. 
luntary  emigration,  lie  came  next  to  the 
subject  of  public  works.  It  was  cnstomary 
for  them  all  in  that  House  to  hail  with  the 
utmost  satisfaction  any  proposal  for  the 
undertaking  of  public  worits  in  Ireland; 
aod  yet  the  hoo.  Gentleman  who  spoke  so 
miicb  10  favour  of  public  works  waaone  of 
those  who,  in  the  course  of  the  aame  speech, 
would  piotest  against  providtfig  in  any  way 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor  b^  the  introduction 
of  a  ayatem  of  poor»laws.  In  both  cases, 
what  waa  the  Main  prkrtr^le  involved?  TW 
pEMMiple  of  an  interteanoe  with  the  naiviai 
for  labottr«Hlie  pciiioipio  of  liking 


money  out  of  a  maii'a  poehel  for  the  iMt* 
pose  of  employing  fe  in  t  manner,  ami  fbr 
objects  in  which  he  felt  no  tntereit,  inslcwd 
of  leaving  ii  in  his  poeket  to  be  employtd 
in  such  a  manner  aa  to  htm  shonld  stem  to 
be  most  advantageous,  and  for  objects  Hi 
which  he  felt  a  direct  intereet  He,  there« 
fore,  was  not  much  disposed  to  ¥ote  mUliont 
of  the  public  money  for  the  mere  purpose 
of  giving  employment  in  public  works  { 
because  in  a  tranquil  country,  and  in  a 
welUorganised  state  of  society,  he  believed 
all  the  employment  that  could  be  usefoll^ 
applied,  would  be  given  by  means  of  pri« 
vate  enterprise  and  exertion.  At  the  same 
time,  if  it  could  be  i^own,  that  by  the  em* 
ployment  of  public  money  in  public  worke^ 
tbe  foundation  of  great  public  improve^i 
meots  would  be  laid,  which  could  never  bo 
obtained  without  it,  then  be  admitted  that 
a  case  would  be  made  ont  for  the  intertia* 
rence  of  the  Govemmont,  and  Ibr  tasMg 
the  people  to  give  employment  to  the  poor* 
But  he  was  of  opinion  that  pnblio  worksi 
undertaken  only  for  the  purpose  of  afibrd« 
ing  temporary  relief  to  a  people  snaring 
from  general  want  of  employment,  tended 
only  to  aggravate  the  evil  they  were  intendi* 
ed  to  obviate.  It  was,  besides,  unfair  to 
the  people  employed,  because  it  held  ou4 
to  them  a  hope  that  the  employment 
would  be  permanent,  while  it  was  only  in* 
tended  that  it  should  be  temporary*  Upon 
the  question  of  public  works,  there  were 
always  two  important  points  to  be  ooiw 
sidered-*  first,  that  the  work  proposed  to 
be  undertaken  could  not  be  accompltslied 
by  individual  enterpriso^^seeond,  that  great 
public  beneAt  would  bo  derived  lirem  it 
Any  aid  that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Russell)  expected  to  derive  from  tbe  nnder^ 
taking  of  public  works  oaght  to  rest  npon 
those  considerations.  With  respect  to  tbe 
measure  at  large,  as  proposed  to  be  intro- 
duced by  the  noble  Lord,  bo  should  bo 
sorry  to  say  a  word  that  could  imply  an 
objection  to  it,  beeaose,  vpoo  the  irst 
stage  of  a  measare  aa  important  aa  any 
ever  submitted  to  Parliament,  aa  rvgnrded 
tto  ultimate  results  on  the  interest  and  baf* 
piness  of  Ireland,  notbiog,  be  conceived, 
ooald  be  ao  unwise,  perhapa  so  nopsrdoir 
able,  aa  for  any  man  to  pledge  biaeelf 
precipitately  as  to  the  course  be  wooM 
puisne.  If,  tberefbre,  he  sold  a  woid  ofMin 
the  sttUcct  on  that  occa^on,  he  trusted  tbo 
noble  Lerd  and  the  Government  would 
believe  that  it  was  not  wttb  tbo  slisbteel 
boeitlity  egainil  thev,  or  remoteit  iii|iie' 
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•itton  to  oppose  the  ineature  but  merely  a 
a  friend  having  every  with  to  facilitate  the 
carrying;  of  a  noeaaure  of  the  Icind,  and  to 
malce  it  in  every  respect  as  perfect  as  pes* 
sible.  The  faon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny  had  stated,  that  the  Legislature 
had  now  no  option  upon  the  subject — that 
having  once  been  introduced,  the  measure 
must  of  necessity  be  carried.  He  certainly 
thought  that  the  Legislature  was  bound  to 
consider  the  question  of  Poor-laws  for  Ire« 
land;  but  if  he  were  told  because  the 
matter  had  been  broached,  that  therefore 
it  most  at  once  be  proceeded  with,  and 
that  the  exercise  of  no  discretion  was  to 
be  left  to  the  House,  he  begged  to  reply, 
that  he  totally  dissented  from  that  doctrine. 
He  did  not  believe  that  by  the  mere  pro- 
posal of  the  measure  any  such  expectation 
of  undoubted  relief  would  beexcited  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland  as  to  take 
from  the  Legislation  all  discretion  upon 
the  subject.  A  part  of  the  noble  Lord's 
proposal  was  the  building  of  workhouses. 
If  a  hundred  workhouses  were  built,  he 
begged  to  ask  what  would  be  the  average 
area  of  square  miles  over  which  each 
district  in  which  such  workhouse  was 
situated  would  extend  ?  [Vi8count/rott;ic^  : 
Each  district  will  be  twenty  miles  square.^ 
There  is  a  vast  difference  between  twent^ 
square  miles  and  twenty  miles  square  ;  let 
me  understand  distinctly  what  is  intended? 
[Lord  J.  RusteU :  Twenty  miles  square.] 
That  would  comprise  a  space  of  four  hun- 
dred square  miles.  Then,  again,  did  the 
noble  Lord  propose  that  one  portion  of  a 
family  seeking  relief  should  be  admitted 
into  the  workhouse,  and  that  other  portions 
should  be  permitted  to  work,  or  beg,  or  do 
as  they  pleased ;  or,  as  a  condition  to 
relieft  mast  the  whole  of  the  family  be 
admitted  at  once  ? 

Lord  /•  Ruuell:  It  is  proposed  that  no 
relief  shall  be  afforded  to  one  member  of  a 
family  unless  the  whole  be  at  the  same 
time  admitted  to  the  workhouse. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  thought  the  noble  Lord 
wonM  find  that  that  system  would  not 
adapt  itself  to  the  other  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  This  proposition,  of  course,  was 
foQoded  on  the  success  which  was  sup«. 
poaed  to  have  attended  the  workhouse 
sytem  in  England.  He  felt  that  in  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland  there  was  no 
time  for  delay ;  but  he  thought  it  much 
to  be  Yfgretttd,  that  greater  experience  of 
the  practical  working  of  the  system  in 
Eagllmd  tad  not  been  obtained.    As  re- 


garded the  introduction  of  Pooff«law»  into 
Ireland,  too,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  situation  of  that  country,  as  compared 
with  England,  was  widely  different.    £ng<« 
land  had  been  under  a  system  ofPoor- 
laws  for  300  years,  in  the  course  of  which 
time  many  grievous  abuses  had  crept  in, 
and  much  difiSculty   had  existed  in  re^ 
moving  them,    Ireland  was  a  country  in 
which,  as  yet,  no  system  of  Poor-laws  had 
ever  existed.      It  was  inferred  from  the 
partial  exper  nee  of  the  last  two  yeara 
that    the    new    workhouse    system    had 
worked  well  in  England ;  but  he  did  not 
think  the  last  two  years  a  fair  test  by 
which  to  judge  of  the  operation  of  the 
system.    Duriug  the  whole  of  that  time 
there  had  been  a  great  demand  for  labour 
in  consequence  of  the  great  works  under-* 
taken  in  this  country  by  the  enterprise  of 
private  individuals.     The  system,  there- 
fore^ had  come  into  operation  under  very 
great  advantages.    The  noble  Lord  stated 
that  he  would   make   no   distinctk>n  in 
Ireland     between    claims     that     arose 
from  impotency  and   those  which  arose 
from  destitution,  and  he  added  that  ha 
thought    no  valid  distinction  could    be 
drawn  between  the  two.     He  was  willing 
to  give  the  point  every  consideration ;  butt 
speaking  from  the  present  impression  of 
his  mind,  he  must  say  that  he  thought 
there  was  a  most  material  distinction  to 
be    drawn  between  claims  arising  from 
lameness,  blindness,  disease,  and  extreme 
old  age,  where  it  was  evident  there  were 
few  opportunities  of  fraud,  and   claims 
arising  from  destitution,  which  iu  many 
cases  might  be  real,  but  in  others  might 
be  feigned,  or  the  result  of  indolence  or 
improvidence.    If  the  system  of  an  ex- 
tensive dispensary    were   established,  at 
which  the  blind,  the  lame,  and  the  ex- 
tremely old  should  be  the  only  claimants 
for  relief,  there  would  be  no  risk  of  false 
claims ;  and  any  system  adopted  in  Ire- 
land ought,  undoubtedly,  to  afford  instant 
and  substantial  relief  to  all  that  class  of 
persons.    But  the  moment  the  claims  of 
the  able-bodied  man  were  admitted  on 
account  of  destitution,  from  inability  to 
find  work,  from  that  instant  all  test  was 
abandoned  by  which  to  ascertain  whether 
the  claims  were  valid  or  not.    The  noble 
Lord  was  very  confident  that  the  work- 
house system  would  afford  an  effectual 
check  to  false  claims;   and  upon  thai 
point  he  had  quoted  the  testimony  and 
opinion  of  Mr.  Nicbola.      He  waa  •• 
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fully  disposed  as  the  noble  Lord  to  attach 
great  weight  to  the  opinion  of  that  gen- 
tleman ;  bat  at  the  same  time  he  thought 
his  experience  of  the  working  of  the  Eng- 
lish Bill  mast  be  too  brief  to  enable  him 
to  speak  with  any  certainty  as  to  what 
the  probable  operation  of  a  similar  system 
woqM  be  in  Ireland.  Bat  consider  what 
these  workhouses  would  be  in  the  centre 
of  an  area  of  400  square  miles.  The  ad- 
vantage of  the  workhouse  system  in  Eng- 
land was,  that  it  afforded  an  immediate 
test  of  the  validity  of  the  claimants. 
How,  embracing  so  vast  a  district,  could 
it  a£R>rd  a  similar  test  in  Ireland?  He 
feared,  too,  if  the  workhouses  should  be- 
come popular  in  Ireland,  that  those  who 
lived  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood 
would  have  the  prior  claim,  so  as  to 
prevent  those  who  lived  at  the  greater 
distance  of  ten  or  twenty  miles,  from  any 
chance  of  admission  at  all.  Therefore  if 
a  rigid  law  were  laid  down  that  no  relief 
should  be  given  except  an  admission  to 
the  workhouse,  he  was  afraid  the  remedy 
proposed  would  be  found  in  practice  to  be 
a  very  partial  one.  The  noble  Lord  had 
stated  that  all  those  who  could  not  obtain 
relief  within  the  workbouses  would  be  at 
liberty  to  wander  about  and  beg.  Had 
the  Government  determined  that  it  was 
impossible  to  unite  with  the  workhouse 
system  some  system  of  domiciliary  relief? 
The  great  disadvantage  of  the  workhouse 
svstem  was  its  inflexibility.  Might  not 
that  disadvantage  be  obviated  in  some 
degree  by  the  establishment  of  a  system 
of  domiciliary  relief  combined  with  it  ? 
As  he  had  stated  before,  he  wished  to  give 
this  measure  his  cordial  support,  which  he 
should  undoubtedly  do,  if,  in  the  course 
of  the  further  discussion,  he  should  feel 
convinced  that  the  workhouse  system  was 
inseparable  from  the  introduction  of  Poor- 
laws  into  Ireland.  All  that  he  was  afraid 
of  was,  that  by  the  rigid  rule  of  excluding 
every  claim  to  relief  unless  administered 
within  the  walls  of  the  workhouse,  and  of 
allowing  vagrancy  to  be  sanctioned  by  the 
law,  very  little  practical  good  would  be  ef- 
fected. The  noble  Lord  stated,  that  the 
workhouses  would  not  be  filled,  because  the 
natural  affection  of  the  Irish  people  would 
induce  them  to  support  their  poor  and 
more  destitute  relatives.  In  that  case,  he 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  thought  they  would  not 
relieve  the  class  of  persons  who  stood  most 
in  need  of  it.  If  that  feeling  obtained 
generally  in  Ireland,  and  if  this  systen^  | 


were  adopted,  he  feared  that  the  pressure 
of  charity  would  fall  most  heavily  on  those 
who  were  least  capable  of  bearing  it. 
But  at  that  time,  and  in  that  eariy  stage 
of  the  proceedings,  he  would  not  extend 
his  observations.  He  gave  every  credit  to 
the  Government  for  bringing  the  matter 
forward.  As  far  as  he  was  personally 
concerned,  he  was  disposed  in  every  way 
to  labour  towards,  he  would  not  say  the 
literal  adoption  of  the  measure  as  it  was 
then  proposed  to  them,  but  towards  the 
introduction  of  a  sound  system  of  Poor** 
laws  into  Ireland,  by  which  the  sufiering 
poor  of  that  country  might  be  relieved, 
without  entailing  upon  them  and  upon  the 
richer  classes  such  heavy  evils  as  had 
arisen  in  England  from  an  indiscriminate 
application  of  relief.  With  that  feeling 
he  should  address  himself  to  this  mea- 
sure with  exactly  the  same  zeal  as  if  it 
had  been  introduced  by  his  own  Friends. 

Mr.  James  Orattan  was  understood  .to 
say  that  the  Act  of  the  11th  and  12th  of 
George  3rd,  was  nothing  but  a  workhouse 
Act,  and  that  a  workhouse  system  was  not 
so  new  or  so  objectionable  as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  seemed  to  think.  He  thanked 
the  noble  Lord  most  sincerely  for  having 
brought  forward  his  present  proposition. 
For  twelve  or  fourteen  years  he  had  been 
most  anxious  for  the  introduction  of  Poor- 
laws  into  Ireland,  and  he  conceived  that 
the  proposed  measure  would  work  well ; 
at  all  events,  he  was  convinced  that  some 
system  of  Poor-laws  for  Ireland  was  called 
for,  and  that  the  longer  the  question  was 
delayed,  the  worse  it  would  be  for  that 
country.  Every  man  who  had  read  the 
reports  of  the  misery  that  existed  in  his 
unhappy  country,  which  indeed  was  so  ex- 
treme as  scarcely  to  be  equalled  in  any  other 
country  on  the  face  of  the  globe,  must 
agree  with  him  in  that  opinion ;  and  it  was 
equally  true  that  the  operation  of  Poor- 
laws  m  Ireland  would  be  exceedingly 
beneficial  to  England,  inasmuch  as  it 
would  prevent  the  Irish  labourers  from 
coming  hither  to  obtain  that  employment 
which  they  could  not  get  in  their  own 
country.  With  respect  to  what  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  had 
said  with  regard  to  absentees  being  com- 
pelled to  pay  a  double  rate  for  the  relief 
of  the  poor  in  Ireland,  he  was  not  pre^* 
pared  to  go  so  far,  but  he  certainly 
thought  that  every  absentee  ought  to 
pay  as  much  as  the  resident  landlord. 

Lord  iSVonley  most  cordially  agreed  in^ 
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the  last  observation  which  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down — namely,  that  it  was  most  impor- 
tant on  this  occasion,  and  on  all  other 
occasions,  when  questions  relating  to 
Ireland  were  discussed,  to  insist  that  it 
was  just  to  compel  the  absentees  of  Irish 
estates  to  take  on  themselves  their  fair 
portion  of  the  public  burdens.  He  did 
not  say  that  they  should  supply  (for  in- 
deed it  was  impossible  that  they  could  do 
so)  only  by  their  pecuniary  subscriptions 
the  remedy  for  the  evils  which  their  ab- 
sence from  their  property  created,  but 
that  they  should,  as  far  as  possible,  be 
compelled  to  bear  their  fair  proportion  of 
those  legitimate  claims  which  devolved 
upon  all  landlords.  Whether  resident  or 
not,  they  could  not  escape  the  responsi- 
bility to  their  own  consciences  for  any 
neglect  of  which  they  were  guilty.  He 
came  forward  as  a  landlord  and  a  proprie- 
tor of  land  in  Ireland,  one  who  was  ne- 
cessarily absent  from  that  country  at 
times^  and  therefore  one  to  whom  the 
name  of  absentee  had  been,  and  might  be, 
applied.  But  it  had  been  his  humble 
desire  to  endeavour,  as  far  as  absentee 
could,  to  discharge  the  duties  which  de- 
volved on  him  in  that  capacity.  He  had 
never  on  any  occasion,  he  hoped  he  need 
not  say  from  a  feeling  of  short-sighted 
interest,  shrunk  from,  or  endeavoared 
to  avoid  those  fair  burdens  which  as  an 
Irish  landlord  he  ought  to  bear.  His 
noble  Friend  who  had  introduced  the 
measure  had  stated  two  principal  objects 
which  he  had  in  view — first,  to  give  to 
landlords  in  general  an  interest  in  the 
management  of  their  estates;  and  se- 
condly, which  was  a  most  important  ob- 
ject, the  prevention  of  vagrancy  and  men- 
dicancy. With  regard  to  the  second 
point,  it  was  impossible  for  any  man  who 
nad  had  personsd  experience  in  Ireland  to 
exaggerate  or  overrate  the  importance  of 
that   most  mischievous    and  most  fatal 

Eest  of  all  the  pests  of  society  there. 
[e  was  not  stating  it  too  strongly,  because 
the  general  and  promiscuous  system  of 
relief  to  all  cases  of  distress,  real  or  ficti- 
tious, deserved  or  undeserved,  whether 
caused  by  idleness  or  misfortune,  the 
va|;rant  habits  it  engendered,  the  mis- 
chievous poison  it  Instilled  into  families, 
the  utter  improvidence  it  encouraged,  the 
check  it  gave  to  all  improvement,  its 
positive  discouragement  of  all  industry, 
jGom^t^  and  pnideocei  the  baneful  influx 


ence  which  it  exercised  on  the  popoktioD 
of  Ireland,  and  the  social  and  moral  con- 
dition  of  the  people — that  evil  compared 
to  the  amount  of  taxation  to  the  extent 
of  500,000/.,  or  1,000,000/.  or  even 
2,000,000/.,  made  the  latter  a  matUr  of 
perfect  insignificance.  On  all  occasions 
when  an  abstract  resolution  was  mooted 
in  that  House,  such  as  that  it  was  expe. 
dient  to  introduce  poor-laws  into  Ireland, 
he  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty,  whether  as  a 
Member  of  the  Government  or  not,  to 
object  to  that  sort  of  vague  motion,  be- 
lieving that  it  could  do  nothing  but  create 
expectations  of  hope,  which  they  would 
not  be  able  to  realize.  Suppose  persons 
of  difierent  political  opinions  united  in 
voting  for  such  a  motion,  yet  it  was  found 
that  they  could  not  agree  when  they  came 
to  the  details  of  the  question  after  having 
so  voted,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
they  had  raised  expectations  which  thev 
could  not  fulfil,  and  exhibited  evils  which 
they  could  not  cure;  therefore  they  had 
produced  mischief  only,  while  they  had 
been  actuated  by  the  most  charitable  feeL 
ings,  of  an  earnest  desire  to  do  good*  But 
the  case  was  different  when  there  was  a 
specific  plan  brought  forward  by  Govern- 
ment, on  its  responsibility  (and  it  was  only 
the  Government  which  could  succeecQ 
and  grounded  on  a  mature  consideration 
of  the  subject.  He,  as  a  landlord,  felt 
grateful  to  the  Government  for  having 
taken  upon  themselves  the  trouble  and 
responsibility  of  introducing  this  impor- 
tant subject.  His  noble  Friend  and  his 
colleagues  must  be  fully  sensible  of  the 
difficulties  they  had  brought  upon  them- 
selves by  taking  up  the  matter ;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  sul^ect  would  be  followed 
out  to  a  satisfactory  termination*  For 
his  own  part  it  would  be  his  duty,  as  well 
as  pleasure,  to  give  all  his  exertions  to 
carry  out  this  measure,  without  pledging 
himself  to  all  its  details,  to  a  successful 
result.  He  had  alluded  to  the  state  of 
vagrancy  in  Ireland,  and  was  anxious  to 
ofifer  some  observations  on  the  subject  to 
the  House.  It  had  been  argued  by  Gen« 
tlemen  who  spoke  against  allowing  com- 
pulsory lelief,  that  b]r  doing  so  you  would 
check  the  flow  of  private  benevolence  in 
Ireland.  He  would  speak  as  an  English- 
man who  had  lived  in  Ireland,  and  had 
seen  much  of  the  people  and  country. 
He  could  say  without  hesitation,  that  he 
had  seen  instances  of  self-devotion  on  the 
1  part  of  the  peasantry  of  that  ^oiintiy 
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which  be  was  svre  iMNild  DOt  be  net  with 
eleewbere;  be  had  repeatedly  met  with 
tacriflces,  for  the  purposes  of  beDevolence 
«nd  charity,  of  all  the  little  comforts  they 
possessed,  without  hesitation,  whieb  re- 
flected the  highest  credit  on  the  humblest 
classes  in  Ireland.  They  considered  that 
unfortunate  vsgrants  were  entitled  to  com- 
mand relief  at  their  hands,  and  without 
hesitation  they  brought  them  to  their  own 
houses  to  share  the  same  humble  shelter 
and  food  as  the  owner  was  enabled  to 
afford  to  his  family.  He  could  tell  hon. 
Members  that  this  was  not  a  rare  occur- 
rence in  Ireland — it  was  not  a  casual 
«vent,  but  it  was  a  matter  of  daily  and 
constant  occurrence — and  be  it  recollected 
that  the  persons  who  afforded  this  aid 
were  themselves  steeped  to  the  lips  in 
poverty.  Let  the  House  suppose  the  case 
of  a  poor  widow  left  destitute,  with  a 
large  family,  and  surrounded  with  those 
who  hardly  knew  how  to  get  their  bread 
from  day  to  day,  yet  in  such  a  district 
there  could  not  be  found  a  house  in 
which  the  widow  would  not  find  a 
refuge*  nay,  more,  he  would  venture  to 
say  that  there  was  not  a  poor  family  who 
would  refuse  to  charge  themselves  with  a 
permanent  share  of  expense  towards  the 
support  of  this  family,  and  this  even  to  an 
extent  beyond  their  means.  Would  he 
check  this  system  of  benevolence?  He 
honoured  too  highly  the  benevolence  thus 
manifested — he  felt  too  much  as  a  Christ- 
ian the  nature  of  the  feelings  from  whence 
it  emanated— to  endeavour  to  check  its 
sacred  flow.  But  looking  at  the  matter  as 
a  statesman,  regarding  also  the  state  of 
the  country,  and  looking  to  the  habits  of 
the  people,  and  recollecting  also  the  ne- 
cessity of  engendering  habits  of  foresight, 
he  felt  satisfied  that  the  Legislature  must 
not  force  on  the  poor  peasantry  of  the 
country  such  a  share  of  the  charge  of 
supporting  those  who  were  absolutely 
destitute.  High  and  exalted  virtues  un- 
doubtedly they  were ;  and  the  more  high 
and  exalted  because  unseen  and  unknown. 
But,  while  admitting  this,  il  was  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  recollect  that  the  practice 
of  those  virtues  produced  in  the  minds  of 
the  population  a  sense  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  look  to  the  future,  or  to  make 
provision  beyond  the  present  moment.  No 
doubt  this  state  of  things  resulted  from 
feelings  of  a  high  origin,  but  if  it  were  not 
eheeked  by  law,  it  produced  abuses  to  the 
jMr,  and  M  ts  the  e«ist«ica  ^  tbt 


greatest  evils  in  the  couDtry.  It  led  t»  the 
most  pernicious  system  of  imprudence  in 
the  habita  of  the  peasantry,  and  it  induced 
them  to  give  away  their  last  halfpenny,  or 
potato,  without  knowing  where  theyconid 
supply  their  own  wants  and  those  of  their 
families.  This  overstrained  and  exaggerated 
character  of  benevolence  arose  from  the  pe* 
culiar  circumstances  of  the  country ;  for  they 
could  not  tell  that  they  might  not  them- 
selves fall  into  this  state  of  destitution. 
He  saw  in  this  the  strongest  reason  not  to 
strain  those  feelings,  lest  the  exercise  of 
them  might  prove  injurious  to  the  social 
system.  Therefore,  he  was  prepared  to 
say,  let  us  adopt  some  system  of  relief  for 
the  utterly  destitute.  In  such  a  state  of 
things  as  at  present  existed  in  Ireland  the 
state  should  interfere,  and  say  to  the 
struggling  cottagers  of  Ireland,  '*Yoa 
shall  not  share  beyond  your  means ;  your 
richer  neighbours  shall  also  contribute 
their  share  towards  the  relief  of  the  moat 
destitute."  He  agreed  also  with  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  that  the  utterly  dc^ 
titute  should  alone  be  relieved.  He  was 
aware  that  the  moat  esmggerated  antici- 
pations, as  well  as  the  most  extravegtnt 
feelings  of  alarm,  were  held  by  di^rent 
parties,  as  to  what  would  be  the  result  of 
the  adoption  of  poor-laws  in  Ireland.  One 
party  looked  upon  it  as  imposing  a  bunden 
which  would  swallow  up  all  the  property 
in  Ireland,  and  such  might  possibly  be  the 
effect  if  they  did  not  look  carefully  to  the 
operation  of  the  system.  On  the  other 
band,  they  were  told  that  a  system  of 
poor-laws  would  at  once  lead  to  the  in- 
vestment of  capital  in  Ireland,  to  the 
general  employment  of  the  poor,  and  to  a 
higher  rale  of  wages ;  it  was  the  duty  of 
that  House  to  do  all  that  could  be  done 
by  legislation  to  promote  these  ends.  He 
could  not,  however,  help  observing,  that 
these  exaggerated  feelings  held  on  one 
hand  and  the  other,  had  been  attended 
with  the  most  injurious  effects.  He  had 
no  such  anticipation  of  its  vast  benefiu ; 
he  participated  in  no  such  feeltnge  of 
alarm  as  had  been  described.  He  thought 
that  much  good  might  be  effected  by  the 
adoption  of  a  judicious  and  sound  system. 
He  was  persuaded  that  the  destitution  to 
command  relief  must  be  absolute,  entire, 
and  hopeless^— such  destitution  must  alone 
be  the  limit  of  the  law.  They  must  on 
no  account  hold  out  expectations  of  re* 
lievioff  the  man  who  with  a  few  acres  of 
laad  was  distrieefdy  hecmfe  ha  had  apart 
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to  pijT  m  amoont  for  rvnt  wli«fc  W 
DoC  able  to  pay.  The  adopcioii  of  a  plm 
br  wbicb  relief  vonld  be  affbnicd  to  ^*aa 
mm  wonld  indeed  be  a  confacatjoe  of  >f! 
the  landed  property  hi  Ireknd.  S*p:h  m 
gystem  wonld  be  no  real  relief  to  the  9i<ii- 
ftdnal  hnnself;  H  «imld  not  lead  to  a 
frreater  degree  of  piorideoce  fcr  tie  fr.-ir^. 
bat  it  wooM  hold  oat  a  nn  lar  jmi 
even  a  stronger  indoeenient  than  it  cn*!«>**7' 
to  this  claas  to  make  the  mo^  Lzpr^-riiienc 
and  abtnrd  bargains  ;  at  the  R'ne  tinxe  it 
konid  ruin  the  landlcrds,  and  ntk*  tin* 
conduct  of  the  peasantry  ft'i  mnr^ 
thoughtless  than  at  present  X:«3r  w*t:i 
respect  to  the  daazws  whica  •hf^y 
had  to  look  to  —  tee  d«nr?r  whica 
resulted  from  the  late  poor-ia w?  m  En^and 
was,  that  there  was  a  syrtMcar-c  bTty  -n 
their  admiaistrstioo,  beyocd  a!'  exan:;i»^, 
which  produced  scenes  of  e^,  nf  wnich 
all  men  were  wrtnesaes,  and  wii.«:h  rmfrn^ 
saniy  led  to  the  adopdoe  of  a  cneck  m 
their  admmistfatioii,  which,  by  a  grutoai 
and  eareful  mode  of  proeeedm^^  wmiici  no 
doubt  lead  to  a  great  improt^meat.  la 
Ireland,  however,  they  had  a  eeietse  serres 
of  changes.  In  this  country,  re  had  been 
found  necessary  to  ecirtnct,  as  manh  n 
possible,  the  sytten  of  reiief;  so  m  Inland 
It  was  necessary  to  mst  ont  fnui  the  ether 
end  of  the  series,  sod  rher  m-vst  mike 
rules  and  regnlatioosvhrch  dteywQtWd  be 
able  to  enbrge.  He  said  thrs,  sot  fHm 
any  wish  to  take  front  the  ppasannry  nr 
pauper  popvlatiott  of  Ireland,  any  arf* 
vantage  enjoyed  by  the  panper  pncnintion 
of  England.  The  Honne  must  »i»  haw 
far  It  was  necessary  co  make  revr&itvim 
in  the  one  country  hi  the  ij^f,m  iln^^ij 
In  foree,  and  bow  fer  they'w»re  eaafe*i!d 
to  relax  hi  the  othcreouotry.  la  vi^piin^^ 
therefore,  poor  Jaws  lor  Ireland^  eare  mn^it 
be  taken  that  they  did  not  go  en  rhe 
opposite  line  to  that  which  he  had  jan 
alluded  to.  Thus  they  ^uM  ha^e  a  nar* 
row  system  of  relief,  in  the  nrst  m^tanc^, 
which  could  be  enlarged  afterwards.  His 
noble  Friend  proposed  to  Itmit  relief  tn  the 
workhouse  system.  In  pnaeipke  he  was 
induced  to  agree  with  his  oobie  Friend ; 
bat  he  tbon^  H  necenary  to  see  whrte 
this  system  should  be.  He  did  nor  think 
that  any  great  niconveoience  would  rrsnlt 
from  haTtng  these  large  srorkhonses  m 
large  towns;  but  he  did  not  think  tbac 
this  wonld  be  altagethcr  the  case  m  agrw 
cnHarel  distriets.    In  the  irst  tnsCaneo, 
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vhreii  secsssBrly  «s:SBit  at  a 
w«rj»  a  v^ffw   if  uHjHninit  a  smficxemnr  i 
•Tfjit   lift  rnriinT  r  ant:  •hi*  rc^n^  ti 
rcstninc  mil  ^rmmesnaiz  ^^ere  «i  mwjsn 
'if  ta^vjiur^  :4k.?  .--9*1  •feffiinijH  wet  laotrw, 
rlvit  'S  -.le  'V.jrtnaiise  wrm  ojinit  *n  le^  1 
!••»£  i!i »»♦•.€.    n  iiitT'inff^    a    niliusn^  "li* 

*!?j»r*.fTn*.  n^prnl  if  ~>?nrifPr*o  tie^ 
•'  "^'iiijit  ife  hunil  a  m  i«.il  nore 
•'it  :iffcJc  n  *r»*amt.  T'liue  in** 
•nen-;*.  n  "lie  ^fttMjF  ii'  rmn  i^n*; 
Tttr,  in«l  iw':^ne.  •nnui  iiir  ijivv»  lea 
SfiiHr  »?fej!r  n  n^ianrt  w  n  Z^i^anit. 
fn^ffucn"^  if  t  'WirH.ifiiwe  w^neat, 
a^KSf^nrr  ru  *-Mnune  imr  -lip  wiiiili 
Iff*  'ii  ift  lisr^-hnrefL  -!«?  fin  vit  mm  m 
•nu  ite  'lift  rtiin«»  ir  -iir?!  enqrti  •  '%ftt 
*ien  1  |:*nf  neaawirf*  wtzM    ntrriniwj>ft,    n 

tne  <ifi»»  ir  'tip  -!T?i»»r  i#»  •ti.-.rtJ??TT  'h;*  f 
wamil  i*i  «i'''#<«i>e  'a  lim«r  »nr  ■«  tn/w 
mcJi  inf»2**mojis  uf  ircirrBfl  n  iim  sn  'o 
sny 'tii&minen  ^nr  'nte^ir  im^ttr  n  'htt 
wjr€;ne  i*  r.  Ri»  ?rntti>swii  'iwit 
<fafima  wifi  ioirannim  as  m 
•he  imnrw^ft  i»«»n,  -^nrt 

TTJifjrtfl  ^nntfi  irr  Ti*  ^?n«t<f#»tt»rt  wpwtin^ 
•incn  iiTi.  Rj*  Tonip  ?-i#:i/t  tart  'lUrt  b* 
F:  :»i**  M.-U  ine  ^Mr  -!*i»  '•ni*>r  ihf*rt*  1/  'hit 
B»il  -nu.  'I'*^  mnk.n^  vowMnn  -Vvr  'ho 
reiief  if  t*Hf:r.!fi»  #'«'^fnr«.      :'TlMQS*h'9 

iot  V  «w»i!i»iwif»il  n  *»fpr,nn«f  •tii-fr  <0w#ier. 
T^  If  tain  •ht*  fnrt.  •?  wi(«l  •>*  ttawt^nfj^y 
ji#!*vi*sarv  'li.^r.  rhi»r»»  ^nnid  V  wpvHcho*i«^a 

'he  inflm  Jin#t  i-T^  <5ini*l  n^stnitif 
thi;  woHrnonae,  wtlionr  hajr'ni^  •*>  •)<»»  a 
j.eac  fi\ni»nfJt  inmn^  ^h^  ^'fUffirrr.  1^ 
von  4n  nnr  sppf  n#i  <if  'his  «vw«m  <jf 
fa^nn«?v,  yo*!  dn  i*ir  ^f*»r  -j^  '»^  ;he  2pp?se 
evil  whtrn  iww  •Ti^irs  :n  lrj»*ftnft '  aci4  »* 
etfr?f!t  rhrs  fi'ntfff*r,  ic  was  )h4v%iitMtf  iwe^» 
sary  i.iar  the  workhonsw  ^uvii/i  aisr  ^  ar 
too  ?r»Jit  'l»<«aiK»»»s  wwt.  Tf  n#? 
stood  nm  n<yhi«i  Pr«n«l  «vwT^riiv,  rj 
hoQsea  w?re  co  betw^nryndeaspsrrr  that 
was,  that  each  wnrkhnn*^  «*ion4H  b#  io 
tJie  centre  of  a  Sfttwre,  the  r^ins  V  whiels, 
if  he  mitf^c  ase  »h«  erfKWSHMi,  wan  too 
mifea.  He  did  noc  4p«^lr  mafhgiwarieaH^^ 
bar  he  bel^esed  that  he  wao  eorrect.  fim 
noble  Frleiwi  appesirsd  to  Has«  cw'>  oOjoiti 
m  view,  10  theeaectioooffHeae  larfo 
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his  noble  Friend  believed  that»  bv  a  system 
of  contract,  the  paupers  would  be  sup. 
ported  at  a  less  expense,  and,  also,  that 
the  cost  of  superintendence  would  be 
diminished.  But  his  noble  Friend  had,  at 
the  same  time,  kept  out  of  view  what,  in 
his  (Lord  Staoley's)  opinion,  could  not  but 
prove  to  be  a  great  evil — he  meant  the 
difficulty  of  getting,  in  Ireland,  proper 
persons  to  act  on  the  Board  of  Guardians. 
His  noble  Friend  might  reply,  that  even 
by  reducing  the  distance  between  the 
workhouses  to  five  miles,  they  would  still 
have  to  contend  with  the  same  difficuUies 
iii  finding  fit  persons  to  act.  But  the 
difficulty  was  not  diminished  by  increasing 
the  size  of  the  district;  for  it  did  not 
follow,  that  because  you  could  not  get  ten 
persons  in  half  the  distance,  that  you 
could  get  twenty  persons  in  the  proposed 
distance.  His  noble  Friend  must  be  aware, 
that  the  very  extent  of  some  of  the  unions 
in  England,  was  productive  of  a  great 
deal  of  mischief.  Some  persons,  the  most 
proper  to  act  as  guardians  of  the  poor, 
would  not  go  out  day  after  day,  and  week 
after  week,  to  a  consiaerable  distance,  to  at- 
tend the  meetings  of  the  Board.  This  would 
more  especially  be  the  case,  in  a  country 
in  a  distracted  state ;  and  he  was  satisfied, 
that  in  many  parts  of  Ireland,  on  this 
ground,  many  gentlemen  would  decline 
going  to  a  distance  from  their  homes,  to 
attend  Board  meetings.  There  were  also 
different  motives  operating,  to  induce  gen- 
tlemen to  take  upon  themselves  these 
offices  in  the  two  countriesr  The  object 
in  England  was,  to  reduce  a  great  burden ; 
but  in  Ireland,  by  carrying  out  the  pro- 
posed  system,  they  would  entail  a  great 
Durden  on  themselves*  He  was  satisfied 
that  they  would  not  get  the  persons  of  the 
same  class  in  Ireland  to  attend,  day  after 
day,  and  week  after  week,  as  was  the  case 
in  England.  He  repeated,  if  the  difficulty 
to  procure  the  services  of  proper  persons 
on  the  Boards  of  Guardians  here  was  found 
to  be  great,  it  would  be  still  more  so  in 
Ireland.  He  was  also  satisfied,  that  the 
more  they  extended  the  size  of  each  work- 
hoase  district,  the  greater  the  difficulties 
that  would  be  felt.  He  would  ask  his 
Boble  Friend  then,  whether  the  proposed 
workhouse  districts  were  too  large  for  the 
practical  working  of  the  system  ?  It  should 
also  be  recollected,  that  there  was  a  great 
want  of  a  proper  parochial  machinery  in 
ireland»  and  therefore  he  thought  that 
lliey  would  have  to  give  greater  power 


to  the  Commissioners  in  Ireland  than  was 
given  to  them  in  England.  There  was 
another  part  of  the  plan  with  respect  to 
which  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words,  and 
which  was  suggested  to  him  by  what  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Lord.  It  was  pro- 
posed, that  utter  and  entire  destitution 
should  be  the  only  ground  of  relief.  Did 
not  this  suppose,  as  a  corollary,  that  entire 
destitution  gave  an  absolute  right  to  relief? 
How  could  they  tell  a'  man  that  he  should 
not  go  a  begging,  and  at  the  same  time 
say,  that  the  case  was  not  one  of  destitu- 
tion, and  relief,  therefore,  should  not  be 
given  ?  Upon  whom  would  they  throw  the 
responsibility,  to  say  who  had  and  who  had 
not  a  right  to  relief?  His  noble  Friend,  he 
believed,  went  further,  and  said  that  des- 
titution was  the  sole  condition  of  relief. 
He  said  that  he  would  give  no  absolute 
right,  and  the  reason  was,  that  he  could 
not  do  so  without  having  a  law  of  settle- 
ment. He  would  not  pledge  himself 
upon  the  subject,  but  would  wait  to  hear 
whether  the  Government  could  show  the 
possibility  or  practicability  of  introducing 
any  measure — whether  it  gave  to  the  pau« 
per  an  absolute  right,  or  not  an  absolute 
right,  to  relief— -which  should  not  carry 
with  it  the  necessity  of  some  law  of  settle- 
ment. Let  them  not  shrink  from  the 
difficulty  of  the  case.  He  knew  it  was  a 
difficulty.  His  noble  friend  had  said,'*  Look 
at  the  law  of  settlement  in  England,  and 
see  what  trouble,  what  litigation,  what 
expense  it  occasions;  therefore,  said  his 
noble  Friend,  simply,  let  us  have  no  law 
of  settlement  at  all.''  Suppose  his  noble 
Friend  were  to  be  met  with  this  sort  of 
argument — "  See  what  abuses  have  pre* 
vailed  under  the  old  poor-law  system  in 
this  country;  see  what  ruin,  in  every  direc- 
tion it  has  occasioned ;  therefore  let  us 
have  no  poor-law  at  all ;''  would  it  not  be 
precisely  the  doctrine  which  his  noble 
jPriend  now  advanced  against  the  law  of 
settlement  ?  If  the  House  recognised  the 
principle  that  destitution  should  be  the 
test  of  relief,  and  that  that  relief  should 
be  limited  to  the  workhouse,  and  if  they 
meant,  as  a  general  measure,  that  it  should 
prevent  vagrancy — vagrancy  being  the 
greatest  evil  in  Ireland — then  they  must 
give  to  destitution  an  absolute  right  and 
claim  upon  some  fund ;  and  if  they  gave 
to  destitution  an  absolute  right  and  claim 
upon  some  fund,  then  they  must,  by  some 
law  of  settlement,  say  upon  what  fund  that 
claim  should  be.    From  this  chain  of  tnf 
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ioniai?  ltd  could  not  see  how  they  could 
escfipe.  How  was  it  that  his  noble  Friend 
proposed  to  begin  this  system  in  Ireland  ? 
Why,  by  estabCshing  at  first,  fifteen  work- 
houses in  that  country.  Now  it  was  ad- 
mitted that  there  would  be  a  great  rush  of 
paupers  upon  those  fifteen  workhouses, 
and  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  resist 
their  claims.  But  that  was  an  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  a  law  of  settlement, 
when  they  were  about  to  give  to  pau- 
pers a  claim  throughout  Ireland,  the 
same  as  in  England,  upon  every  one  of 
those  workhouses.  But  if  in  Ireland  the 
authorities  should  not  choose  to  admit  the 
paupers  claiming,  then,  according  to  the 
proposition  of  his  noble  Friend,  those 
paupers  should  have  a  right  of  begging. 
See  how,  adopting,  as  it  was  proposed  to 
do,  the  same  law,  and  the  same  adminis- 
tration in  Ireland  as  in  England,  such  a 
plan  would  operate.  At  present,  there 
was  no  poor-law  in  Ireland ;  consequently, 
from  the  coasts  of  Cumberland,  Westmore- 
land, or  the  western  coast  of  England, 
they  could  ship  off  any  number  of  Irish 
paupers  they  thought  proper,  and  turn 
them  loose  on  Irish  ground,  and  tell  them 
to  beg  their  way  home.  Was  it  intended 
by  the  noble  Lord  that  these  should  be 
thrown  upon  Belfast,  Dublin,  or  Water- 
ford,  an  absolute  and  compulsory,  though 
not  a  legal,  burden  of  this  description ;  or 
to  say  to  them,  ''  Though  there  is  a  poor- 
law  throughout  Ireland,  and  an  universal 
system  of  relief,  yet  these  persons  must  be 
maintained  by  you  in  Dublin,  Waterford, 
or  Belfast^  or  else  they  must  be  allowed  to 
beg  their  way  through  the  country  ?  Was 
that  the  way  they  did  in  England  ?  If, 
then,  they  wished  to  introduce  the  same 
system  of  relief  into  Ireland  as  prevailed  in 
England,  they  must  carry  the  same  system 
throughont, — they  must  make  the  county 
of  Dublin  bear  the  same  relation  to  the 
county  of  Lancaster,  as  the  county  of 
Cornwall  or  the  county  of  York  bore  to  it 
at  the  present  moment.  But  this  they 
could  not  do  without  establishing  a  law  of 
settlement.  Without  a  law  of  settlement, 
therefore,  and  without  giving  paupers  an 
absolute  title  to  relief,  he  could  not  see 
how  it  was  practicable  that  the  present 
measure  could  succeed.  He  would  not, 
at  the  present  moment,  enter  into  a  con- 
sideration of  the  several  very  important 
questions  of  detail  involved  in  this  measure. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend 
in  the  propriety  and  expediency  of  the 
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provision  for  excluding  clergymen  of  all 
denominations  from  the  administration  of 
these  funds.  Their  interference  might 
lead  to  heart-burnings,  and  to  suspicions 
of  partiality,  if  not  to  partiality  itself; 
while  it  would  to  a  great  extent  be  mixing 
them  up  with  a  vast  number  of  circum- 
stances from  which  they  had  much  better 
be  excluded.  They  would  then  be  better 
able  to  perform  their  proper  functions,  as 
a  sort  of  mediator  between  the  guardians 
and  the  paupers.  It  was  perfectly  consis- 
tent with  their  sacred  office  to  advocate 
the  claims  of  charity,  but  not  to  adminis- 
ter parochial  or  district  relief.  The  ques- 
tion of  rating  was  one  of  great  importance, 
and  to  which,  he  was  aware,  the  Govern- 
ment had  given  very  serious  attention. 
He  could  nut,  however,  say  that  he  alto- 
gether agreed  with  them  in  the  conclusion 
at  which  they  had  arrived.  He  should 
have  been  most  desirous  of  seeing  a  system 
introduced  by  which  the  poor  rates  levy 
might  have  acted  as  an  absolute  and 
positive  check  upon  that  which  he  held  to 
be  one  of  the  greatest  evils  of  Ireland,  as 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  namely,  the 
exorbitant  rents  fixed  upon,  which  one 
party  never  expected  to  receive,  and  which 
the  other  party  knew  he  could  never  pay. 
He  should  have  been  glad  to  see  the 
amount  of  rate  taken  and  estimated  upon 
the  covenanted  rent  as  between  landlord 
and  tenant.  That  would  have  acted,  in 
his  opinion,  es  a  very  important  check  to 
the  evil  that  so  greatly  prevailed  in  Ire- 
land. For  now,  the  landlord  imposed  a 
rent  of  50^.,  an  acre,  knowing,  at  the  same 
time,  that  he  should  never  get  40t.,  but, 
trusting  to  what  he  could  screw  out  of  the 
tenant,  willing  to  take  everything  if  he 
could  get  it ;  while  the  poor  tenant,  from 
the  great  competition  for  land,  undertook 
to  give  505.  knowing  also,  at  the  same 
time,  that  he  could  not  pay  any  such  sum. 
Now,  if  they  could  introduce  a  system  by 
which  the  amount  fixed  as  the  rent  were 
made  the  basis  of  the  amount  of  taxation 
— to  which  there  could  be  no  objection, 
that  being  the  valuation  imposed  by  the 
parties  themselves —  there  would  be  at 
once  a  check  upon  the  exorbitant  avarice 
of  the  landlord,  and  also  npon  the  im- 
provident want  of  foresight  on  the  part  of 
the  tenant  in  promising  an  amount 
of  rent  which  he  was  not  able  to  pay.  He 
hoped  it  would  not  be  impossiUe  to  intro- 
duce some  such  provision  in  the  Bill*  1 1 
was  also  a  question  to  be  considered,  when 
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they  came  to  the  details  of  the  Bil1»  as  to 
the  amount  to  be  charged  upon  the  land- 
lord, and  the  manner  in  which  it  was  to  be 
distributed  among  the  landlord  and 
tenants;  and  also  as  to  the  means  by 
which  they  were  to  pay  it—  whether  they 
should  deduct  it  from  the  whole  of  the 
landlord's  rent,  or  whether  the  amount 
charged  upon  the  landlord  should  be  first 
paid  by  the  tenant  and  allowed  as  a  part 
consideration  of  the  rent — which  he  should 
think  the  most  desirable  course.  But  these 
were  questions  to  be  considered  by  them 
in  Committee,  and  discussed  by  them 
aa  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
who,  whatever  their  opinions  might  be 
upon  theoretical  questions,  he  hoped  when 
they  came  to  deal  with  a  great  question  of 
this  kind^  concerning  which  there  was  but 
one  sole  and  only  interest  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,wouldequalIy  endeavourto  carry 
it  through  perfectly  by  friendly  argument, 
and  by  discussing  it  warmly,  if  necessary, 
but  at  the  same  time  candidly  ;  and  by 
bowing  to  the  opinion  of  the  majority,  and 
to  expediency,  when  their  mutual  object 
was  ascertained  to  be  the  same.  He  would 
say,  that  was  the  course  the  House  of 
Commons  ought  to  pursue  on  a  question 
of  this  kind.  That  was  the  course  which 
hemeantto  pursue  and  in  the  name  of  every 
Member  on  either  side  of  the  House, 
without  distinction  of  party,  he  might  say 
that  that  was  the  course  which  all  would 
pursue.  With  regard  to  extending  the 
right  of  relief  not  only  to  the  impotent  but 
to  the  able-bodied  pauper,  he  confessed 
he  himself  saw  no  means  by  which  they 
could  draw  a  line  of  distinction  between 
the  two ;  limiting,  as  it  was  proposed  to 
do,  that  relief  altogether  ;  at  all  events  in 
the  6rst  instance^  to  that  which  should  be 
given  in  workhouses,  and  workhouses 
alone.  With  no  exaggerated  expectations 
that  this  measure  would  produce  unlimited 
prosperity  in  Ireland — with  no  exaggerated 
expectations  that  it  would  entirely  relieve 
even  partial,  local,  much  less  general  dis- 
tress— while,  on  the  other  hand,  with  no 
exaggerated  apprehensions  that  it  would 
endanger  the  rights  of  the  landlord,  he,  as 
en  Irish  landowner,  thanked  his  Majesty's 
Goyernment  for  having  introduced  the 
measure,  and,  as  an  Irish  landlord,  be 
would  give  his  aid  to  bring  the  measure  to 
as  perfect  a  conclusion  as  possible.  He 
bad  omitted  to  mentbn  one  question, 
which  was  with  respect  to  the  number  of 
?agran|i.      He  hoped,  in  considering  the 


question  of  destitution,  his  nobie  Friend 
would  make  it  understood  that  no  person 
renting  and  occupying  land  should  be 
considered  in  such  a  state  of  destitution 
as  to  give  him  a  right  to  relief*  It  had 
been  said,  that  there  would  be  a  great  in* 
flux  of  paupers  at  particular  times  of  the 
year  in  the  workhouses.  Undoubtedly 
this  would  be  the  case  if  they  admitted 
this  class  of  persons  ;  because  the  small 
landholders  at  certain  periods  of  the  year, 
suffer  great  distress,  generally  in  the 
months  of  May,  Juneand  July,between  the 
consumption  of  one  crop  and  the  gather- 
ing of  the  other.  Now,  if  men,  though 
holding  four  or  6ve  acres  of  l^nd,  were  at 
those  periods  to  be  considered  in  such  a 
state  of  destitution  (as  was  no  doubt  often 
actually  the  fact)  as  to  entitle  them  to  come 
into  the  workhouse,  the  workhouses  would 
be  inundated  and  overwhelmed^  and  the 
eflect  would  be,  that  every  farthing  so  paid 
and  expended  would  be  paid  into  the 
pockets  of  the  landlord.  He  did  not  wish 
to  raise  the  rent  of  the  Irish  landlord, 
though  he  believed  it  was  capable  of  being 
raised*  First,  it  might  be  raised  by  supe- 
rior cultivation,  by  a  greater  extension  of 
the  farms,  by  increased  application  of 
capital  to  those  farms,  and  by  a  conversion 
into  active  labourers  of  that  class  of  the 
population  who  now  depended  partly  upon 
letting  four  or  five  acres  as  landlords,  and 
partly  upon  holding  three  or  four  acres 
themselves.  He  believed  that  if  these 
changes  could  be  introduced,  the  rent  of 
Ireland,  under  a  good  system  of  poor-laws, 
would  be  susceptible  of  being  materially 
and  honestly  raised  to  the  benefit  of  the 
landlord,  but  no  less  also  to  the  benefit  of 
the  tenant.  What  he  wanted  to  prevent 
was,  a  dishonest  and  fraudulent  raising  of 
rents;  a  system  of  nominally  raising  them 
to  an  amount  which  was  never  intended  by 
the  landlords  to  be  levied,  but  which  wM 
intended  to  screw  down  the  tenantry,  and 
to  force  from  them  the  last  penny  their  im- 
poverished condition  could  spare.  He 
thought  that  to  a  certain  extent  the  mea- 
sure introduced  by  his  noble  Friend  to-- 
night might  have  the  effect  of  mitigating: 
this  great  prevailing  evil;  and  whatever 
might  have  that  effect  would  be  an  un- 
mixed good.  Feeling  confident  that  the 
House  would  s^ek  sedulously  to  guard  the 
measure  by  such  salutary  provisions  a  a 
should  not  allow  it  to  impose  an  undue 
charge  upon  the  property  of  Ireland,  and 
believing  also  that  it  would  not  be  attended 
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with  those  dangers  which  some  persons 
bad  anticipated  from  it,  he  should  give  it 
bis  cordial  support,  and  in  every  stage  of 
its  progress  lend  the  Oorernmeut  his 
humble  assistance,  not,  however,  conceal- 
ing any  objections  which  he  might  con« 
ceive  from  time  to  time  applicable  to  it. 

Mr.  Richards  said,   it  gave  him  great 
pleasure  to  perceive  the  uuanimity  of  the 
House    on    that  great     and    important 
subject.    The  question  really  was^  whe- 
ther relief  should  be  afforded  the  poor  of 
Ireland,  or  whether  servile  insurrections 
should  be  daily  witnessed  ?     The  measure 
of  the  noble  Lord  was  well  calculated  to  do 
away  with  the  feeling  of  insecurity  which 
prevailed  on  the  subject  of  property  in  that 
country,  and  it  would  consequently   have 
the  certain  effect  of  encouraging  the  influx 
of  capital  into  it.    Various  objections  had 
been  ur|;ed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny ;  but,  when  he  spoke  on 
the  subject  of  capital,  he  seemed  to  do  so 
as  one  who  had  no  welUformed  notions  on 
it  Of  its  results.    There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  sum  suggested  by  the  noble  Lord 
for  carrying  his  project  into  effect  would 
be  sufRcient;  for  the  Mendicity  Society 
of  Dublin  atone,  on  a  voluntary  income  of 
10,000/.  a-year,  relieved  annually  240,000 
individuals,  by  supplying  them  with  work. 
It  was  quite  plain  that  the  noble   Lord 
understood  the  subject  he  had  taken  in 
hand  in  all  its  bearings;    and  he  was 
therefore  entitled  to  the  confidence  of  the 
House  and  the  gratitude  of  the  country 
for  introducing  the  measure.      Before  he 
sat  down  he  wished  to  state  to  the  House 
that  Dr.  Doyle,  who  might  be  considered 
a  high  authority  upon   the  question   of 
Irish  Poor-laws,  had  not,  as  had  been  by 
some     persons     erroneously      imagined, 
changed,  shortly  before  his  death,  the 
opinions  which,  during  his  whole  previous 
life,  he  had  professed  upon  that  subject. 
By    the   report    of  the   Irish    Poor-law 
Commissioners,  it  was  evident  that  the 
Irish    poor  were  by  no  means  so  provi- 
dent   as   the   English  and    the  Scotch, 
and  that  if  it  was  intended  to  raise  them 
to  a  better  condition  in  point  of  comfort, 
they  must  also  raise  them  in  the  scale  of 
society.     He  would  not,  however,   at  so 
late  an  hour  trespass  upon  the  patience  of 
the  House,  but  would  conclude  by  stating, 
in  conenrrence  with  the  Opinions  of  an 
eminent  writer  on  the  state  of  Ireland — 
who  said  that  it  was  wrong  to  attribute 
the  disorders  of  the  people  of  that  country 


to  their  religious  differences  —  that  the 
first  thing  to  be  done  towards  their 
amendment  was  to  relieve  their  wretched 
condition :  that  they  ought  to  be  raised 
higher  in  the  social  scale  ;  to  have  justice 
done  to  them,  and  all  their  well-founded 
complaints  removed.  He  could  only  say 
that  the  Bill  should  have  his  best  atten- 
tion and  most  cordial  support. 

Lord  John  Russell  rose  merely  to  say, 
that  he  felt  deeply  indebted  to  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House  for 
the  many  valuable  suggestions  which  had 
been  made  in  the  course  of  the  evening. 
The  House  might  rely  upon  all  these  sug- 
gestions receiving  the  best  and  most 
mature  consideration  of  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. He  would  not  now  enter  intoany 
of  the  details  which  had  been  mentioned, 
as  these  would  be  much  better  discussed 
at  a  future  stage.  He  had  every  confi- 
dence that  the  Bill  would  be  satisfactory 
to  all  parties. 

Resolution  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  be 
reported. 
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Marriages. 
PetitioDs  presented.     By  Lords  SuFriELD,  HatstkhtoNj 
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Sudbury,  Hampshire,  Newport,  Monmouth,  and  other 
places,  (bE  the  Abolition  of  Churdi  Rates. — By  the  Earl 
of  WfNcttiLsaA,  fkom  Caotnbury,  that  tlM  House  will 
resist  all  attempto  to  intstim  witti  Its  R](fati,  ladqwnA- 
enoes,  and  PriTilcges. 

Church  Rates.]  Lord  Brougham 
had  a  Petition  to  present  from  a  numerous 
and  most  respectable  body  of  his  Ma^^ 
jesty's  subjects.  The  petition  had  been 
drawn  up  and  signed  under  circumstances 
of  so  peculiar  a  nature,  that  he  thought  it 
necessary,  before  he  requested  their  Lord- 
ships to  allow  it  to  be  laid  on  the  table, 
to  state  from  whom  it  came.  It  pur- 
ported to  come  from  the  undersigned 
ministers  and  laymen,  assembled  in  Lon- 
don as  deputies  from  various  parts  of  the 
empire,  to  consult  on  the  best  means  to 
be  adopted  for  eflTectiog,  by  alt  possible 
legal  and  constitutional  means,  the  object 
of  the  petition.  Though  the  petition  was 
not  signed  by  more  than  200  or  300  depu- 
ties, yet  he  was  informed  that  upwards 
of  400  deputies  were  present  at  the  time 
the  meeting  was  held,  and  that  it  was 
only  from  the  accident  of  several  of  them, 
above  100,  leaving  town  before  the  peti- 
tion was  prepared;  that  their  names  were 
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not  also  appended  to  it.     He  wished  also  |  vate  letter  he  had  received ;    describings 


to  state  to  their  Lordships,  in  what  way, 
and  from  what  places,  these  persons  came 
to  town.  They  came,  in  the  popular 
sense  of  the  term,  as  representing  congre- 
gations of  various  religious  denominations 
in  different  parts  of  the  country.  They 
also  represented  different  bodies  of  men 
not  being  religious  congregations.  Up- 
wards of  500  of  these  congregations  and 
meetings  had  been  holden  in  the  country, 
at  which  it  was  agreed  to  send  deputies 
to  town,  for  the  purpose  he  had  already 
mentioned,  though  not  many  more  than 
400,  or  420,  actually  came.  He  believed 
that  no  portion  of  his  Majesty's  subjects, 
either  in  character,  ability,  or  station  in 
society,  were  more  respectable  than 
the  great  body  whom  those  indi- 
viduals, who  had  signed  the  petition  on 
this  occasion,  represented.  He  again 
used  that  word  only  in  its  popular  sense ; 
but  in  one  sense  of  the  word,  he  believed 
that  they  strictly,  as  well  as  popularly, 
represented  them,  for  he  believed,  that  in 
this  petition,  they  spoke  the  unanimous 
and  strong  opinion  of  all  the  persons  com- 
posing those  assemblies,  which  had  de- 
puted them  to  come  to  town. 
Petition  to  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Protection  op  Property. — Rail- 
roads.] The  Earl  of  Denbigh  presented 
a  Petition  from  the  Committee  of  the 
Association  for  the  Protection  of  Property, 
at  Rugby.  It  set  forth,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  London  and  Birmingham 
Railway  running  through  the  property, 
situate  at,  and  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Rugby,  many  persons  of  the  most  aban- 
doned character,  who  were  employed  as 
labourers  on  the  Railway,  assembled  in 
that  town  and  neighbourhood ;  and  that 
many  serious  burglaries  were  committed 
almost  every  night  against  the  property  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  towns  and  villages 
lying  on,  or  near  that  line  ;  the  petitioners 
therefore  prayed,  that  when  these  several 
Companies  should  apply  to  their  Lord- 
ships' hon.  House,  their  Lordships  would 
agree  to  insert  a  clause  into  any  bills  that 
their  Lordships  might  pass,  that  should 
require  such  Companies  to  afford  adequate 
protection  to  the  property  through  which 
the  railways  passed ;  and  that  their 
Lordships  would  be  pleased  to  render  to 
the  petitioners  such  further,  and  other 
redressy  as  to  their  Lordships  should  seem 
meet.      The    noble    Earl    read    a  pri- 


two  or  three  cases  of  outrage  committed 
by  the  men  employed  on  the  London  and 
Birmingham  Railway,  on  property  conti- 
guous to  the  line.  On  one  occasion,  they 
broke  into  a  house  and  carried  away  200/. 
worth  of  property ;  and  two  nights  before 
that,  a  shop  at  Long  Langford  was  broken 
into  and  entirely  gutted  }  one  person  had 
had  thirty  sheep  killed  and  taken  away ; 
and  numerous  other  offences  had  been 
committed:  he  therefore  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  accede  to  the  prayer  of 
the  petitioners. 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  was  glad 
that  the  noble  Earl  had  brought  this  mat- 
ter before  their  Lordships,  and  he  rose  to 
bear  his  testimony  in  support  of  the  peti- 
tion.    He  was  a  magistrate  of  a  county 
through  which  the  London  and  Birming- 
ham Railway  passed,  and  he  could  assure 
their  Lordships,  that  at  the  sessions  per- 
petual complaints  were  made  against  the 
class   of  men  employed  in  constructing 
that  work.    It  was  his  intention,  and  he 
thought  the  most   convenient  time    for 
doing  so,  would  be  on  the  first  occasion 
any  bill  of  this  kind  came  before  the 
House,  to  propose  the  insertion  of  a  clause 
by  which  the  magistrates  acting  in  the 
district,  through  which  the  Railwavs  or 
other  public  works   should  pass,  sfiould 
have  the  power  to  appoint  such  a  police 
as  should  be  necessary,  and  charge  the  ex- 
pense on  the  Company.     He  trusted  his 
Majesty's  Government  would  see  the  pro- 
priety of    some    such  provision    being 
adopted. 

The    Earl  of   Winchilsea    considered 
the  present  subject  one  well  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  their  Lordships,  and  he 
should  give  his  support  to  any  petition 
brought  forward  for  the  protection  of  pro- 
perty.    There  was   another  point  which 
required  some  consideration,  namely,  that 
many  of  these  speculations  were  under- 
taken solely  for  gambling  purposes.     The 
estimates  brought  before  their  Lordships 
were  often  fallacious.     He  believed    that 
this  very  Company — the  London  and  Bir- 
mingham Railway  Company — was  about 
to  apply  to  Parliament  for  the  power  to 
raise  a  further  sum  of   money,    nearly 
2,000,000/.  beyond  that  which  was  asked 
for  in  the  first  instance,  to  complete  the 
line.     Their  Lordships  owed  it  to    the 
public  at  large  to  guard  them  against  sucH 
a  proposition,  which  to  him  appeared   a. 
gross  fraud.    Their  Lordships  were  often 
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induced  to  pass  private  Bills  of  this  kind 
on  account  of  the  respectability  of  the 
names  advertised  as  promoters  of  the 
work  ;  but  those  names  were  afterwards 
in  general  withdrawn,  when  the  shares 
came  to  a  certain  premium.  What  he 
had  always  asked  for  was,  that  the  projec- 
tors of  tnese  schemes  should  be  bound  to 
complete  the  work.  He  was  thoroughly 
convinced  that  the  original  projectors  of 
the  Waterloo-bridge  Company  still  hold- 
ing shares — whatever  might  be  the  case 
with  respect  to  the  second  and  third  sets 
of  propnetors,  into  whose  hands  the  shares 
baa  got — had  no  chance  of  obtaining  one 
farthing  either  of  interest  or  capital. 
Surely  nobody  could  say  that  the  public 
ought  not  to  be  protected  against  such 
proceedings.  There  was  another  point 
which  ought  to  come  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  House ;  it  was  this,  that  many 
of  these  railroad  bills  were  passed  through 
Parliament  by  the  grossest  deception.  By 
many  railroad  companies  securities  were 
given  to  individuals,  that  in  the  ensuing 
Session,  an  application  would  be  made  to 
Parliament  for  leave  to  deviate  from  the 
line  which  was  originally  adopted  by 
them.  He  knew  one  instance  of  this 
which  had  occurred  in  the  county  of  Kent, 
in  which  case  he  had  pressed  the  solicitor 
until  he  acknowledged  that  a  bond  for 
10,000/.  had  been  given  to  a  gentleman 
there,  through  whose  property  the  original 
line  was  to  have  passed,  that  leave  should 
be  sought  from  Parliament  for  a  deviation 
which  would  remove  the  line,  so  that  it 
should  pass  through  property  at  a  distance, 
belonging  to  a  gentleman  who  had  no  idea 
of  anything  of  the  kind  being  contem- 
plated. He  was  informed  that  such  an 
application  would  be  made,  and  if  it  were, 
he  would  pledge  himself  to  bring  forward 
his  letter  and  the  solicitor's  answer,  and 
would  show  that  it  was  one  of  the  grossest 
frauds — to  use  the  mildest  term — ever 
practised  before  a  Committee  of  their 
Lordships'  House.  He  had  said  so  much 
considering  that  he  owed  it  to  the  public  ; 
he  was,  however,  no  enemy  to  railroads ; 
on  the  contrary,  he  wished  to  support  Bills 
for  them  wherever  it  was  prudent  to  make 
them. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 
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Knnnni.^    BOlt,    Beadathimtime:— GnndJinifls'arft- 


laiid).— Retdaflnttiine:— Poor  Rdief  (Tn1aiid){  Prifon 
Rcgiilatiopi. 

PedtioM  presented.  By  Mr.  Bairkb,  Mr.  Catlst,  Mr. 
M'Lkod,  Mr.  PATTisoir,  Mr.  Sbmbaivt  BLACKBomrB, 
and  lersral  oUier  Hon.  Mikbbm,  IVom  Fonrct,  irwrnr, 
Kiddermioiter*  and  other  placet,  for  the  Abolition  of 
Church  Rates.— By  Mr.  W.  Milcb,  Mr.  Gully,  and 
Lord  Fiuivas  Eonroir,  tnm  Bristol  and  other  places. 
fat  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Soap.— By  Mr.  DiLtoif 
BaowNB,  tnm  Armagh,  for  the  Abolition  of  Tithes ;  and 
for  the  Ballot  and  Corporate  Reform.— By  Mr.  Vbbbt, 
fhnn  Medical  Practitioners,  Queen's  County,  ttx  the 
Amendment  of  Grand  Juileaf  Act^By  Mr.  Hbhet  Wil- 
80K,  firom  Stowmarket.  for  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Fira 
Insurances.— By  Messn.  Harot.  HAarBT,  and  Waltbb. 
ftona  KfaigetDo.  Kendal,  and  otherplaeai,  Ibr  Repeal  of 
Pooiwhnr  Amendment  Act. 


New  Poor  Law.]  Mr.  Harvey  said, 
that  while  he  readily  recognised  the  salu- 
tary rule  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  chair  had  laid  down,  and  generally 
enforced,  precluding  all  observations  on 
the  presentation  of  petitions,  except  so  far 
as  to  state  the  names  of  the  petitioners 
and  their  object,  yet  he  felt  assured  that 
the  petition  he  had  to  present,  and  its 
objects,  would  receive  from  the  House  its 
kind  and  prompt  attention,  and  would 
also  afford,  not  only  an  apology,  but  a 
justification,  for  his  calling  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  its  contents,  though 
briefly.  He  should  not  have  pursued 
this  course,  but  for  the  announcement 
which  he  regretted  had  been  made  by 
the  leader  of  his  Majesty's  Government 
in  the  House,  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
restrict  the  motion  of  which  notice  had 
been  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Berk- 
shire (Mr.  Walter),  in  away  that  he  could 
not  help  thinking  would  impair,  if  not 
destroy,  its  utility.  He  had  now  to  pre- 
sent two  petitions,  each  stating  the  same 
matters,  and  aiming  at  the  same  object. 
One  was  signed  by  nearly  10,000  persons 
residing  in  the  town  and  neighbourhood 
of  Merthyr  Tydvil,  and  the  other  signed 
by  1,500  inhabitants  of  Kendal,  West- 
moreland. Both  complained  of  the  harsh 
operation  of  the  Poor-law  Act,  and  more 
especially  of  the  unconstitutional  powers 
which  were  for  the  first  time  conferred 
upon  commissioners,  to  create  and  enforce 
laws,  coeval  in  their  influence  and  in  their 
effect  with  the  positive  powers  of  legisla- 
tion. As  the  subject  would  shortly  come « 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  he 
would  not  go  at  length  into  it  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  But  when  the  House  called  to 
mind  this  circumstance,  and  it  ought  to 
be  strongly  impressed  on  them  that  these 
petitioners,  who  formed  a  great  mass  of 
the  productive  industry  of  the  country, 
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had  no  direct  representatives  in  the  House,  | 
and  that  they  were  only  connected  with  it 
by  the  slender  cord  of  suspicious  sympa- 
thy, he  (Mr.  Harvey)  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  Speaker  would  not  interdict 
him  while  simply  stating;  their  case.  This 
law  was  affecting  them  most  grievously, 
and,  as  they  thought  and  as  he  thought, 
most  cruelly  and  unjustly.  He  would  not, 
however,  illustrate  this  position  further 
than  by  simply  calling  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  facts,  not  furnished  by 
the  petitioners  with  the  object  of  harrow- 
ing up  the  feelings  of  the  House  or  the 
rountry,  but  of  showing  the  real  effects 
of  this  law  upon  their  humble  fortunes. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  statement  to  the 
effect,  that  there  were  in  these  houses 
aged  persons,  who  had  for  many  years 
passed  that  period  when  all  is  sorrow  to 
man — who  had  reached  the  age  of  eighty 
or  ninety  years — who  had  enriched  their 
country  by  the  labour  of  their  youth — 
fathers  and  mothers,  grandfathers  and 
grandmothers — who  had  been  in  the  re- 
ceipt of  2s.  a-week,  had  actually  been 
subjected  to  a  reduction  of  twenty.five 
per  cent,  in  their  incomes.  That  was  the 
way  in  which  the  House  ought  to  look 
at  the  subject. 

The  Speaker  requested  thehon.  Member 
to  confine  himself  to  the  facts  stated  in 
the  petition. 

Mr.  Harvey  said,  if  he  confined  himself 
to  the  facts  stated  in  the  petition,  and 
were  at  liberty  to  enter  into,  and  dwell 
on,  the  facts,  he  should  occupy  far  mure 
time  than  by  calling  attention  to  the  in- 
dividual circumstances;  because,  if  he 
took  this  petition  as  the  text  of  his  re- 
marks, it  would,  in  effect,  open  the  whole 
history  and  operation  of  the  Poor-laws, 
which  would  come  under  discussion  that 
day  week.  But  he  should  be  extremely 
sorry  (whilst  it  was  his  intention  to  bow 
to  the  just  judgment  so  well  exercised) 
that  it  should  go  to  the  world,  that  when 
the  poor,  the  pitiless  and  the  houseless, 
presented  themselves  to  this  House,  it  was 
difficult  for  their  humble  advocate  to  ob- 
tain a  hearing.  And,  therefore,  he  would 
voluntarily  yield  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
Speaker,  rather  than  that  it  should  be 
supposed  it  was  by  a  positive  interdict 
of  tne  House  upon  the  receipt  of  the  peti. 
tions  of  the  people.  With  this  remark  he 
would  bring  up  the  petition. 

Major  Beauckrk  had  been  requested  to 
support  die  prayer  of  the  petition ,  and 


would  do  so  as  shortly  as  possible.  He 
perfectly  agreed  with  many  of  the  ob< 
servations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  preceded  him.  He  considered  the 
law  too  hiirsh  in  its  enactments,  and  re- 
gretted to  learn  that  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  determined  to  resist  a 
Committee  for  a  full  inquiry  into  the 
subject.  He  should  give  his  support  to 
inquiry,  for  which  he  was  convinced  the 
country  loudly  called.  If  there  was 
nothing  to  hide,  why  should  they  refuse 
inquiry  ?  He  would  say  no  more  than 
express  his  hope  that  the  opinions  of  the 
Administration  would  change  on  this 
question. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table, 

Property  Qualification.  ]  Sir 
William  Molesworth  said :  The  ob* 
ject  of  my  motion  is  to  repeal  the 
statutes  of  the  9th  of  Anne,  c.  5,  and  the 
33rd  of  Geo.  2nd,  c,  20,  which  refer 
to  the  property  qualification,  and  the 
statutes  which  refer  to  the  qualification  of 
Members  of  Parliament,  1  seek  to  re« 
peal  those  statutes  more  on  account  of 
their  being  vicious  in  principle,  than  on 
account  of  their  being  productive  of  very 
pernicious  consequences,  though  un- 
doubtedly sometimes  they  are  the  causes 
of  great  individual  hardship.  Sir,  at  the 
period  when  the  first  of  the  statutes  re* 
ceived  the  sanction  of  the  Legislature  it 
was  generally  considered  that  a  great 
principle  of  our  representative  government 
was  infringed  ;  such,  at  least  is  the  account 
given  by  the  contemporary  historians. 
Tindal,  in  his  history  of  the  reign  of 
Queen  Anne,  says— 

''  The  desigp  of  this  (Bill)  was  to  exclude 
courtiers,  military  men,  and  merchants  from 
sitting  in  the  House  of  Commons,  in  hopes 
that,  this  being  settled,  the  land  interest  would 
be  the  prevailing  consideration  in  all  their 
consultations.  They  did  not  extend  these 
qualifications  to  Sootlaod,  it  being  pretended, 
that  estates  there  being  very  small  it  would 
not  be  easy  to  find  men  so  qualifltd  capable  to 
serve.  This  was  thought  to  strike  at  an  es- 
sential part  of  our  Constitution,  touching  the 
freedom  of  elections,  and  it  had  been,  as  ofien 
as  attempted,  opposed  by  the  Ministry,  though 
it  had  a  fair  appearance  of  securing  liberty 
when  all  was  lodged  with  men  of  estates,  yet 
our  gentry  was  become  so  ignorant  and  so 
corrupt,  that  many  apprehended  the  ill  effects 
of  this,  and  that  the  interest  of  trade,  which 
indeed  supports  that  of  land,  would  neither  be 
understood  nor  regarded." 

The  statute  9  AqdOi  Ci  6,  declares  that 
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the  Member  ought  to  be  possessed  of  a 
certain  property  qualification.  Without 
giving  any  powers  for  discovering  one 
fact,  it  merely  obliges  tiie  Member  to 
swear  to  his  qualification.  The  statute 
was  found,  therefore,  to  be  completely  in- 
operative, for  the  petitioner  had  to  prove 
tnat  the  Member  was  not  qualified ;  and 
it  is  evident  that  it  is  impossible  to  prove 
this  negative.  Manv  election  petitions 
were  presented  iu  the  year  1714  under 
this  Act,  all  of  which  were  abandoned  on 
account  of  this  defect  in  the  law.  The  law 
was  then  amended  in  a  somewhat  curious 
manner,  viz.,  by  the  standing  orders  of  the 
House :  various  attempts  were  made  to  con- 
firm the  standing  orders  by  statute  in  the 
years  1731,  1732,  1733,  and  1739;  and 
it  was  not  till  the  year  1760  that  the  law 
was  partially  amended  by  the  statute  33 
George  3rd,  c.  20.  According  to  this 
statute,  every  Member  is  obliged  to  deliver 
in  a  paper  stating  in  what  parish,  &c., 
and  in  what  county,  his  qualification  lies. 
This  law  would  likewise  be  inoperative,  or 
would  be  most  easily  evaded,  if  it  were 
not  for  the  standing  orders  of  the  House 
to  which  I  have  just  referred,  which  re- 
quire the  Member  petitioned  against  to 
state  the  rental  or  particular  of  his  qualifi- 
cation, and  likewise  '*  by  what  conveyance 
or  act  in  law  he  claims  and  devises  the 
same,  and  also  the  consideration, ^f  any, 
paid ;  and  the  names  and  places  of  abode 
of  the  witnesses  to  such  conveyance  and 
payment."  If  these  standing  orders  were 
to  be  repealed,  the  law  would  become 
inoperative  and  be  easily  evaded.  The 
question  generally  before  the  Election 
Committee  is  with  regard  to  the  validity 
or  invalidity  of  the  deed  to  which  I  have 
referred,  and  whether  the  Member  be 
legally  or  equitably  in  possession  of  the 
property  required.  Thus  a  Committee  of 
the  House  is  sometimes  called  u|)on  to 
decide  the  nicest  questions  in  equity  ;  and 
the  decisions  of  hon.  Gentlemen  m  such 
cases  are  seldom  as  much  in  accordance 
irith  principles  of  law,  as  they  are  with 
the  feelings  of  political  partisanship.  No- 
thing can  be  easier  than  to  obtain  a 
fictitious  qualification.  Any  gentleman 
who  has  a  sufficient  sum  at  his  banker's, 
can  obtain  from  his  banker  a  rent-charge 
as  a  mere  matter  of  business,  for  most  of 
the  large  London  bankers  possess  landed 
property.  If  the  gentleman  who  desires 
to  be  qualified  does  not  possess  a  sufficient 
•am  t\  bis  immediate  disposali  he  then 


applies  to  a  friend  or  to  an  attorney,  who 
generally  can  find  amongst  hisclieals  some 
person  of  landed  property  willing  to  grant 
a  fictitious  qualification.  A  deed  is  drawn 
up  conveying  the  rent-charge  required, 
which  deed  never  goes  out  of  the  posses* 
sion  of  the  attorney ;  in  th^resence  of 
two  witnesses  unacquainted  with  the  na- 
ture of  the  transaction,  a  seeming  pay- 
ment is  made  of  the  sum  of  money  whieh 
would  be  required  to  make  the  transactwn 
a  real  one.  If  there  should  be  a  petition, 
then  the  nature  of  the  deed  and  the  con- 
sideration are  stated  to  the  Committee  of 
the  House,  and  the  witnesses  prove  the 
transaction  to  be  a  bond  fide  one.  This  is 
the  safest  and  simplest  mode  of  proceed- 
ing, though  the  expense  of  the  stamp* 
renders  it  rather  more  costly  than  a  deed 
of  gift,  which  probably  would  not  be  con- 
sidered to  be  d^  bond  fide  trftifsaction,  if  the 
majority  of  the  Committee  were  opposed 
in  political  principles  to  the  Member 
petitioned  against.  Any  respectable  at- 
torney will,  for  a  very  trifling  consideration, 
procure  a  ficticious  qualification  for  one  of 
his  clients.  The  question  before  a  Com- 
mitlee  can  seldom  be  whether  the  quali- 
fication is  a  bond  fide  onej  but  whether 
the  Member  is  legally  or  equitably  in  pos- 
session of  the  property.  A  person  must 
be  very  negligent,  or  his  attorney  very 
ignorant,  who  finds  any  difficulty  under 
the  qualification  laws.  Nevertheless,  many 
of  the  Members  of  the  House  are  not 
properly  qualified.  As  for  a  real  and  h<md 
fide  qualification,  it  is  well  known  that 
one-half  of  the  Members  of  Parliament,  if 
not  more,  do  not,  in  reality,  possess  the 
amount  of  landed  property  required,  bat 
sit  here  in  virtue  of  fictitious  qualifications. 
I  applied  to  one  of  my  friends,  an  eminent 
attorney,  well  acquainted  with  this  subject, 
for  information.  I  received  an  answer  from 
him,  a  portion  of  which  I  will  read  to  the 
House,  and  the  perfect  correctness  of  the 
statements  I  have  not  the  slightest  hesita- 
tion in  vouching  for: — "  If  the  law  were 
effective,  it  would  unquestionably  deprive 
the  community  of  the  services  of  many  of 
our  past  and  present  public  men.  Cer- 
tainly many  of  the  old  luminaries  would 
never  have  shone  in  the  British  Legislature. 
Burke,  Pitt,  Fox,  and  Sheridan,  in  my 
early  days,  were  always  notoriously  fictt« 
tiously  qualified.  The  law  has  been 
nearly  inoperative  as  an  exclusion.  Some 
few  *  conscientious'  men  have  refused  to 
enter  the  House  of  Commoos  on  a  fraudu* 
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lent  qoalificmtion ;  periiaps  a  few  men  of 
ccmsidenible  taknt  kive  been  nnable  to 
obtain  •  ficiiiioQS  qualification;  of  tbe 
latier  there  is  knovn  oniT  one  instance ; 
b«t  be  iFOold,  if  qoalified,  have  repre- 
aented  OBe  of  tbe  largest  tovns  in  England. 
Of  tbe  nin&ber  of  tbe  Hoose  of  Coounoos 
ks:ailj  qnalined  {the  Englt^  boroogh 
c^  Mesiben)  I  bare  beaid  manj 
persoBS  and  i^eiits  Tcrsed  in  tbe  election 
aplaa  Tamnshr  speculate.  It  is  gene. 
nJ}T  bei«v«di,  that  one-tbiT^  at  tbe  leisl 
hMwt  nn  him^inf  qnal  ideation.  On  tbe 
c^>c  of  a  disseOLtian  of  Paziianmt,  dozens 
0f  sbm  qnaVmcan^ag  aav  made  by  so> 
Bdtxos^  mfx  dra  vii  ai>d  smled  br  conaggL 
One  sidliriiar  ir  London  k  kncrnn,  in 
"^  tehs^mable  ci^c^es^'  as  a  ccstksan  ^rbo 


Speaker  than  at  any  other  time.  Many 
posthumons  qualifications  are,  it  is  well 
known,  ante-dated;  but  no  honourable 
attorney  will  lend  himself  to  sach  an  ad- 
ditional frand.  The  usual  mode  is  (for 
safety)  to  pay  in  cash  before  two  witnesses, 
tbe  lender  contriving  to  return  the  pur- 
chase-money immediately,  and  which  is 
commooly  borrowed  of  a  banker  for  two 
or  diree  days.  Also  the  parties  provide 
tbemselfes  with  an  actuary's  valuation  on 
tbe  purchaser's  life,  as  giving  a  more 
actual  chaiacter  to  the  transaction. 
Friends  often  give  promissory  notes  for 
the  qualification  instead  of  the  money. 
UsnaUy  tbe  vender  holds  possession  of  the 
deed*  In  many  cases  the  witnesses  are 
sent  abroad,  if  a  petition  be  presented. 


vill  *  qoaii^^  asTcandidsie.  ^re^ectfthhr  ^  To  be  brief,  and  being  at  tbe  end  of  my 
sacmdocied  ui  Emu"^  iar  ]  C^.V.^  indndmc  •  fM^T^*  the  law  is  a  disgrace  to  the  statute 
tbe  sttn^  Fm  snlicmtrs  of  tbe  bi£:be^  book,  and  ought  to  be  burned  by  the 
sasAKtt  «nd  tm^n^sci^mabie  ir^tegritT,  do  [cDsamon  hangman.''  Having  shown  that 
WA  acrapk  Tt^  sianniactnTY  qn&«^catkiiis. '  tbe  picsent  law  is  inapplicable  and  easily 
h  )» |<cwa%ISr  a  wn^^bas^  «  Uni  cr  .  eraded,  I  contend  that  it  ought  not  to  be 

Ireebo^  bme^     Mr« ^  a  swx^essfrl    an>ended,  but  repealed ;   and  in  calling 

<*T>^>iaie  for  ac*umTT  in  15^?1,  irt«i  ts  npon  tbe  House  to  repeal  it,  I  do  not 
^na^inc^tvas  ^oas^  df*inaT)3<>d  cia  tW  bast«  pgopoae  an  innovation,  but  to  return  par- 
91^^  ^  $iii£  K-\kiV  T«'^  bav^  pciM  Mit  of  tiallT  to  tbe  ancient  system,  when  there 
)»»{»{iHr^a7t«M^ba:|r^  on  W  T>obk  hr».  |  woa  no  property  qualification,  and  the 


tW^  ^tsaaift.  e»ic«9f<d^i»iM<dJaK*iT  K^nstw  ]  electois  w«i^  to  a  great  extent,  entitled  to 
1  ba^  |«K>f«iiiv«4  »iaT,T  of  tb<'  «iwie  was^te  clioose  wbonisoever,  amongst  themselves, 
fiti^  aiM  va)«K^V«$  3«v*nsM9)tSH  la  1  ^^\  !  tbey  tbongbt  fit,  and  tbe  person  so  chosen, 
a  f^t^»4  <<ffnine  v«^Ka^  r^vWi^^W  ia  fcnd^  '  eren  against  bb  will,  conld  not  refuse  to 
«!»£  |K!«»Mial  i^TV^ftT^  >  ^rii$  w^iijiTiT^:  j  scTve.    A  case  of  this  kind  occurred  in 

tbe  y«ar  16^24,  when  Sir  Thomas  Escourt 
was  elected  against  his  will  for  Gloucester- 
shire. I  find  one  of  the  questions  before 
tbe  Committee,  according  to  Glanville,  in 
this  case  is,  whether  Sir  Thomas  Escourt 
was  d%ible  against  his  own  consent  and 
desire;  and  it  was  held  clearly  ''that  he 
was,  and  that  no  man,  being  lawfully 
cbosett,  can  refuse  tbe  place;  for  tbe 
coantv  and  cooimonwealth  have  such  an 
interest  in  every  nan,  that  when  by  law* 


tor  a  «i«8»5f»ra  K^r\^*K'K  in  ^^^job  a  <^^r.u^ 

wn$  <^rta«n.    Tmy*  d«v$  Wfc^Tf  b«t  Icarinr 

I^VHix-vr,  T^*K  V.«!  <sMv$i:»;orr:is  or  rfctW 

tHt  buT^ri^  Sikvcsi  of  jbt  K>r<vRjr>im<m^r 

W  >a«a*  ix$<4iatir^  m^kK  b**  hcthoaght 

l)>f*t»c)f  tbut  be  bad  «Mv  qna)i^>caiion.     I 

lM>d  bw  ^lolvi^Ar  tVcibfritb  iij  twelve  boars 

$ravr  biia  «ae  ^a  a  kA  of  old  fntehold 

bo«i«ia«    R«  dfd  Y>M  fa»:  bis  check  for 

tb<^  w«naid<<raTioa  :  ii  mas  fyOTUions  ia  that 

tw^'^.    r^<»biibSr  la  tbisca^e  tbe  want! 

<»f  a  q>fMi)i^>ats^  Wr,W  nexw  bai^  be«a  ;  tnl  election  be'is 


W!^»<vt<yi,  Oani^HUic*  on  tbe  bnstinss 
f»<*Kvr»A»?jK  tfiTNiT  t<>  and  $t*te  amb^wottm 
^t^^^rlK^  iqnalilk^tion^k  and  bavesbifb^d 
tWift  ^Iksh  Kvig<(«d  in  tbe  Howse.  t>ne 
%y»ll-knowa  <^5X'  <4  xhh  sf»e^i«i  oocnrr^ed 
in  a  <»ir>on^  port,  ^^imv  lb**  pa^^inc  of  tbe 
Reform  Tvill.  Mai\\  ^aw  qnaljl>cation* 
affe  tnadi*  afr<?i  tb*'  r^nrwi,  and  l>ofore 
M<*ml>er?itf*ke  tb<^ii  aw^ti^.  tboir  consciences 
Wing  f^^mksr  as  to  <ico]ftrmjj  tbow«»elves 

rklifkyl  on  tb<^  Utrer  occft^tion.    M^*^  of 
*e    inTorrcg:Tt«m    qnati^caiions    were 
tnadi^  ppcvioni.  to  th^  vote  for  tbe  (M^esevil 


to  this  public 
^crrice,  be  cannot,  by  any  unwillingness 
and  refesal  of  bis  own,  make  himself  in- 
capable, Ibr  ibat  were  to  prefer  the  will 
or  contentment  of  a  private  man  before 
die  desire  and  satisfbction  of  the  whole 
country;  and  a  ready  way  to  put  by  the 
sufiktentest  men,  who  are  commonly  those 
who  least  endeavour  to  obtain  the  place." 
Hie  ancient  principle  of  constitutional  law 
is  evidently  this,  that  the  electoral  body 
sbo^iM  be  permitted  to  select  as  their 
ix'presentatives  the  persons  whom  they 
cott^^  to  be  fittest,  and  that  tbe  free 
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clioice  of  an  intelligent  body  of  electors 
is  a  fitter  proof  of  the  qualification  of  the 
member  than  any  test  which  can  be  de- 
sired in  any  law ;  for  the  fitness  of  an  in- 
dividual to  be  a  representative  depends 
npon  his  ability  and  willingness  to  perform 
the  duties  of  a  legislator.  These  are 
mental  qualifications,  which  can  hardly  be 
ensured  by  any  test  specified  by  law. 
The  only  tests  which  have  ever  been  pro- 
posed to  be  employed  are  either  age,  pro- 
fession, or  mode  of  life,  or  property.  As 
for  age,  some  persons  propose  to  exclude 
young  men,  as  being  apt  to  be  too  rash 
and  too  extravagant ;  but  for  the  contrary 
reasons  old  men  ought  to  be  excluded,  as 
being  far  too  slow  and  inert.  In  this 
respect  the  constituent  body  is  the  best 
judge,  with  whom  youth  has  ever  been 
and  ever  will  be,  to  a  certain  degree,  an 
objection ;  if  on  either  side  an  exclusion 
be  made,  it  should  be,  as  in  the  case  of 
judges  in  America,  with  regard  to  old 
men,  in  favour  of  whom  generally  a  pre> 
judice  exists.  With  regard  to  the 
qualification  of  property,  it  is  certainly 
no  test  of  the  intelligence  or  knowledge 
of  an  individual;  on  the  contraxj,  the 
possession  of  considerable  property  is  apt, 
by  the  command  over  pleasures  and 
luxuries  which  it  confers  to  tempt  an  in- 
dividual away  from  those  laborious  pur- 
suits by  which  alone  knowledge  can  be 
obtained;  the  ease  with  which  most  of 
the  desires  of  a  rich  man  can  be  gratified 
generally  prevents  his  intelligence  being 
shaipened  in  the  same  manner  as  it  would 
be  if  he  could  not  satisfy  his  wishes  with 
so  little  labour,  but  was  obliged  carefully 
to  search  for  the  means  of  attaining  his 
ends.  Thus  the  possession  of  considerable 
property  is,  on  the  whole,  unfavourable  to 
the  development  of  the  mental  energies, 
and  if  property  be  taken  as  a  test  at  all, 
it  should,  when  in  considerable  amount, 
rather  be  considered  as  a  test  of  disquali- 
fication than  of  being  qualified.  The 
qualification  of  property  is  generally  ad- 
Tocated  on  the  grounds  that  a  person 
possessing  a  certain  amount  of  property  is 
said  to  have  a  greater  stake  in  the  country, 
and  that  he  is  less  liable  to  be  biassed 
by  motives  arising  from  his  own  pecuniary 
interests.  As  for  the  greater  stake  in  the 
country,  the  poorest  men  are  more  in- 
terested in  good  laws  and  good  govern- 
ment than  the  richest — a  law  which  de- 
stroys the  former  merely  injures  the  latter. 
The  poor  are  easily  oppressed — the  rich 


generally  can  take  care  of  themselves.  It 
is  intelligence  which  teaches  the  real 
value  of  preserving  the  security  of  pro- 
perty, and  of  aiding  the  accumulation  of 
capital.  The  mere  feeling  of  clinging  to 
property,  which  results  from  the  possession 
of  property  unaccompanied  by  intelligence, 
not  unfrequently  endangers  the  security 
both  of  property  and  of  capital.  It  is  in- 
telligence, therefore,  which  is  required, 
and  of  that  property  is  no  test,  as  1  have 
already  shown.  As  for  property  being  a  se- 
curity for  the  honesty  of  any  person,  I  most 
utterly  disbelieve  it ;  undoubtedly  a  needy 
man  is  generally  a  dishonest  man ;  but  neea 
does  not  depend  somuch  on  the  amount  of  a 
person's  property,  as  on  the  proportion  be- 
tween his  desires  and  his  means  of  grati- 
fying them.  Of  this  proportion  the 
possession  of  a  certain  amount  of  property 
is  no  test.  It  is  said  that  a  poor  man  is 
more  apt  to  sacrifice  the  interests  of  the 
community  for  his  own  private  interests 
than  a  rich  man.  By  no  means  ;  for  all 
men  will  sacrifice  the  interests  of  the  com- 
munity to  their  own  interests  if  there  be  a 
conflict  between  those  interests,  and  they 
can  do  so  with  impunity.  Now  there  is 
as  often  a  conflict  between  the  interests  of 
the  rich  and  the  interests  of  the  commu- 
nity as  there  is  between  those  of  the  poor 
roan  and  those  of  the  community.  The 
one  may  sometimes  desire  power,  and  the 
other  money ;  but  all  history  proves  that 
both  generally  desire  both,  and  that  the 
only  security  in  such  cases  is  strict  re- 
sponsibility, enforced  in  the  case  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  by  the  greatest  publicity 
given  to  all  their  acts,  and  by  frequent 
elections.  It  is  argued  sometimes  that  a 
person  ought  to  possess  a  certain  amount 
of  property  in  order  to  be  enabled  to  de- 
vote his  time  to  his  Parliamentary  duties. 
The  question  here  concerns  the  want  of 
leisure  supposed  to  be  indicated  by  a  want 
of  property.  That  the  possession  of  con« 
siderable  property  is  no  proof  of  the  in- 
dividual possessing  abunaant  leisure  may 
easily  be  proved  by  the  number  of  learned 
lawyers  in  this  House,  all  of  whom  swear 
that  they  possess  at  least  300/.  a-year  in 
landed  property,  and  all  of  whom  briefless 
or  not,  would  equally  swear  that  they 
never  have  a  moment's  leisure  from  their 
legal  avocations.  Upon  the  ground  of 
want  of  leisure,  all  bankers,  merchants, 
all  persons  in  business,  should  equally  be 
excluded.  Who,  then,  would  remain  in 
this  august  assembly  ?    The  country  gen- 
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llemen  to  be  the  represeotatives  of  the 
intelligence,  the  integrity,  the  wisdom, 
and  the  leisure  of  the  community !  This 
is  a  consummation  for  which  I  should  hy 
DO  means  devoutly  pray,  though  Provi- 
dence has  kindly  placed  me  in  that  most 
respectable  and  most  favoured  class.  With 
regard  to  the  want  of  leisure^  it  must 
always  be  remembered  that  a  few  minutes 
of  the  sagacity  of  one  man  is  worth  whole 
centuries  of  the  dulness  of  another;  of 
this  difference  a  certain  amount  of  pro- 
perty can  be  no  test ;  of  this  the  judg- 
ment of  rational  beings  can  be  the  only 
indication ;  and  to  the  free  choice  of  the 
constituent  body  the  option  ought  to  be 
left.  It  is  for  this  assembly  to  determine 
what  rules  and  regulations  ought  to  be 
enforced  upon  its  members,  and  if  those 
rules  and  regulations  should  be  incon- 
sistent with  the  profession  of  the  member, 
he  would  then  either  abandon  his  profes- 
sion or  his  seat.  Very  few  regulations  of 
this  kind  exist,  though  I  should  think  it 
by  no  means  inadvisable  that  some  rules 
should  be  made,  by  means  of  which  there 
might  be  a  greater  division  of  employment 
amongst  the  Members  of  this  House.  I 
think,  Sir,  I  have  sufficiently  shown  that 
neither  age,  nor  profession,  nor  mode  of 
life,  nor,  least  of  all,  property,  are  tests 
either  of  the  intellectual  or  moral  fitness 
of  an  individual  to  be  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  it  ought  to  be  left  alone  to  the  free 
choice  of  the  independent  electors.  For 
this  reason  I  ask  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
I3ill  to  repeal  the  two  statutes  to  which  I 
have  already  referred. 

Mr.  Leader^  in  seconding  the  motion, 
addressed  the  House  as  follows  :  The  pre* 
sent  law  of  qualification  for  Members  of 
Parliament  is  one  which  would  be  very 
mischievous  were  it  rigidly  enforced,  and 
which  is  very  absurd,  being  as  it  is  almost 
entirely  inefficient.  According  to  the 
principles  of  representation,  the  electors 
ought  to  have  the  power  to  select  as  their 
representatives  any  man  whom  they  may 
consider  fit  to  represent  them,  without 
having  their  choice  circumscribed  within 
the  narrow  limits  of  any  pecuniary  quali- 
fication whatever ;  but  m  a  great  com- 
mercial country  to  compel  the  electors  to 
select  their  representatives  from  persons 
possessing  one  particular  sort  of  property, 
namely,  property  in  land,  is  so  clearly  con- 
trary not  only  to  all  the  principles  of  re- 
presentative government,  but  so  repug- 
nant to  the  interests  of  the  community, 


and  80  glaringly  opposed  to  reason,  that  it 
is  scarcely  crediole  that  any  persons  should 
be  found  in  the  present  day  to  uphold  so 
unjust  and  so  unreasonable  a  law.  Al- 
though easily  evaded,  th^  mere  existence 
of  the  law  produces  a  bad  effect  in  a  mo- 
ral point  of  view,  and  has  engendered  low 
and  mercenary  feelings  in  a  great  portion 
of  the  constituencies,  by  directing  their 
attention  chiefly  to  a  candidate's  pecuniary 
qualifications;  for  the  law  requires  no- 
thing of  a  Member  but  that  he  should  be 
twenty-one  years  of  age,  and  of  a  sufficient 
landed  estate,  as  if,  forsooth,  a  man's  se* 
natorial  capacity  were  to  be  measured  by 
the  acre.  It  has  thus  taught  many  con- 
stituencies to  look  upon  the  mere  wealth 
of  a  candidate  as  the  only  test  of  his  fit- 
ness, and  to  regs^rd  a^  a  dangerous  mem* 
ber  of  society  the^man  who  may  offer  him- 
self for  their  sufirag'es  unsupported  by  the 
possession  of  miich  money  or  of  much 
land.  Besides  exciting  this  low  and  mer- 
cenary feeling,  it  is  unjust,  as  it  prevents 
the  electors  from  exercising  their  franchise 
freely  in  the  choice  of  their  representative! 
You  say  to  the  electors,  "  You  may  select 
a  representative,  but  you  shall  select  him 
from  a  certain  class  only.'*  Now,  suppos- 
ing in  the  class  thus  separated  by  the  pri-* 
vilege  of  qyalificaiion  from  the  rest  of  the 
community  the  electors  cannot  find  a  man 
fairly  and  honestly  to  represent  their  in- 
terests, and  that  out  of  the  pale  of  the 
privilesred  class  th^y  know  a  man  who 
would  m  their  opinion  so  represent  them 
•— ^  man  who  has  l3een  to  them  a  good 
neighbour  and  a  zealous  friend — ^who  has 
gained  their  esteem .  by  bis  conduct,  and 
their  admiration  by  his  talent — who  has 
proved  to  them  that  he  has  the  head  to 
understand,  the.^ear.t  to  maintain,  and 
the  tongue  to  eiffojov  their  interests,  and 
wishes,  and  opinil6ia$.'^et  if  such  a  man  be 
not  one  of  the  quaTtnld  in  land  he  cannot 
represent  them  in  ParHament.  You  may 
say  to  him  in  the  words  of  the  Roman 
satirist, 

''  Eit  animus  tibi,  rant  mores  el  lingua  fidesqoe 
Si  quadriogenlis  sex  septem  millia  dednt 
Piebseria.** 

You  may  be  a  man  of  talent,  courage, 
eloquence,  and  honesty — you  may  possess 
the  hearts  and  receive  the  votes  of  your 
friends  the  electors;  t)ut  if  you  have  not 
land  enough  to  qualify  you  for  a  seat 
you  never  can  be  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  In  such  a  case  the  electors 
have  no  alternatiTe  but  to  be  misrepre* 
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Mnted.  Another  eyii  of  this  law  isi  tha) 
where  it  does  not  cause  blind  or  merce- 
nary snbservieDcy,  it  us  lessly  creates  a 
jealousy  on  the  part  of  the  unqualified 
and  the  mass  of  the  people  against  those 
who  are  fortunate  enough  to  possess  the 
necessary  qualification.  But  we  are  told 
that  it  is  so  easy  to  evade  the  law,  by 
procuring  a  fictitious  or  a  temporary  quali* 
fication,  that  no  man  is  really  kept  out  of 
the  House  by  its  operation.  Supposing 
for  a  moment  this  to  be  the  case  (which  it 
is  not)  it  is  but  a  poor  argument  in  favour 
of  a  law  that  it  is  so  easily  evaded  as  to 
be  almost  inoperative.  If  the  law  be  a 
good  one»  that  would  be  an  argument  for 
atrengthening  it;  but  it  cannot  be  an 
argument  for  the  continuance  of  a  bad 
law.  As  to  the  origin  of  this  law,  and  the 
objects  of  those  who  introduced  it^  a  brief 
consideration  of  them  may  be  useful,  in 
order  chiefly  to  show,  that  if  ever  any  ne- 
cessity existed  for  such  an  enactment,  that 
necessity  now  no  longer  exists.  Up  to  the 
commencement  of  the  eighteenth  century 
no  pecuniary  qualification  was  required 
from  Members  of  Parliament.  Those  honest 
and  independent  Members  who  in  the 
seventeenth  century  resisted  the  tyranny 
of  the  Stuarts,  and  laid  the  foundation  of 
our  political  freedom,  were  chosen  by 
their  fellow-citizens  freely  and  unre- 
strictedly; no  landed  qualification  was 
required  from  them ;  yet  that  man  must 
be  indeed  sanguine  who  expects  to  see 
assembled  within  these  walls  a  body  of 
men  more  zealous  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty,  more  intelligent  or  more  learned 
mcoording  to  the  learning  of  the  day, 
more  truly  patriotic  or  more  truly  fit  to 
represent  the  opinions  of  the  country.  In 
1696  a  Bill  for  qualifying  Members  passed 
the  Commons.  The  city  of  London  and 
several  other  places  petitioned  against  it ; 
amongst  others  the  city  of  Exeter  peti- 
tioned to  the  following  effect  :— 

**  That,  according  to  the  qualifications  of  the 
said  Bill,  many  persons  who  have  not  estates  in 
land,  though  gf^at  personal  estates,  and  pru* 
dent  citicens,  will  oe  rendered  incapable  to 
serve  in  Parliament  for  the  said  city,  and 
praving  that  the  ancient  rights  and  privileges 
of  tne  said  city  may  be  preserved .'' 

This  petition  was  received  after  a  division 
of  seventy  to  fifty-nine.  The  good  citizens 
of  Exeter  were  not  then  aware  (it  seems) 
of  the  facility  of  evading  the  said  law»  or 
pevbaps  evasion  was  not  so  easy  in  those 
days.    In  oooseqaence  of  these  petitions 


a  rider  was  added  to  the  Bill  enabling  any 
merchant  to  serve  for  a  place  where  he 
should  himself  be  a  voter,  on  making  oath 
that  he  was  worth  5,000^  in  money,  thus 
rendering  the  Bill  rather  less  objectionable, 
as  it  made  it  rather  less  exclusive  than 
the  present  law.  This  Bill  was,  however, 
rejected  by  the  Lords,  but  in  1711  a  Bill 
for  a  similar  purpose  met  with  more  suc- 
cess in  the  House  of  Lords,  as  well  as  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  was  passed  into 
a  law.  This  law  is  the  foundation  of  the 
present  Qualification  Act,  and  the  provi- 
sions of  it  must  be  so  well  known  to  every 
Member  of  the  House,  that  it  would  be  a 
mere  waste  of  time  to  enumerate  them. 
In  order,  however,  to  show  the  object  and 
design  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  I  have 
taken  a  few  short  extracts  on  the  subject 
from  two  well-known  authors.  In  the  5 1st 
number  of  Tke  Examiner -^not  The  J5x- 
arniner  of  the  present  day — like  it  in 
talent,  but  very  different  in  politics — in 
Swift's  Examiner  of  March,  1711 — there 
is  the  following  notice  of  the  Qualification 
Bill:— 

*'  As  the  present  House  of  Commons  ii  the 
best  representative  of  the  nation  that  has  ever 
been  summoned  in  our  memories,  so  they  have 
taken  care  in  their  first  Session  by  that  noble 
Bill  of  qualification,  that  future  Parliaments 
should  be  composed  of  landed  men,  and  our 
properties  be  no  more  at  the  roercv  of  those 
who  have  none  themselves,  or  at  least  only 
what  is  only  transient  or  imaginarv.  If  there 
be  any  gratitude  in  posterity  tne  memory 
of  this  assembly  will  be  always  celebrated." 

However  property  in  the  funds,  leases,  and 
shipping  may  have  been  then  considered, 
they  are  certainly  not  now  looked  upon 
as  "  transient  and  imaginary."  The  pro- 
phetic powers  of  so  far-seeing  a  man  as 
Dean  Swift  are  here  proved  to  be  but 
small,  for  posterity,  instead  of  being 
grateful  for  this  '*  noble  Bill,**  partly 
evades  it  and  partly  wishes  to  abolish  it 
entirely.  Again  in  the  45th  number,  June 
1711,  he  says: — 

''  The  Qualification  Bill,  incapacitating  all 
men  to  serve  in  Parliament  who  nave  not  some 
estate  in  land,  either  in  possession  or  certain 
reversion,  is  perhaps  the  greatest  security  that 
ever  was  contrivea  for  preserving  the  Con* 
stitution,  which  otherwise  might  in  a  little  time 
be  whoUy  at  the  mercy  of  the  moneyed  in« 
terest." 

The  Bill  was  not  equally  acceptable  to 
all  persons.  Here  is  the  notice  of  it  by 
Boye^^— 

^  This  Bill  was  not  generally  approved,  for 
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many  obserred,  that  by  restraining  the  election 
of  knights  of  shires  to  estates  of  600/.  a  year^ 
and  for  citizens  and  burgesses  to  300/.,  men 
ifvho,  by  their  natural  and  acquired  abilities, 
experience  and  skill  in  business,  are  the  fittest 
to  senre  their  country  in  Parliament,  may 
happen  to  be  excluded,  and  men  of  never  so 
inaifferent  parts  chosen,  if  but  qualified  in 
land.  That  this  Act  subjects  the  titles  as  well 
as  the  yalueof  a  great  many  estates  (upon 
controverted  elections)  to  the  inquisition  of  the 
House  of  Commons;  that  it  may  cause  the 
frequent  splitting  of  freeholds  either  real,  to 
the  decay  of  good  families ;  or  occasional,  and 
thereby  be  a  further  cause  of  land  stock- 
jobbing and  perjury.  That  it  may  prove  a 
great  detriment  to  trade,  by  excluding  the 
proper  trustees  for  it,  and  committing  the  pro- 
tection of  it  to  the  landed  men  only,  which  is 
a  great  alteration  of  our  Constitution,  it  being 
originally  intended  that  corporations  should  be 
represented  by  some  of  their  own  party." 

From  these  extracts,  it  is  easy  to  see  that 
the  object  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  was 
to  enlarge  and  conBrm  the  power  of  the 
landed  interest,  which  was  even  then,  by 
sach  enactments,  attempting  zealously  to 
restrain  and  keep  down  the  moneyed  or 
trading  portions  of  the  community ;  there 
may  also  have  been  on  the  part  of  some  of 
them  an  honest  fear  of  an  increase  of 
power  on  the  part  of  the  Crown,  and  a 
sincere  desire  by  this  act  to  uphold  the 
popular  or  country  party  against  the  cor- 
rupting influence  of  the  court.  It  would 
be  quite  superfluous  to  notice  the  various 
and  mighty  changes  which  have  since 
taken  place  in  the  balance  of  property 
and  power,  and  which  renders  this  Act 
utterly  useless  now  in  the  view  in  which  it 
was  first  proposed.  The  Act  of  171 1  was, 
however,  found  to  be  so  inoperative,  that 
in  1760,  another  and  a  more  stringent 
act  was  proposed  and  partly  passed  into  a 
law.  It  is  thus  mentioned  by  Smollett :— « 
''  Subterfuges  were  discovered,  by  means  of 
which  this  law  (meaning  the  law  of  1711), 
relating  to  the  qualifications  of  candidates, 
was  effectually  eluded.  Those  who  were 
not  actually  possessed  of  such  estates, 
procured  temporary  conveyances  from 
their  friends  and  patrons,  on  condition  of 
their  being  restored  and  cancelled  after 
the  election.  By  this  scandalous  fraud 
the  intention  of  the  Legislature  was  frus- 
trated,''  &c.  '*  Through  this  infamons 
channel  the  Ministry  had  it  in  their  power 
to  thrust  into  Parliament  a  set  of  venal 
beggars,  tvho,  as  they  depended  on  their 
bounty,  would  always  be  obsequious  to 
their  will,  and  vote  according  to  direction, 


without  the  least  regard  to  the  dictates  of 
conscience,  or  to  the  advantage  of  their 
country.  The  mischiefs  attending  such  a 
vile  collusion;  and,  in  particular,  the 
undue  influence  which  the  Crown  must 
have  acquired  from  the  practice,  were 
either  felt  or  apprehended  by  some  honest 
patriots,  who,  after  divers  unsuccessful 
efforts,  at  length  presented  to  the  House  a 
Bill,"  &c.  This  Bill  was  finally  passed  as 
the  33rd  George  2nd,  c.  20.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  are  versed  in  the  affairs  of  this 
House,  can  say  whether  this  Act  has  had 
its  intended  effect,  and  prevented  all 
fictitious  and  temporary  qualifications  or 
not.  In  Hallam's  Constitutional  History, 
the  whole  case  is  thus  briefly  and  ably 
stated : — **  The  country  gentlemen  who 
claimed  to  themselves  a  character  of  more 
independence  and  patriotism  than  could 
be  found  in  any  other  class,  had  long  en- 
deavoured to  protect  their  ascendency  by 
excluding  the  rest  of  the  community  from 
Parliament.  This  was  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  which,  after  being  frequently 
attempted,  passed  into  a  law  during  the 
Tory  Administration  of  Anne,  requiring 
every  Member  of  the  Commons,  except 
those  for  the  Universities,  to  possess  as  a 
qualification  for  his  seat  a  landed  estate, 
above  all  encumbrances,  of  300/.  a-year. 
By  a  later  Act  of  Geoi^e  2nd,  with  which 
it  was  thought  expedient  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  to  gratify  the  landed  in- 
terest,  this  property  must  be  stated  on 
oath  by  every  Member  on  taking  his  seat; 
and,  if  required,  at  his  election.  The  law 
is,  however,  notoriously  evaded,  and 
though  much  might  be  urged  in  favour  of 
rendering  a  competent  Income  the  condi.. 
tion  of  eligibility,  few  would  be  found  at 
present  to  maintain,  that  the  freehold 
qualification  is  not  required  both  uncon- 
stitutionally, according  to  the  ancient 
theory  of  representation,  and  absurdly, 
according  to  the  present  state  of  property 
in  England.^  Such  is  a  brief,  and  1  be- 
lieve, a  fair  sketch  of  the  history  of  the 
Qualification  Acts.  After  thus  seeing  the 
objects  of  the  promoters  of  the  Act,  the 
preamble  is  rather  amusing :  it  is  ^'  for 
securing  the  freedom  of  Parliaments,'* 
when  it  ought  rather  to  have  been,  if 
truth  had  been  regarded,  ''  an  act  for 
securing  the  power  of  the  landed  interest, 
and  restraining  the  freedom  of  election.'* 
The  exemptions  from  the  operation  of  the 
act  also  require  some  comment.  First, 
we  find  exempted  the  eldest  son  or  heir 
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apparent  of  any  Peer  or  Lord  of  Parlia- 
loent,  or  of  any  person  qualified  to  serve 
as  a  knight  of  the  shire.     Now,  though 
the  Peer  or  great  proprietor  may  be  a 
very  respectable  or  a  very  rich  roan  (it 
amounts  to  nearly  the  same  thing  in  the 
common  acceptation  of  the  term),  yet  it 
by  no  means  follows,  that  his  son  and 
heir  should  inherit  his  good  qualities  as 
well    as    his  privileges;    he    may    have 
anticipated  his  reversionary  wealth, — he 
may  be    the    most    profligate    and    the 
poorest  of  his  class,  yet  he  may  dispense 
with  the   vulgar   form    of  qualification. 
But  the  strangest  part  of  this  exemption 
is,  that  the  very  Peer,  whose  son  might 
claim  it  might  perchance  not  be  himself 
in  the  position  of  a  qualified  person,  for 
no    qualification    whatever    is    required 
from  a  man  who  is  made  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Lords.    The  Crown  can 
thus  make  hereditary  legislators  from  any 
class,  while  the  people  can  select  their 
representatives  only  from    one    class, — 
namely,  the  class  qualified  by  the  pos- 
session of  landed  property.    The  Mem- 
bers for    the  Universities  are  next  ex- 
empted.     This  exemption  was  perhaps 
introduced  out  of  a  kmd  feeling  towards 
the  scholars,  likely  to  be   returned  by 
those  learned  bodies,  in  the  ide&  that 
scholarship  and  poverty  were  frequently 
companions,  or  to  add  one  more  to  their 
exclusive  privileges,  or  perchance  from 
a  profound  knowledge  of  the  learned  cor- 
porations, which  led  the  promoters  of  the 
Act  to  be  well  assured,  that  none  but 
rich  and  powerful  men  would  be  consi- 
dered qualified  to  represent  the  seats  of 
learning  and  religion,  or  have  a  chance  of 
gaining  the  votes  of   the   learned    and 
reverend  electors.    Lastly,  we  find  the 
exemption  of  the  Members  of  that  part 
of  Great  Britain   called  Scotland  —  the 
plea  assigned  for  this  exemption   is  the 
smallness  of  estates  in  that  country ;  that 
is,  the  poverty  of  the  land.     Now,  not- 
withstanding  the  exemption  and  the  plea, 
it  so    happens,   that    no    men    in    this 
House  are  superior  in  any  quality  which 
makes  men  good  citizens  and  able  legis- 
lators   to    the     Scotch    Members.      No 
pecuniary  or  landed  qualification  is  re- 
quired from  them,  and  yet  they  not  only 
possess    every  other  qualification  in  an 
eminent  degree,  but  it  has  been  remarked, 
that  of  all  the  Scotch  Members,  there  has 
scarcely  ever  been  one  who  was  not  a 
man  of  ample,  or  at  least  of  independent; 


private  fortune.  It  is  strange,  that  the 
exemption  should  not  have  been  extended 
to  Irish  Members,  as  well  as  to  Scotch 
Members ;  for  up  to  the  time  of  what  is 
called  the  Union  no  qualification  but 
residence,  and  a  forty-shilling  freehold 
was  required  from  Members  of  the  Irish 
House  of  Commons ;  and  even  that  quali- 
fication had  been  repealed  by  14  George 
drd,  c.  58,  as  having  "  been  found  by 
long  usage  to  be  unnecessary,  and  as 
having  become  obsolete.''  The  same 
words  may  justly  be  applied  to  our  ex- 
isting acts,  with  this  addition,  that  they 
are  foolish,  mischievous,  and  inefficient. 
Nothing  has  been  said,  because  nothing 
was  required,  as  to  the  inefficiency  of  the 
law ;  it  is  as  notorious  as  the  most  com- 
monly-received fact,  that  the  law  of  qua- 
lification is  a  mere  legal  cobweb  which 
disfigures  the  statute-book,  and  which 
small  ffies  as  well  as  great  can  break 
through  with  perfect  ease.  Ireland  has 
indeed  lost  the  services  of  two  of  her 
representatives  through  the  operation  of 
the  act  in  this  very  Parliament— but  that 
was  chiefly  owing  to  some  oversight  in 
the  manner  of  making  out  the  necessary 
qualification.  These,  then  (it  appears  to 
me),  are  the  reasons  for  repealing  the 
present  qualification  law;  it  is  bad  in 
principle — contrary  to  the  ancient  con- 
stitution— ^unjust  to  the  electoral  body. 
It  is  notorious  to  all  men  accustomed  to 
parliamentary  business,  that  it  is  so  easily 
evaded  as  to  be  almost  entirely  inoperative ; 
the  object  for  which  it  was  passed  has 
been  entirely  defeated ;  if  ever  a  neces- 
sity for  it  existed,  no  necessity  for  it  exists 
now.  Its  existence  in  the  case  of  Eng- 
land, Ireland,  and  Wales,  produces  no 
good  ;  its  absence  in  the  case  of  Scotland 
causes  no  evil ;  but  its  continuance  in 
the  statute-book,  though  almost  a  dead 
letter,  has  caused,  and  does  still  cause, 
a  bad  moral  efiect  on  the  constituencies. 
There  is  no  good  reason  for  allowing  it  to 
remain  in  existence ;  it  has  long  ceased 
to  have  any  force ;  and  there  are  many 
reasons  for  its  repeal.  This  being  the 
case,  I  confidently  call  on  the  House  to 
agree  to  the  motion  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  East  Cornwall. 

Mr.  A  rihur  Trevor  could  not  avoid  ex- 
pressing his  opinion,  that  a  more  obnox- 
ious or  objectionable  measure  than  that 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet  had  never 
been  suggested  in  that  House.  It  was 
even  so  mischievous  in  its  tendencyi  that 
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he  felt  justified  in  at  once  taking  the  sense 
of  the  House  against  its  admission.  The 
present  measure  was  one  of  no  ordinary 
importance.  The  object  of  it  evidently 
was,  to  attempt,  to  lessen  the  dignity 
of  that  most  respectable  and  important 
class  in  the  country— the  Country  gentry 
of  England.  He  recollected,  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  said,  that  Providence 
had  placed  him  in  that  class.  He  deeply 
regretted,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  had  so 
much  forgotten  the  bounty  of  Providence, 
as  to  propose  a  motion  of  this  kind.  With 
respect  to  the  arguments  adduced  by  the 
lion.  Member  for  Bridgewater,  in  support 
of  the  motion,  he  would  only  say,  that 
he  did  not  consider,  that  there  was  any 
force  or  weight  in  them.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  that  there  had  been  so  many 
changes  since  the  commencement  of  the 
last  century,  that  property  had  so  much 
increased,  and  wealth  was  diffused  among 
so  many  classes  of  the  community,  that 
they  should  get  rid  of  the  qualification  as 
being  altogether  unnecessary.  Now,  in 
his  opinion,  this  was  an  additional  reason 
for  maintaining  the  law.  Those  who 
aspired  to  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that 
House,  should  have  something  like  a  stake 
in  the  country,  instead  of  men  without 
any  property  being  elected  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people.  It  was  said, 
that  the  present  law  was  often  evaded ; 
they  should  not,  on  this  ground,  get  rid 
of  It,  but  take  such  steps  as  would  put 
it  in  force.  At  the  present  time,  when 
novelty  was  the  order  of  the  day,  it  might 
appear  to  be  impolitic  to  endeavour  to 
oppose  what  was  called  the  tide  of 
improvement,  but  which,  in  his  opinion, 
was  nothing^  more  nor  less  than  the  tide 
of  innovation  ahd  mischievous  inter- 
ference. By  getting  rid  of  the  qualifi- 
cation, they  would  open  the  door  for 
men  to  vet  into  that  House,  who  would 
have  to  legislate  on  property,  in  which 
they  had  not  the  least  Interest.  This 
certainly  might  be  a  good  argument  with 
those  who  had  no  property ;  but  he  was 
sure,  that  it  would  have  no  influence  in 
that  House.  To  such  as  regarded  the 
maintenance  of  the  dignity  of  that  House, 
and  who  also  believed,  that  the  security 
of  property  would  be  best  upheld  by  those 
who  had  some  interest  in  it,  he  would 
say,  that  he  was  satisfied,  that  there  was 
not  a  single  individual  who  would  not 
divide  with  him  against  the  proposition  of 
the  hen.  Baronet.    He  would  only  add, 


that  he    was    determined    to  take    the 
sense  of  the  House  on  this  motion. 

Mr.  Ewart  was  not  going  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  at  any  length,'  but 
he  could  not  suffer  the  question  to  go  to 
a  vote  without  making  a  few  observations. 
He  was  exceedingly  glad  that  the  hon« 
Member  who  had  just  addressed  the 
House  had  risen  to  oppose  the  motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  for  by  doing  so  he  vin- 
dicated the  former  proceedings  of  the 
party  to  which  he  belonged  on  this  sub. 
juct.  It  ought  not  to  be  forgotten  that 
it  was  the  Tories  of  the  time  of  Queen 
Anne  who  introduced  a  Bill  imposing  a 
lapded  qualification  on  Members  of  t  at 
House.  He  was  glad  to  find  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  had  risen  in  opposi- 
tion to  his  (Mr.  £wart*s)  hon.  Friend's 
proposition ;  for  he  begged  the  House  to 
recollect  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
was  enabled  to  sit  in  that  House  without  a 
property  qualification ;  he  was  qualified 
by  being  the  son  of  a  Peer.  The  hon. 
Member  bad  stated  that  the  doors  of  that 
House  were,  under  the  present  law,  open 
to  any  man  of  talent  in  the  country  who 
could  get  a  constituency  to  elect  him. 
This,  however,  was  not  the  case ;  for  was 
the  hon.  Member  not  aware  that  one  of 
the  most  distinguished  men  of  the  last 
century  was  excluded  fVom  that  House  in 
consequence  of  not  possessing  the  proper 
qualification.  Again,  there  was  a  recent 
case  of  a  man  of  eminent  abilities  being 
excluded  from  the  House  on  this  ground 
to  which  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  object  on  the  ground  of  ortho- 
doxy—he alluded  to  the  case  of  Dr. 
Sou  they,  who  was  elected  Member  for  a 
borough,  and  who  did  not  take  bis  seat, 
because  he  could  not  conscientiously  swear 
to  the  possession  of  a  qualification.  The 
Acts  which  it  was  now  proposed  to  repeal 
were  founded  on  the  assumption  that  the 
amount  of  wealth  was  equivalent  to  the 
amount  of  independence.  This  was  a 
most  absurd  and  fallacious  notion ;  for  a 
person  of  comparatively  small  income,  pro* 
vided  he  lived  within  it,  was  certainly  in 
more  independentcircumstancesthan  a  man 
of  large  possessions  whose  wants  exceeded 
his  income.  As  a  remarkable  instance 
of  the  union  of  comparative  poverty  and 
independence,  he  would  refer  to  a  well* 
known  circumstance  connected  itith  the 
life  of  that  pure-minded  and  distinguished 
tnan,  Andrew  Marvel  a  name  that  could 
never  be  forgotten  in  connexlioo  with  the 
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liittory  of  this  couDtry.  Who  gouU  for- 
get the  muarkable  oWervattoii  of  the  Barl 
of  Da&by,  ^o  waited  upon  the  patriot  in 
his  boinfole  lodging  for  the  purpose  of  cor* 
tuptiog  him^  and  who,  oo  observing  his 
frugal  repast,  turned  to  his  attendant)  and 
iaid--^^'  Damn  the  man  ;  it  is  impossible 
to  tempt  htm/'  Previous  to  the  year 
17 10,no  property  qualificatipn  was  required 
in  a  Member  of  Parliament.  In  that  year 
the  Tory  majority  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons chose  to  dictate  this  Bill,  which  Lord 
Godolphih  add  the  Whigs  of  that  day^  to 
their  honoar,  resisted  to  the  utmost,  and 
he  (Mr.  Ewart)  was  sure  that  he  should 
find  that  theWhigs  of  the  present  day  would 
follow  the  example  of  their  ancestors  with- 
respect  to  the  object  of  the  present  motion. 
Nothing  could  be  more  absurd  than  that  the 
son  of  a  Peer  should  be  admitted  without 
a  qualiiicationi  when  it  was  possible  that 
the  Peer  did  not  possess  any  landed  pro- 
perty. For  instance,  he  would  take  the 
case  of  the  sotv  of  a  bishop ;  such  a  per- 
son, if  elected  a  Member,  might  take  bis 
seat  without  a  qualification!  virtuie  ori'^ 
guiit.  It  appeared  that  Scotland  had 
bean  without  a  pecuniary  qualification  for 
its  Members,  and  no  country  could  be 
more  admirably  represented  than  that 
part  of  the  empire  was.  Was  it  not 
notorious  that  the  Scotch  representa- 
tives were  the  best  Members  in  that  House 
always  acting  independently,  and  were  the 
constant  scourge  of  the  Tory  Members 
opposite  ?  The  present  state  of  the  law 
on  this  subject  was  contrary  to  sound 
principles  of  morality,  and  was  of  not  the 
least  practical  utility.  A  property  qualifi* 
cation  of  any  description  would  be  evaded 
in  the  same  way  that  a  land  qualification 
had  constantly  beeit.  The  example  of 
Scotland  triumphantly  showed  that  the 
real  question  as  to  a  candidate's  qualifica- 
tion to  sit  in  Parliament  could  be  left  with 
the  utmost  safety  to  the  good  sense  and 
discretion  of  the  electors  ;  and  there  was 
no  reason  for  supposing  that  the  elec- 
tors of  England  were  less  endowed  with 
good  sense  and  discretion  on  this  matter 
than  thoso  of  Scotland.  Me  should 
warmly  support  the  boo.  Baronet's  motion. 
Mr.  Warbmrton  remarked,  th^t  if  he 
was  not  mistaken,  he  heard,  during  the 
discnssion  of  the  Reform  Bill,  a  noble 
Lord,  then  Chancellor  of  the  Eitchequer, 
but  now  a  Member  of  the  other  House  of 
Parlianenty  obaerve>  that  a  gentleman  not 
poasassed  of  a  leaded  qualification,  but 


possessed  of  personal  property,  ne? f  r  hkd 
any  difficulty  in  procuring  a  colouxmblo 
qualification.  Now,  what  the  noble  Lord 
recommended  indirectly,  he  recommended 
the  House  to  do  directly.  If  property  of 
any  description  would  procure  a  quali6ca- 
lion  for  that  House,  he  did  not  say  thnt 
they  should  get  rid  of  a  landed  qualifica- 
tion, but  that  they  should  at  least  allow 
another  kind  of  property  to  confer  a  quali- 
fication as  well  as  landed  property*  He 
believed  there  were  many  Gentlemen  who 
did  not  wish  to  get  rid  of  a  qoalificatloti 
altogether,  but  who  admitted  the  other 
principle,  that  every  description  of  pro- 
perty ought  to  give  a  qualification.  Hon* 
Members^  then,  who  entertained  these 
sentiments  oaght  not  to  array  themselves 
against  the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  be^^ 
cause  when  they  got  into  Committee  an 
opportunity  would  present  itself  of  modi^ 
fying  the  Bill  by  the  introduction  ofclailsea 
framed  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  every 
description  of  property  to  confer  a  quali- 
fication. 

Mr.  Maclean  would  only  trouble  the 
House  with  a  few  words  in  reply  to  the 
observations  which  had  fallen  from  tbw 
hon.  Members  opposite.  For  his  owh 
part,  he  could  not  conceire  that  the  objects 
for  which  the  qualification  in  question  had 
been  originally  introduced  were  no  longer 
desirable  or  practicable,  nor  could  he  bring 
himself  to  believe  that  circumstances  had 
so  materially  changed,  that  the  House  was 
called  upon  to  declare  that  no  qualifica* 
tion  was  necessary  for  admission  among 
its  Members.  He  might  be  disposed  to 
entertain  the  proposition  that  all  property 
should  in  this  respect  be  placed  on  the 
same  footing,  but  to  the  second  he  eould 
not  agree — namely,  that  because  he  might 
not  be  unfriendly  to  a  qualification  of  this 
kind,  he  was  bound  to  permit  this  Bill  to 
be  introduced,  that  Bill  being  to  abolish  all 
property  qualification,  for  the  purpose  of 
modifying  it  in  Committee,  by  the  intro» 
duction  of  clauses  enacting  that  personal 
property  should  confer  a  qualificatmn  as 
well  as  real  estate.  But,  in  point  of  fact, 
those  who  had  personal  property,  rarely 
were  unable  to  procure  a  landed  qoalifica« 
tion.  He  remembered  the  case  of  a  Mr. 
Fairley,  who,  when  he  was  going  up  to  the 
pell  after  dinner,  recollected  that,  although 
he  was  possessed  of  some  landed  property, 
be  had  not  enough  to  give  him  a  quulifica'* 
ttbn,  he  having  at  the  same  time  personal 
property  to  the  amount  of  100,000i.    Ha 
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sabsequently,  after  the  election,  made  a 
hanajide  purchase  of  real  estate,  more 
than  sufficient  for  a  qualification,  but  it 
was  decided  that  the  purchase  was  made 
too  late,  and  that  he  was  disqualified  to 
sit.  Now,  there  was  a  case  which  he 
thought  did  call  on  the  House  for  a 
remedy.  He  was  not  prepared  to  assert 
that  men  with  sufficient  personal  property 
were  not  equally  eligiblew  ith  those  who 
possessed  a  qualification  arising  from 
landed  estate,  but  he  must  say  that  he 
looked  with  some  suspicion  on  a  Bill 
which  was  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
abolishing  all  property  qualification  what- 
ever. If  they  permitted  a  Member  to  be 
introduced  from  the  body  of  the  canaille, 
if  it  should  so  happen^  they  would  have  a 
qualification  in  the  case  of  the  electors, 
while  they  had  none  in  the  case  of  the 
elected.  They  would,  therefore,  advance 
a  step,  and  a  very  material  one,  towards 
universal  suffrage.  Now,  under  these 
circumstances,  he  thought  that  the  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  who  were  not  quite  pre- 
pared to  say  that  they  preferred  so  ex- 
tended a  system  of  voting  as  universal 
suffrage,  should  not  further  that  object  by 
supporting  the  present  motion.  He  could 
not  but  admire  the  new-born  zeal  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  for  their  practice  of 
the  Constitution.  It  was  really  delightful 
to  see  them,  when  they  were  accused  of 
wishing  to  destroy  the  Constitution,  taking 
measures  to  restore  it  to  its  pristine  vigour, 
and  re-establish  the  system  of  representa- 
tion which  formerly  prevailed.  He  had 
only  risen  to  sa}[  a  few  words,  and  there- 
fore he  would  not  trespass  on  the  House 
longer. 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  seemed 
greatly  alarmed  lest  this  measure  should 
constitute  a  step  to  the  system  of  universal 
suffrage.  That  was  the  ancient  practice 
of  the  Constitution — and  yet  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  laughed  at  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Cornwall,  because  he  was 
in  this  instance  inclined  to  support  our 
ancient  institutions.  The  difference  between 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Cornwall 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  was,  that  the  former  would  support 
such  of  our  ancient  institutions  as  were 
good,  and  would  abolish  such  of  them  as 
were  bad,  whilst  the  latter  supported  them 
all  indiscriminately  and  drew  no  distinction 
between  the  good  and  the  bad.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 


ber whether  the  Constitution  of  England 
dated  from  the  10th  of  Queen  Anne  ?    He 
contended  that  those  persons  who  were 
qualified  to  elect,  ought  if  a  constituency 
approved  of  them,  to  be  also  qualified  to 
be  elected ;  and  that  the  contrary  doctrine 
—-which  insisted  upon  a  pecuniary  qualifi- 
cation for  the  elected — imposed  a  grievous 
restriction  upon  the  electors.    In  Scotland 
the  electors  were  simply  called  npon  to 
elect  an  honest  man.     How  could  they 
in  Scotland  elect  an  honest  man  — since 
they  were  not  bound  to  elect  a  rich  man  ? 
The  hon.  Member  referred  in  support  of  his 
opinions  to  an  extract  from  a  treatise  on  the 
electoral    system    by     Mr.     Bayley,    of 
Sheffield — a  treatise  which  he  eulogised  as 
well  worthy  the  perusal  of  every  Gentle- 
man who  wished  to  do  his  duty  by  the 
country.    In  that  treatise  Mr.  Bayley  said, 
that "  the  effect  of  a  pecuniary  qualification 
was,  to  narrow  the  choice  of  the  electors, 
and  that  it  was  a  limitation  which  was 
scarcely  ever  of  any  service,  whilst  on  many 
occasions  it  very  probably  did  great  harm/' 
He  fully  agreed  with  Mr.  Bayley  in  that 
sentiment.  It  did  harm,  and  great  harm  for 
it  excluded  from  Parliament  manymoral  and 
religious  men  who  were  too  independent  tobe 
influenced  by  a  court,  and  too  intelligent 
to  be  deluded  by  the  artifices  c^a sophistical 
Minister.    *'  It  had  given  rise/'  continued 
Mr.  Bayley»  "  to  perjury  to  a  very  great 
extent ;"  and  that  was,  in  his  opinion,  a 
sufficient  reason  why  it  ought  to  be  abolidi-* 
ed.     He  called  upon  those  who  arrogated 
to  themselves  all  the  virtue,  and  sanctity, 
and  religion  of  the  House  to  join  with  him 
in  getting  rid  of  this  abominable  system  of 
falsehood  and  perjury.  He  had  his  eye  upon 
several  Gentlemen  who  had  always  religi<m 
in  their  mouths,  and  who  yet  were  staii^ 
supporters  of  the  present  system.    With 
their  eyes  turned  op  and  their  hands  turned 
out,    they  were    perpetually    exclaiming 
'  Will  you  not  obey  thedictatesof  God  ?  Will, 
you  not  acknowledge  an  over-ruling  Provi- 
dence V  He  should  look  upon  such  gestures 
and  such  language  as  sheer  hyprocrisy,  if  they 
did  not  join  in  the  attempt  to  abolish  a 
system  which  led  to  such  continual  per- 
jury.   The  present  law  did  not  prohibit 
'  the  electors  from  electing  as  their  repre- 
sentatives a  fool,  a  gambler,  a  seducer  of 
innocence,  a  liar  and  a  swindler,  provided 
he  had  the  necessary  amount  of  landed 
property.   No  matter  what  his  miscondact 
might  be,  no  matter  how  ignorant  aiul 
how  illiterate  he  might  prove,  the  electors 


4i6 


Propiriji 


{F£B.  14} 


Qualifieaiim. 


M6 


were  not  prohibited  from  sendini^  any  man 
who  bad  the  necessary  property  qualifi- 
cation to  Parliament  —  they  were  only 
prohibited  from  electing  the  moral,  and 
religionSy  and  independent  man,  who  had 
not  the  necessary  amount  of  dirty  acres. 
In  conclusion,  he  insisted  that  there  was 
BO  nse  in  imposing  a  pecuniary  qualification 
which  was  every  day  evaded,  and  he  there- 
fore hoped  that  the  House  would  give  his 
hoD.  Friend  leave  to  introduce  his  Bill 
abolishing  qualifications  for  Members  of 
Parliament  altogether. 

Lord  F.  Egerton  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  laid  down  the 
proposition  that  whoever  was  fit  to  be  an 
elector  was  also  fit  to  be  elected.  Now,  if 
that  were  true,  the  converse  of  his  propo- 
sition was  not  unlikely  to  be  true  also — 
namely,  that  as  the  qualification  of  the 
elected  was  abolished,  the  same  rule  ought 
to  be  applied  to  the  qualification  of  the 
elector. 

Mr.Htcm^,  in  explanation,  observed,  that 
what  he  had  said  was,  that  the  persons 

analified  to  elect  might,  if  the  electors 
lottght  fit,  be  elected. 

I^rd  F.  Egerton  had  understood  the 
hoQ.  Member  to  say  so,  and  was  arguing 
that  the  efiect  of  his  proposition  was  to 
do  away  with  the  qualification  of  the 
electors,  as  well  as  with  that  of  the  elected. 
The  one  proposition  followed  as  a  corollary 
from  the  other,  and  that  being  the  case, 
he  should  oppose  the  introduction  of  the 
present  measure,  as  it  looked  like  the  first 
step  to  universal  suffrage. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  when  universal 
suftrage  should  be  proposed  to  the  adoption 
of  the  House, — and  he  hoped  that  it  would 
soon  be  proposed  to  its  adoption, — the 
argument  against  it  must  be  founded  on 
stronger  reasons  than  the  imaginary  fears 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Members  opposite, 
if  they  intended  it  to  prove  successful.  He 
should  certainly  support  the  present  motion. 
Scotland  had  at  present  no  pecuniary 
qualification.  Ireland  had  no  pecuniary 
qualification  up  to  the  period  of  the  Union. 
England  had  no  pecuniary  qualification  in 
the  reign  of  the  Edwards,  the  Henries,  the 
Charleses,  and  the  Jameses ;  and  it  was 
not  till  the  glorious  reign  of  Queen  Anne 
that  it  was  imposed.  It  was  introduced  at 
that  time  for  party  purposes,  was  it  right  to 
keep  it  up  for  party  purposes  now  ?  It  had 
beensaidthat  '*  mischief  was  so  precious  a 
thing  that  it  ought  not  to  be  thrown  away  or 
wasted  needlessly."  He  would  say  to  the 
VOL.  XXXVI.  { 22} 


hon.  Member  for  Durham,  who  had  that 
evening  made  what  he  called  his  first 
attempt  at  opposition,  that  opposition 
was  so  precious  a  thing  that  it  ought  not 
to  be  wasted  or  thrown  away  upon  any 
measure  affecting  the  rights  of  those  whom 
he  had  been  pleased  to  call  the  '*  lower 
orders,"  and  whom  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  had  styled  the  canaille. 
All  Englishmen  were  equal  in  the  eyes  of  the 
law.  What  Englishman  was,  or  could 
be,  lower  than  the  hon.  Member  for-Dur- 
ham? 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  asserted,  that  he 
had  not  said  one  word  in  his  speech  about 
the  lower  orders. 

Mr.  itfac/ean  admitted  that  he  had  used 
the  word  "  canaille/*  but  the  House  knew 
well  what  he  meant  by  it.  Was  there  not 
a  canaille  in  every  country? 

Mr.  CyConnell  appealed  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ox- 
ford, in  support  of  his  notion,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Durham  had  used  the 
words  "  lower  orders."  He  repeated,  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  talked  about  the 
lower  orders.  He  believed  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  also  said,  that  there  was  a  tag* 
rag  and  bob-tail. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor :  I  appeal  to  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  is  authorised  by  the 
usages  of  Parliament,  in  imputing  to  me 
ad  libitum^  expressions  which  I  never  used, 
and  which  I  have  already  disclaimed.  I 
did  not  speak  of  the  lower  orders.  What 
I  said  was,  that  one  of  the  evils  likely  to 
accrue  from  the  introduction  of  the  present 
measure  was  this — that  a  mendicant  in 
the  streets  might  be — I  did  not  say  that 
he  would  be — sent  into  this  House  to 
legislate  for  those  who  had  millions  of  pro* 
party.  I  never  used  any  f^uch  expression  as 
tag-rag  and  bob* tail.  The  phrase  belongs 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  own 
vocabulary. 

Mr.  O'Connell  admitted  that  he  might 
have  been  mistaken  on  the  point ;  but,  if 
so,  his  mistake  had  also  been  shared  in 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ox- 
ford. [Mr.  Maclean  :  '*  No.'*}  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford,  however, 
admitted  that  be  had  used  the  word,  "  i»* 
nailleJ'  Now  he  objected  to  the  use  of 
the  word  "  canaille*'  quite  as  much  as  he 
did  to  the  words  *'  lower  orders.''  It  was 
an  expression  which  ought  not  to  be  ap- 
plied to  any  portion  of  the  freemen  of 
England.  He  wanted  a  plain  answer  to 
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this  question — **  Does  the  possession  of  a 
pecuniHry  qualification  increase  the  moral 
value  of  the  party  enjoying  it  ?"  He  also 
wanted  to  know  wheiher  there  was  not  a 
tendency  in  human  nature  to  respect 
wealth,  and  whetiier  wealth  had  not  a 
preponderating;  influence,  when  it  was 
directed  a^ainft  the  rivalry  of  the  poor  ? 
The  wealthy  roan,  in  a  contest  with  the 
poor  man,  had  inducements  to  offer  which 
were  not  wiihin  the  poor  man's  reach. 
Was  it  not  then  clear,  that  if  the  poor 
man  succeeded  against  the  rich  man,  in  a 
popular  election,  he  must  compensate  by 
the  higher  qualities  of  talent  and  virtue 
for  his  want  of  wealth  ?  If  elected  under 
such  disadvantages,  would  he  not  enter 
the  House  with  a  stamp  of  merit  impressed 
on  him,  by  his  constituents  raising  him 
high  above  the  standard  of  mere  wealth  ? 
He  contended,  that  they  ought  to  leave  to 
the  people  of  England  the  same  unre- 
stricted choice  of  representatives  that  was 
now  enjoyed  by  the  people  of  Scotland. 
Had  the  hon.  Members  opposite,  who,  in 
their  eagerness  to  get  up  Conservative 
operative  societies,  had  found  it  expedient 
to  court  and  flatter  the  *'  canaille** — had 
those  hon.  Members  a  right  to  place  them- 
selves in  the  gap,  and  say,  *'  a  Bill  for 
abolishing  pecuniary  qualifications  for 
Members  of  Parliament  shall  not  be 
brought  in  ?*'  Such  language  was  not 
couched  in  that  spirit  of  courtesy  which 
the  hon.  Members  opposite  had  displayed  of 
late  towards  the  people,  for  the  purpose  of 
cajoling  them  out  of  their  votes.  He  ad- 
vised them  not  to  set  the  people  again  at 
defiance,  by  stating  that,  however  intelli- 
gent, however  moral,  and  however  virtuous 
they  might  be,  they  ithould  have  no 
entrance  into  that  House,  unless  they  were 
blessed  with  the  gifts  of  fortune.  He 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  allow  this  Bill  to  be  brought  in. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  he  had 
certainly  come  down  to  the  House  pre- 
pared to  support  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cornwall,  had  it  been  couched 
in  the  same  terms  in  which  it  was  entered 
in  the  order-book — that  is,  had  it  been  a 
Bill  to  amend,  and  not  to  abolish,  the  laws 
with  regard  to  the  property  qualification 
of  Members  of  Parliament.  He  had  come 
down  prepared  to  contend,  that  it  was  not 
expedient  to  make  laws  which  you  did  not 
wish,  and  which  you  did  not  expect  to  be 
obeyed.  No  one, 'he  believed,  now  thought 
it  necessary  that  a  Member  of  Parliament 


for    a    city    or    borough  should   possess 
300/.  a-year    in    landed    property.     All 
seemed    to   be  agreed    that  a  merchant 
worth  500,000/.,  should  have  a  right  to 
sit  in  the  House,  even  though  he  were 
not  in  possession  of  an  acre  of  land.     He 
did  not  think  it  expedient  that  they  should 
hold  out  to  the  country,  that  they  were 
determined  to  retain  on  the  statute-book  a 
law,  which  was,  or  might  be,  the  constant 
subject  of  evasion.     Besides,  the  present 
law  was  not  a  part  of  our  ancient  consti- 
tution.    He  believed  that  our  cities  and 
boroughs  anciently  sent  to  Parliament  as 
their  representatives,  men  who  were,  strict- 
ly speaking,  citizens  and   burgesses,  and 
who,  as  such,  followed  some  trade  or  pro- 
fession, and  were  not  persons  enjoying  a 
landed  qualification.  How  had  the  change 
with  respect  to  qualification  been  brought 
about  ?     It  was  effected  in  the  reign  of 
Queen  Anne^  owing  to  the  jealousy  which 
then  unfortunately  prevailed   between  the 
landed    and   the   trading  interest.      The 
trading  interest  was  known  to  be  favour- 
able to  the  Hanoverian  succession,  and  to 
those  principles  of  liberal  policy  which  did 
not  suit  the  taste  of  the  landed  gentry. 
To  check  the  increase  of  the  trading  in- 
fluence,  the   landed    interest   introduced 
into  our  Pailiamentary  system  an  innova- 
tion, whereby  the  citizens  and   burgesses 
representing  our  cities  and  boroughs  were 
no   longer  citizens  and  burgesses  in   the 
strict  sense  of  the  term,  but  gentlemen  with 
landed  qualifications.     He  thought  that  it 
would    be   a   great  improvement,   if  the 
House  were  to  adopt  some  such  amend- 
ment of  the  law  of  qualification,  as  that 
which   had   been    proposed   by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport.      It  scarcely  ever 
happened  that  a  Gentleman  took  his  seat 
in  that  House,  without  being  in  possession 
of  some  property,  but  it  happened  very 
often,  that  gentlemen  took  their  seats  in  it 
in  consequence  of  evading,  and,  he  might 
even  say,  of  committing  a  fraud  upon,  the 
law.     He  therefore  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member   for  Bridport,  that  it  would  be 
better  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the 
pecuniary  qualification  of  Members  of  Par- 
liament, than  to  abolish  it  altogether.    He 
did    not  apprehend    that  any  great   evil 
would  ensue,  even  if  the  property  qualifi- 
cation  were  to   be  abolished   altoisether, 
for  he  believed  that  the  sense  of  the  people 
of  England  might  fairly  be  trusted   with 
the  election  of  their  representatives.     He 
thought  it,  however,  better  to  have  %  Bill 
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introduced,  amending  the  prpsent  law  of 
qualification,  in  which  the  changes  neces- 
sary to  be  made  might  be  considered  in 
detail  in  the  Committee,  than  to  have  the 
property  qualification  abolished  at  once 
altogether.  That  being  his  opinion,  he 
could  hardly  bring  himself  to  vote  for  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cornwall, 
in  its  present  form. 

Sir  William  Molesrvorth  said,  that  the 
terms  of  the  motion,  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  bad  been  erroneously  entered  in 
the  order-book.  There  had  been  some 
mistake  about  them  ;  for  he  had  never  in- 
tended to  brin^  in  any  other  Bill  than 
that  on  which  his  motion  was  founded, 
and  that  was  ^  Bill  for  abolishing  the 
property  qualiBcation  altogether. 

Mr.  Charles  Bullet  recommended  his 
bon.  Friendj  the  Member  for  Cornwall,  to 
adopt  the  suggestion  thrown  out  by  the 
noble  Lord,  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's 
Government,  as  it  was  likely  to  lead  to  a 
practical  result,  and,  as  the  present  was 
not  a  time  for  disputing  about  the  splitting 
of  straws,  he  thought  that  there  ought  to 
be  as  few  lies  on  the  statute-book  as  pos. 
sible,  and  this  Property  Qualification  Act 
was  a  very  great  lie  indeed.  The  propo- 
sition of  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  as  to  the 
necessity  of  electors  being  without  qualifi- 
cation if  the  elected  were,  was  a  striking 
non  seguitur,  and  amounted  to  as  great 
an  absurdity  as  the  proposition  of  Dr. 
Johnson — 

"  Who  drives  fat  oxen  should  himself  be  fat.** 

Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
seemed  to  think,  that  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment who  had  little  or  no  property,  could 
not  be  honest.  Now,  in  the  course  of  his 
short  political  life,  he  had  met  with  some 
dishonest  politicians  in  that  House,  and 
-he  must  say  this,  that  some  of  the  richest 
■  ^'^n  in  Parliament,  had  been  the  dirtiest 
&».  ^  shabbiest  fellows  in  politics  that  he 
ha-,  -^-ver  known.  He  might  not  be  a 
disinterested  witness  on  this  point,  as  he 
himself  was  known  to  be  a  poor  man. 

Viscount  Ebrington  also  recommended 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cornwall  to  adopt 
the  suggestion  of  his  noble  Friend  below 
him,  and  to  bring  in  a  Bill  in  conformity 
with  the  terms  in  which  his  motion  was 
entered  in  the  order- book.  At  the  same 
time,  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Cornwall 
were  not  prepared  to  accede  to  that  sus^- 
gestton,  he  should  be  prepared  to  give  his 
vote  in  favour  of  the  hon.  Member's  pre- 
tent  proposition.     In  former  times^  when 
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Peers  of  Parliament  nominated  Members 
for  cities  and  boroughs,  at  tneir  pleasure, 
and  when  one  facetious  Peer  threatened  to 
send  his  black  servant  as  a  Member  into 
that  House,  a  property  qualification  might 
have  been  of  some  service ;  but  it  could 
not  be  of  any  service  now  that  the  people 
had  recovered  their  place  in  the  constitu- 
tion, and  were  enabled  to  choose  their 
own  representatives.  When  he  knew  that 
men  of  high  honour,  but  of  small  fortune, 
did  not  scruple  to  accept  a  property  qua- 
lification from  their  friends,  and  to  swear 
at  the  table  that  they  had  a  suflficient  pro- 
perty qualification,  ah  hough  they  had 
taken  it  on  the  express  understrindingthat 
they  vv(  re  not  to  touch  any  portion  of  its 
proieeds, — v.hen  he  knew  that  there  had 
hem  hundreds  of  <uch  cases  in  former 
Parliaments,  and  that  there  might  be 
hundreds  of  such  cases  in  this  P.irliament, 
he  conld  not  refrain  from  thinking  that  it 
was  high  time  to  make  a  change  in  the 
law  on  the  subject.  If  he  wanted  another 
reason  for  getting  rid  of  this  strange  ano- 
maly in  the  law  of  England  and  Ireland, 
he  could  find  a  sufficient  one  in  the  ex- 
ample of  Scotland.  He  would  ask,  what 
Members  of  the  House  were  better  quali- 
fied to  perform  their  Parliamentary  duties, 
what  Members  were  more  enlightened  or 
more  independent,  than  those  who  were 
sent  to  them  from  Scotland,  and  from 
whom  no  pecuniary  qualification  was  de- 
manded ?  Considering  the  present  law, 
then,  to  be  mischievous  in  its  eflTects,  and 
to  be  still  more  mischievous,  in  being 
deemed,  by  common  consent,  inoperative, 
he  should  certainly  vote  in  favour  of  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cornwall, 
in  case  he  pressed  it  to  a  division.  Before 
he  sat  down,  he  could  not  help  calling 
upon  the  House  to  look  at  some  late  pro- 
ceedingrs  of  their  own.     It  was  not  more 

TV  , 

than  three  or  four  nights  since  a  Committee 
had  been  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
fabrication  of  fictitious  votes  in  Scotland. 
Now,  with  what  consistency  could  they 
examine  into  the  fabrication  of  fictitious 
votes,  on  behalf  of  the  electors,  when  they 
refused  to  entertain  a  measure  for  getting 
rid  of  fictitious  qualifications  on  the  part 
of  the  elected  ? 

Mr.  Wakley  should  not  have  said  a 
word  upon  the  present  occasion,  had  it 
not  been  for  an  expression  which  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham. 
That  hon.  Member,  in  opposing  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Billi  had  aaked  this  ques* 
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tion^'<  Why  are  «e  sent  here ?  Are  we 
not  sent  here  to  protect  the  landed,  and 
the  monied,  and  the  commercial  interests 
of  the  country  ?"  What  a  question  was 
that  for  a  letfislator  to  ask  I  Was  that  all 
that  hon.  Members  were  sent  to  that 
House  for?  Were  they  not  sent  there  to 
protect  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the 
people  of  England  ?  [Hear!  hear!]  The 
hon.  Men.ber  for  Durham  cried  "  Hear, 
hear,**  but  these  were  points  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  entirely  forgotten  and 
omitted  from  his  speech. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  rose  to  order,  but 
The  iS^eaifrcr  in  formed  him,  that  it  was  not 
in  his  power  to  enter  into  any  explanation 
of  his  words  then,  without  the  It^ave  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbiiry,  who  was  in 
possession  of  the  House.  When  that  hon. 
Member  hnd  concluded  his  observations, 
then  If  oiiid  be  the  time  for  the  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  Durham  to  pxphiin. 

Mr.  Wahley  wouhl  intimate  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Durham,  that  the  people  re- 
quirt  d  their  rights  and  liberties  to  he 
protet-ted  in  ihut  Housp«  and  what  rights 
weie  more  imp  rtunt  than  the  rights  of 
labour?  and  vet  ihev  were  wholly  un- 
reprcMiited  in  that  House.  He  repeated, 
tli.it  they  were  unreptesented  \\\  that 
House.  Why.  were  noi  the  wc»rking  men 
of  this  coiiutrv  in  a  cnn^iant  state  of 
HiiXKty,  fiom  ihe  belief  th  it  \\\^y  were 
wmn.eii  in  llial  House,  and  that  they  had 
no  oiip  ^♦•vir'-ely  in  it  !o  chvimpiun  tlieir 
fMns4  ?  He  slioiitd  he  glad  tn  see  some 
woikiiig  nieii  •^ittiiit:  iii  ihat  House — for 
suie  lit  was.  that  llie  ronntrv  would  never 
he  in  H  peruiituent  s«taie  of  peace  until 
some  wiiikiuif  men  did  sit  within  its  walls. 
If  siM'h  inen  had  seats  in  that  House,  thev 
would  learii  >ometl>iiijr  of  ihe  diffirultieK 
\«  tiich  ohsTrurted  ?ii^  course  of  legi>laiion, 
Hiiii  having  H(  quired  tliat  knowledge, 
would  cniumunttaie  to  their  friends  out  of 
doois.  the  various  ob«tacles  which  stood 
in  the  way  of  making  good,  sound,  and 
ii*eful  legislation.  There  were  not  thou- 
sands, hut  liiillions,  of  workmen,  v«ho  felt 
that  they  were  not  adequately  represented 
in  that  House.  Whv,  he  would  ask,  was 
300/.  a-year  fixed  as  a  property  qualifica- 
tion for  a  Meuiber  of  Parliament?  B  'Cause 
it  was  supposed  that  those  who  had  300/ 
a-vear  within,  would  sympathise  with  those 
who  had  300/.  a-year  whhout  the  walls  of 
Parliament.  He  whs  astounded  that  I  he  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  had  made  such 
immense  exertions  during;  the  ftutaoin  to 
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get  up  ConservatiTe  operative  aMOciationi, 
— in  which  he  could  say,  from  his  own 
knowledge  of  the  feelings  of  the  working 
classes,  that  they  had  miserably  failed,— 
he  was  astounded,  he  repeated,  that  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  should  not  exhibit  some 
sympathy  with  the  working  classes,  by 
allowing  the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  which 
would  operate  so  much  to  their  advantage. 
He  hoped,  notwithstanding  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord,  that  he  should,  upon 
reflection,  be  induced  to  vote  for  the  mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet.  The  noble  Lord 
would  find  himself  grossly  deceived,  if  he 
thought  that  the  course  he  was  pursuing 
could  conciliate  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House ;  such  a  course  could 
not  conciliate  enemies,  and  was  gi^tly 
calculated  to  shake  the  confidence  of 
friends.  Its  effect  upon  the  people  would 
he,  to  excite  in  their  minds  a  feeling  that 
they  had  been  betrayed,  and  "he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say,  that  until  a  radical  change 
took  place  iu  the  constitution  of  that 
House,  the  opinion  would  be  very  gene* 
rally  entertained  out  of  doors,  that  the 
people  were  not  fairly  represented. 

Mr.  i4.  Trevor  hegrged  to  say,  that  he 
had  described  that  House  as  represent ing^ 
the  landed,  the  commercial,  and  the 
monied  interests  of  the  United  Kingdom ; 
and,  he  added,  that  hon.  Members  were 
itound  to  protect  the  rights,  privileges,  and 
iiiiniuniiies  of  those  who  had  sent  them  to 
Parliament. 

Sir  fF.  Moletworth  briefly  replied,  he 
could  not  romply  with  the  request  of  the 
noble  Lord  :  hut.  under  the  influence  of  a 
strong  feeling;  of  duty,  must  take  the  sense 
of  the  House  on  the  question  which  he  hnd 
brought  under  its  consideration.  He 
should  call  upon  the  House  to  pronounce 
its  derision  upon  the  broad  principle  in- 
volved in  his  motion.  He  should  call 
upon  I  hem  to  determiue  whether  the  free 
r'hpice  of  intelligent  men  did  not  consti- 
tute a  better  qualification  to  sit  in  that 
House,  than  the  possession  of  any  amount 
of  property. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  mo- 
tion r^Ayes  104;  Noes  133:  Majority 
29. 


Lht  qf  the  Area. 

Adam,  Admiral  Beauclerk,  Major 

Attwood,  T.  Bernnl,  Ralph 

Basshaw,  John  Blackburne,  Joha 

Baines,  Ed  ward  Blake,  M .  J. 

Barclay,  David  Bodkin,  J. 

Baroardi  £,  Q.  Bowriofi  Dt% 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Ainsworth,  P. 
Alston,  R. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Attwood,  M. 
Bailey,  J. 
Barclay,  Charles 
Barinffy  Francis  T. 
Baring,  T. 
Beckett,  Sir  J. 
Bentiockv  Lord  6. 
Bethell,  Richard 
Bewes,  T. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Bonham,  R.  Francis 
Borthwicky  Peter 
Bramstoo,  T.  W. 
Brownrin,  S. 
Bcoce,  C.  L.  C 


Byng,  G.  S. 
Canning,  bon.  C. 
Canning,  Sir  S. 
Chisholm,  A. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  U.  H. 
Colbome,  N.  W.  R. 
Cole,  hon.  A.  fi. 
Collier,  John 
Compton,  U.  C. 
Conolly,  £.  M. 
Corry,  bon.  H.  T.  L. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Crawley,  S. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Donktn,  Sir  R. 
Duffiekl,  Thomas 
DuDoombei  hon*  W« 
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Brabazony  Sir  W. 
Bridy,  D.  C. 
firidgmany  Hewitt 
BrothertOD,  J. 
Buckingham,  J.  S» 
Bnller,  Charles 
Balwer,  £dw.  £.  L. 
Butler,  hon.  P. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chichester,  J.  P.  B. 
Clay,  W. 
Divett,  £. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Ebrington,  Lord 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Ewarr,  W. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Fitzaimon,  C. 
Fort,  John 
Gaskell,  Daniel 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Grattan,  Henry 
Grote,  George 
Gully,  John 
Hall;  B. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Holland,  Edward 
Hume,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jaroesi,  W. 
Jervis,  John 
Lister,  E  C. 
Lushington,  Charles 
Lynch,  A.  H. 
M*Leod,  R. 
Maher,  John 
Maijortbanks,  S. 
Marshall,  William 
Marsland,  Henry 
Mallins,  F.  W. 
Murray,  J.  A. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O*0rien,  C. 
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O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  J. 
0*Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
Oliphant,  Lawrence 
Ord,  W.  H. 
Oswald,  James 
Palmer,  Gen. 
Parrott,  Jasper 
Pattison,  J . 
Philips,  Mark 
Ponsonby,  hon.  J. 
Potter,  R. 
Poult er,  J.  S. 
Power,  J. 
Pryme,  George 
Roche,  William 
Roche,  D. 
Roebuck,  John  A. 
Ruthven,  E. 
Scholefield,  Joshua 
Sharpe,  General 
Steuart,  R. 
Strangways,  hon.  J. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  Edward 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  V. 
Talfourd,  Sergeant 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thornley,  Thomas 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Vill.ers,  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Wallace,  Robert  ' 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Whalley,  SirS. 
White,  Samuel 
Wilks,  John 
Williams,  W. 

TELLERS. 

Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Leader,  J.  T, 


Eastnor,  Viscount 
Eaton,  Richard  J. 
Egerton,  Lord  Fran. 
Fancourt,  Major 
Fector,  John  Minet 
Fielden.  W. 
Fitzsimon,  N. 
Fleetwood,  Peter  H. 
Folleit,  Sir  W.  Webb 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Freshfield,  J. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes. 
Gordon,  R. 
Graham,  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Gnroston,  Viscount 
Grimston,  hon.  E.  FI. 
Halford,  U. 
Halse,  James 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hand  ley,  H. 
Hardy.  J. 

Uarland,  W.  Charles 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hodges,  T.  L, 
Hogg,  James  Weir 
llotham,  Lord 
Howard,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Viscount 
Humphrey,  J. 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
Jf-phson,  C.  D.  O. 
Jones,  T. 
Irton,  Samuel 
Kerrison,  Sir  Edw. 
Kirk,  Peter 
Knight,  H.  G. 
I^w,  bon.  C.  E. 
Lawson,  Andrew 
Lefevre,  C.  S 
Lefroy,  Anthony 
Lefroy,  Thomas 
Lewis,  David 
Longfield,  R. 
Lucas,  Edward 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 


Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Miles,  V^illiam 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J.,  Bt. 
NicholU  Dr. 
Norreys,  Lord 
North,  Frederick 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Parker,  John 
Patten.  John  Wilson 
Perceval,  ('ol. 
Phillipps,  Chailes  M. 
Pluniptre,  John  P. 
Pringle,  A. 
l{eid,Sir  J.  R. 
Richards,  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rickford,  W. 
Uobinson,  G.  R. 
Ross,  Charles 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Lord 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Stourfield,  W.  H. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
ShiHey,  E.  J. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  B.  J. 
Stewart,  John 
Siurt,  Henry  Charles 
Trevor,  hon.  G. 
Troubridjje,  Sir  T. 
Vere,SirC  B.,  Bt. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  K.  R. 
Walter,  John 
Williams,  Uobert 
WiUon,  H. 
Wood,  Colonel 
Worsiey,  Lord 
Wortley,  J.  S. 
Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W. 
Young,  G.  F. 

TELLERS. 

Trevor,  hnn.  A. 
Maclean,  D. 


Patent  Laws.]  Mr.  Mackinnon  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  BiU  to  niter  and 
amend  the  Patent  Laws,  and  for  better 
securing  to  individuals  the  beneKt  of  their 
inventions.  He  would  first  remind  the 
House  of  the  importance  in  a  commercial 
and  manufacturing  couniry  of  stimulating 
ingeniotis  and  enterprising  men  to  devote 
their  miods  to  improved  means  of  prac- 
tising the  useful  arts,  and  of  otherwise 
promoting  social  advancement  by  their 
inventions.  It  was  scarcely  necessary  for 
him  to  suggest  that  facilitating  the  acqui- 
sitioa  of  patenta  was  amongst  the  moit 
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effective  modes  of  advancing   the    best 
interests  of  society.     He  admitted,  that 
notwithstanding  the  imperfect  condition  of 
the  law  of  patents,  there  had  been  a  vast 
accumulation  of  ingenious  inventions,  but 
he  desired  to  know  why  any  penalty  or 
inconvenience  should  attach  to  the  acqni- 
sition  of  a  patent  beyond  what  was  barely 
necessary,  especially    in    a  country    the 
pro!>perity  of  which  so  materially  depended 
upon  ihe  encouragement  of  ingenuity  and 
enterprise.     Some  years  ago,  it  was  said, 
that  the  weight  of  the  public  debt  would 
for  a  long  time  to  come,  so  oppress  the 
energies  of  England,  that  she  could  never 
again  hope  to  see   prosperous  days.     We 
now  owed  800,000,000/.  of  debt,  yet  we 
were  prosperous,  and  why?     It  was  surely 
no  sudden   improvement  of  our  soil,  no 
unexpected   acquisition    of    territory.     It 
was  chiefly  effected  through  the  wonder- 
ful impio^ements  which  had  been  made 
in  our  manufactures,  and  if  the  Legislature 
denied  that  facility  to  the  taking  out  of 
patents,  which  clearly  ought  not   to  be 
denied,  they  must  abandon  the  hope  of 
that  further  extension  of  improvements  by 
which  alone  our  commercial  and  mmufac- 
ttiring  eminence  could  be  maintained  at 
its  present  level.    There  was  no  express 
statute  according  to  which  patents  might 
be  granted — he  meant  that  the  granting 
of  them  did  not  rest  upon  a  foundation  of 
statute  law,  for  the  statute  of  James  1st, 
merely  went  to  enable  the  King  to  relax 
existing  monopolies,  and  to  grant  certain 
privileges  for  twenty-one  years.      The  ex- 
pense which  attended  the  taking  out  of 
patents,  at  present,  was  enormous,  and 
ought  to  be  lessened.     When  an   indivi- 
dual wanted  to  protect  any  right  to  which 
his  inventions  fairly  entitled  him,  it  was 
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who,  besides  his  other  official  duties,  bad 
hisaitention  distracted  by  the  claims  of  his 
clients,   of  bis  constituents,  and    of  his 
duties  in  the  House  of  Commons.    The 
change  which  he  proposed  to  introduce 
would  embrace  the  appointment  of  three 
Commissioners  by  the  Crown,  with  power 
to  receive,  considi-r,  and  decide  upon  pe* 
tit  ions  for  patents  to  be  granted  with  ihe 
King's  sign  manual,  those  Commissioners 
having  power  to  make,  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  such  bye-laws  rela- 
tive   to    expediting   the   grant    of   such 
patents  as  from  time  to  time  they  might 
see  necessary.     The  hon.  Gentleman  read 
an    extract  from    the  evidence  given   by 
Mr.  John  Smith, a  Sheffield  manufacturer, 
before  the  Committee  on  arts  and  manu- 
factures, in  which   the  systetn  of  piracy 
practised  by  certain  individuals  connected 
with  the  Sheffield  trade  was  strongly  re* 
probated,  and  in   which   it  was  further 
alleged,  that  the  manufacturers  must 'give 
up  their  patents  altogether,  unless  legisla- 
tive protection  be  extended  to  ihem.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  also  proposed,  that  the 
same  gentleman,  in  whom  would  be  vested 
the   power  of  conceding  patents,  should 
be  also  Commissioners  for  granting  licences 
to  persons  who  were  the  inventors  of  ori- 
u:inal     designs,    models,    drawings,  and 
casts;    and    that  they   should   have  the 
power  of  opening  a  gallery,  in  which  such 
designs,  models,  &c.,  should  be  exhibited 
to  the  public  ;  that  a  certain  sum  (say  1i. 
or  more)  should  be  charged  to  the  public 
for  liberty  to  inspect  the  contents  of  this 
gallery;  and  that  the  individuals  applying 
for  such  licence  be  liable  to  an  expense  of 
from  8/.  to  10/.  for  registering  such  de- 
signs,  casts,    and   drawings.     Upon  the 
registry    being  made,    and   the  specified 


necessary  that  he  should  present  a  petition  sum  paid  by  the  applicant  for  a  licence, 
setting  forth  that  the  invention  was  his  |  he  proposed  that  a  certiticate  should  be 
own;  it  then  became  requisite,  that  he  ,  given  to  him,  by  virtue  of  which  he  would 
should  obtain  a  warrant  under  the  Kfng*s  ,  enjoy  the  exclusive  right  to  his  invention 
si^u  manual,  and  to  ^et  this  he  had  fre-  i  for  one  year,  and  obtain  the  advantage  of 
quently  to  go  about  from  office  to  office,  I  having  it  exhibited  for  a  season.  Such  « 
and  be  exposed  to  a  vast  amount  of  irou-  >  plan  as  this,  he  thought,  if  adopted,  was 


ble  for  a  period  varying  from  six  to  eight 
months,  and  before  he  could  extend  his 
patent  rights  to  Great  Britain,  Ireland,  and 


likely  to  bring  a  larger  sum  into  the 
Exchequer.  It  was  a  portion  of  his  plan 
to  give  compensation  to   those  who  now 


the  colonies,  he  must  be  at  an  expense  of  J  received    fees    upon  the   registration    of 


from  350/.  to  360/.  It  was  ready  very 
bard  that  a  public  benefactor,  for  in- 
ventors of  the  class  lo  whom  he  referred 
were  public  benefactors,  should  have  for  so 
long  a  time  to  dance  attendance  after  the 
Attorney-General,  a  public   functionary 


patents.  At  present  he  believed  that  the 
amount  paid  on  patents,  in  stamp  dotieSy 
and  other  duties  was,  on  an  average  for 
the  last  ten  years,  9,950/.  a  year.  As- 
suming that  It  was  10,000/.  a  year,  and 
the  amount  of  perquisites  dO^OOO/.  ibe 
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whole  amount  for  which  compensation  was 
to  be  given  was  30,000/.  That  was  the 
whole  amount  for  which  the' Commissioners 
could  be  called  upon  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  others.  He  believed, 
that,  under  the  plan  laid  down  in  his 
BUI,  the  Commissioners  would  receive, 
not  30,000/.  but  120,000/.  a  year.  As- 
suming that  the  expense  of  the  Com- 
mission, the  payment  of  the  secretary  and 
other  officers,  the  maintenance  of  the 
gallery  and  other  items,  amount  to 
10,000/.,  then  there  would  be  40,000/.  to 
be  deducted,  and  80,000/.  left  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public.  It  was,  he  thought, 
of  the  utmost  importance,  that  some  such 
a  measure  as  this  should  be  adopted,  but 
while  he  proposed  it  he  was  perfectly  con- 
scious it  never  could  be  carried  without 
the  co-operation  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  alter 
and  amend  the  patent  laws,  and  for  the 
better  securing  to  individuals  the  benefit 
of  their  inventions. 

The  Attorney-General  did  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  opposing  the  motion.     He 
felt  the  importance  of  the  subject :  and  he 
was  one  who  considered  it  most  desirable 
that  those  who  made  discoveries,  and  were 
the  authors  of  new  inventions,  should  have 
an  easy  manner  of  availing  themselves  of 
their  aiscoveries,  and  the    full  benefit  of 
their  inventions.     At  the  same  time,  he 
begged  to  assure  the  hon.  Member,  that 
there   had  been  for  some  time  a  commis- 
sion appointed  by  his   Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  which  was  presided  over  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chester,  the  attention  of 
which  was  directed  to  this  subject.     He 
believed  that   without  any  expensive  es- 
tablishment, such  as  that  which  had  been 
suggested,  the  machinery  which  was  now 
in  existence  would  be  perfectly  effectual. 
He  thought  that  whatever  sum  was   to  be 
paid  should  be  paid  at  one  office,  and  upon 
thatbeing  done  the  patent  to  be  taken  out. 
He  intended  to  examine  the  Bill  with  can- 
dour,buthethoughtfromwhathehad  heaid 
of  it,  that  he  could  hardly  give  it  his  sup- 
port, however  anxious  he  was  to  remove 
the  evil  of  which  such  just  complaints 
were  made. 

Dr.  Bowring  thought  this  a  subject  of 
the  greatest  importance.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  present  patent- law 
required  many  extensive  changes.  He 
was  afraid  that  the  machinery  proposed 
by  the  hon«  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mackinnon) 


could  not  be  rendered  availabla  for  this 
purpose.  The  Bill  appeared  to  him  to  pro- 
ceed upon  an  erroneous  principle;  and 
he  thought  that  the  machinery  would  be 
cumbrous,  inefficienti  and,  at  the  same 
time,  very  expensive.  If  patents  were  to 
be  protected  at  all,  they  should  meet  with 
a  quick  and  safe  protection.  Nothing 
could  \^e  done  with  the  present  machinery 
and  the  present  tribunals,  and  he  thanked 
the  hon.  Member  for  calling  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  subject. 

Mr.  Ewart  was  also  of  opinion  that  the 
fees  upon  the  registration  of  patents,  &c., 
were  too  expensive  as  proposed  by  this 
Bill.  The  defects  of  the  Bill,  however^ 
had  better  be  discussed  in  a  future  stage. 

Leave  given.  Bill  brought  in,  and  read 
a  first  time. 

Case  of  Mr.  Dillon.]     Mr.  Hardy^ 
pursuant  to  notice,  begged  to  call  the  at* 
tention  of  the  House  to  the  case  of  Mr, 
John  Dillon,  from  whose   petition  it  ap» 
peared,  that  in  the  year  1822  be  was  a 
coast-guard  ofBcer  in  the  county  of  Cork, 
in  Ireland.  While  there,  he  was  the  means 
of  capturing  a  smuggling  vessel  off  the 
port  of  Kinsale.     It  was  stated   that,  on 
the  night  of  the  2d  of  February,  1822,  he 
discovered  a  vessel  which  he  believed  to 
be  a  smuggler,  off  the  coastj  and  he  put 
off  two  boats,  the  one  with  four  oars,  the 
other  with  six,  to  ascertain  in  what  cir- 
cumstances she  was.     On  coming  near  to 
where  she  was,  it  was  found  that  there 
were  forty  or  fifty  hands  on  board,  and 
with  that  force  Mr.   Dillon  found  himself 
unable  to  contend,  at  all  events,  to  such 
an  extent  as  to  attempt  boarding  the  ves* 
sel;  but  he  kept  his  boats  at  a  little  dis» 
tance,  and  he  threw  in  several  shots  whii'h 
obliged  the  commander  to  put  into  Kio-^ 
sale,  where  she  was  seized  by  the  Custom* 
house  officers,  condemned,  and  sold  for  a 
sum  of  53,000/.      Mr.  Dillon  upon  this, 
put  in  his  claim  fur  salvage,  and  he  was 
told,  that  until  the  decision  of  an  appeal 
against  the  condemnation  of  the  vessel,  he 
could  not  have  a  decisive  answer.    In  that 
suit  persons  were  examined  who  were  not 
of  the  six-oared  boat,  in  which  Mr.  Dilloo 
himself  was,  but  of  the  four-oared  one 
which  was  in  his  company.     The  appeal 
failed,  and  when  Mr.  Dilloo  again  applied, 
he  was  told  that  complaints  were  lodged  of 
his  conduct  in  the  transaction  by  some  of 
the  crew  of  his  boats,  yet  ha  was  upon  the 
fullest  inquiry  acquitted.     How6f«r|  bo 
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gave  ap  his  sitaatioa  in  the  coa9t*guard 
service,  in  which  he  was  a  chief  officer,  and 
being  for  some  time  out  of  employment, 
be  was  obliged  to  undertake  the  command 
of  a  vessel  to  the  West  Indies,  where  he 
remained  till  the  year   1828,    anxiously 
looking  out  in    the  mean  time  for  the 
Oazeite^  in  order  to  see  how  the  appeal 
was  decided,  as  a  notice  was  directed  by 
the  Act  to  be  given  in  the  Gazette,     No 
notice,  however,  appeared,  and  on  his  re- 
turn to  this  country  in  1828,  he  was  told 
that  a  charge  of  cowardice  had  been  pre- 
ferred against  him  for  not  having  boarded 
the  vessel.  This  was  founded  on  the  state- 
ment of  a  Custom-house  officer  in  Dublin. 
He  was  an  ious  for  an  inquiry  into  this 
charge,  and  he  offered  to  withdraw  his 
petition  if  it  could  be  proved.  He  at  length 
prevailed  on  the  then  Government  to  grant 
nis  request  for  an  investigation,  and  the 
matter  was  referred  to  the  decision  of  a 
naval  officer,  a  member  of  that  House,  he 
meant  Sir  Edward  Codrington,  who  gave 
it  as  his  opinion,  that  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Dillon  was  blameless  in  the  transaction  ; 
and  Lord  Althorp  had  written    him    a 
letter,  in  which  the  noble  Lord  had  said 
that  the  object  was  to  inquire  whether 
there  was  a  want  of  courage  or  not,  and 
in    his  opinion    there  was  no   want    of 
courage,  and    that  in  this  respect   Mr. 
Dillon  was  free  from  blame.    This  was  a 
great  satisfaction  to  a  man  who,  after  ten 
years*  exertions,  had  been  unable  to  obtain 
inquiry,  but  had  at  last  succeeded  through 
the  justice  of  Lord  Spencer.     But  when 
this  charge  had  been  disposed  of,  another 
objection  had  been  raised,  that  Mr.  Dil- 
lon had   not  made   bis  application    for 
compensation  in   time;    but  this  was  a 
mistake,  for,  if  reference  were  made  to 
his  letters,  written  in  March  and  April, 
1822,  the  seizure  having  taken  place  only 
in  the  February  of  that  year,  it  would  be 
found  that  application  was  made  to  the 
Board  of  Customs  in  Dublin.    And  when 
the  Custom-house  officer  received  1 1,000/. 
for   merely  taking  possession  of  the  ves- 
sel, it  was  hard  that  Mr.  Dillon,  by  whose 
information  the  seizure  had  been  made, 
should  be  deprived  of  all  share.     Applica- 
tion had,  from  time  to  time,  been  made, 
and  the  letters  containing  such  applica- 
tions would  be  found  at  the  Board  of 
Customs  in  Dublin,  though  they  had  been 
kept  back  from,  and  were  not    in  the 
Treasury.    Mr   Dillon's  professional  cha- 
racter had  been  Ttndicated  by  the  reference 


to  Sir  Edward  Codrington ;  but  what  he 
now  wished  was,  to  be  placed  in  asiluation 
to  obtain  some  remuneration  from  Govern- 
ment. His  motion  therefore  was  '^Thata 
Committee  should  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  circumstances  of  the  seizure  of 
the  ship  Carew,  and  its  condemnation  by 
the  Admiralty  Court  of  Ireland  in  1822, 
and  as  to  the  disposal  of  the  proceeds.^' 

The    Chancellor    of    the     Exchequer 
thought  that  there  was  no  economy  more 
necessary  to  be  practised  than  an  economy 
of  the  public  time,  and  he  thought  that 
the  House  would  not  be  disposed  to  in- 
quire into  a  case  which  had  occurred  in 
1822,  and  which  had  been  submitted  to 
several  successive  Governments,  each  of 
which  had  carefully  considered  the  differ- 
ent documents,  and  which  had  formed  its 
own  judgment,  each  sitting  as  it  were  in 
review  over  the  proceedings  of  its  predeces- 
sors.     Not  only   have  the  Government 
done  this,  but  Mr.  Dillon  had  shown  great 
activity  in   bringing  his  case  under  the 
consideration  of  Members  of  both  sides  of 
the  House.     It  had  been  in  the  hands  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny,  and  it  was 
now  intrusted   to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  ;  at  one  time  it  was  thought  that 
Lord  Farnham  had  taken  an  interest  in  it, 
and  then  it  was  supported  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  whose  name  had   been 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford.   [Mr.  O  Council :  It  was  also  intrust- 
ed to  the  Member  for  Tralee.]]   As  each  of 
these  hon.  Members  bad  taken  up  the  sub- 
ject, he  had  offered  them  to  goto  the 
Treasury,  and  read  the  papers,  and  if  they 
were  not  satisfied,  they  might  come  to  that 
House  and  he  would  meet  them.    Let  the 
House  consider  what  they  were  called  on 
to  do — they  were  to  inquire  now,  in  1837, 
into  circumstances  which  took  place  in 
1822,  and  to  shew  that  all  the  CourU  were 
wrong,  and  that  every  Government  was 
wrong  also.    The  hon.' Member  for  Brad- 
ford had  stated  one  fallacy,  on  which  this 
case  mainly  depended.     If  his  Majesty's 
Government,  as  represented  by  Lord  Spen« 
cer,  had  referred  all  matters  both  of  law 
and  professional  character  to  Sir  Edward 
Codrington,  they  would  undoubtedly  be 
bound  by  it,  but  such  was  not  the  case. 
There  were  two  questions  in  this  case—* 
one  was,  had  Mr.  Dillon  acted  in  a  man 
ner  derogatory    to    his  character  as  en 
officer  and  a  gentleman  ?  And  the  other  was, 
was  he  entitled  to  receive  any  proceeds  of 
the  ship  Carew?  And  Mr.  Dillon  had  p«t 
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forward  the  one  or  the  other  of  these  qoet- 
tkms  as  it  beet  snited  his  purposes.  It  was 
only  the  first  of  these  questions  which 
haa  been  referred  by  Lord  Spencer  to  Sir 
Edward  Codrington.  Sir  Edward  had 
said,  that  there  was  no  reflection  on  the 
character  of  Mr.  Dillon,  and  that  gentle- 
man had  received  from  the  Tressory  a 
complete  acquittal  from  the  charge ;  he  had 
also  been  paid  SOL  for  his  expenses,  and 
had  then  applied  for  promotion,  bat  had 
received  as  an  answer  that  he  had  not  any 
great  claims  for  it.  He  had  the  authority 
of  Sir  Edward  Codrington  for  saying  that 
he  did  not  decide  any  question  of  law, 
and  that  none  such  had  been  referred  to 
him.  But  there  was  one  other  point  which 
would  place  this  question  beyond  a  doubt, 
and  this  was,  that  as  far  as  the  papers  in 
the  Treasury  went,  there  was  no  claim  for 
a  number  of  years  made  by  Mr.  Dillon  for 
any  part  of  the  proceeds,  and  when  inquiry 
was  ma  e  of  him  for  his  reason  for  not 
pressio|^  for  it,  his  answer  was,  that  he 
had  so  ill-conducted  and  ill-disciplined  a 
crew,  ihat  knowing  if  he  made  a  claim 
they  would  have  a  share,  he  had  punished 
them  by  not  asking  for  his  own  share  at 
alL  Now  this  was  so  opposite  to  the  usual 
course  of  human  nature,  that  he  could  not 
think  that  it  was  genuine.  It  was  for  this 
reason  that  he  acquiesced  in  the  adjudica- 
tion of  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  and  of 
Lord  Althorp ;  and  even  if  he  had  not 
known  of  tneir  decision  he  should  have 
come  to  the  same  conclusion.  He  thought 
the  House  might  be  much  better  occupied 
than  In  granting  a  Select  Committee.  Let 
them,  if  they  pleased,  call  for  all  the  pa- 
pers ;  and  if,  when  they  had  read  them, 
they  were  not  satisfied,  then  let  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  call  for  a  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Hardy  replied,  that  the  House  was 
not  in  possession  of  the  true  facts  of  the 
case.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated,  that  successive  Governments  had 
refused  Mr.  Dillon's  ckims,  but  he  had 
omitted  to  state  the  grounds  for  such  de- 
cisions. He  called  on  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  produce  all  the  docu- 
ments to  a  Committee,  and  let  that  Com- 
mittee do  justice  to  Mr.  Dillon.  The 
Treasury  could  know  nothing  of  the  facts, 
except  from  third  parties,  and  a  false 
representation  had  been  made.  Applica- 
tion was  made  soon  after  the  seizure,  and 
the  documents  in  the  possession  of  the 
Board  of  Customs,  in  DuUin,  would  proTO 


that  such  was  the  fact ;  but  these  docu« 
ments  had  been  kept  back.  On  these 
grounds  it  was  that  be  called  for  investi- 
gation, to  save  the  honour  and  life  of  Mr. 
Dillon,  for  life  was  valueless  to  a  profes* 
sional  man  without  honour. 

The  House  divided  on  the  motion  :  — 
Ayes  16,  Noes  42 :— Majority  26. 

Law  of  Libel.]  Mr.  O'Connell  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
law  relating  to  libel.  Two  years  ago  he 
bad  brought  in  a  Bill  on  this  suliject;  but, 
after  it  had  been  read  a  second  time,  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  subject,  and  the  whole  Session  was 
wasted.  Last  year  he  had  again  obtained 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill ;  but  he  was  other- 
wise so  much  engaged,  that  he  could  not 
press  it,  and  after  he  had  become  Member 
for  Kilkenny,  it  was  so  late  in  the  Session, 
that  he  thought  it  useless  to  press  it  for- 
ward. He  was  at  liberty  to  say,  that  the 
Attorney-General  did  not  object  to  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill,  though  he  was 
opposed  to  some  of  its  details,  and  as 
there  would  be  ample  opportunities  of  dis- 
cussing the  measure  in  its  future  stages, 
and  as  nothing  was  more  unsatisfactory 
than  the  present  state  of  the  libel  law,  he 
should  now  content  himself  with  simply 
moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

Leave  given. 

Catholic  Places  or  Wobship.]  Mr. 
(yComull  rose  to  move  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill,  better  to  secure  the  title  and 
enjoyment  of  lands  and  tenements  grsnted 
for  purposes  of  Catholic  worship,  and  of 
education  in  Ireland.  His  object  was, 
not  to  extend  the  present  law  in  any  of 
its  detaib,  save  one,  and  that  was,  to  give 
greater  facilities  for  the  enjoyment  of  pro- 
perty. At  present,  the  trusts  of  the  Ca- 
tholic places  of  worship  were  equally 
protected  by  the  law,  and  by  courts  of 
equity,  as  other  trusts;  but  his  object  wm 
to  render  easier  the  method  of  transmission 
from  one  set  of  trustees  to  another,  and 
he  thought  his  principle  would  be  equally 
applicable  to  Dissenters'  places  of  worship 
in  England.  His  proposal  was,  that  when 
trustees  died,  it  should  not  be  necessary  to 
bring  their  executors  before  the  Court, 
but,  by  a  simple  conveysnce,  to  vest  the 
fee  in  new  trustees.  The  objects  were  of 
such  a  nature,  that  he  should  simply  make 
a  statement,  and  lay  the  Bill  upon  the 
table  of  the  Housoi  that  it  might  be 
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printed,  and  placed  in  the  bands  of  tbef 
Members,  and  tbey  would  then  see  the 
entire  plan ;  and  be  thought,  that  as  the 
object  was  merely  to  simplify  the  con- 
veyance of  this  kind  of  property,  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  his  bringing  in 
the  Bill, 

Mr.  Shaw  did  not  mean  so  far  to  oppose 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, as  to  take  the  unusual  course  of 
objecting  to  its  introduction.  He  (Mr. 
Shaw)  (lid  not  desire  either  to  deal  with 
the  question  in  any  bigoted  or  sectarian 
spirit;  but  he  must  say,  that  the  proceed- 
ing startled  him,  as  one  of  a  very  novel 
nature ;  and  he  thoui^ht  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  failed  to  make  out 
a  case,  for  putting  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  on  a  different  footing  from  any 
other  religious  body  in  the  United  King- 
dom, which  dissented  from  the  Established 
Church.  He  wished  no  civil  inequality 
to  those  who  professed  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion — still  he  could  not  conceal,  and 
he  said  so  without  roeani<  g  to  give 
offence,  that  the  notice  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  to  propose  the  pre- 
sent measure,  had  given  rise  to  some 
justifiable  feeling  of  jealousy  against  any 
further  encroachment  on  the  part  of-  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  in  Ireland ;  they 
had  peculiar  opportunities  of  inducing 
bequests,  and  influencing  persons  by  mo- 
tives, which  Protestants  might  reasonably 
be  expected   to  question,  to   make   over 

Eroperty  for  the  purposes  suggested  by  the 
on.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  the  present 
measure.  He  could  see  no  just  ground 
for  forming  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy 
into  a  corporation,  capable  of  taking  and 
transmitting  property,  without  the  inter- 
vention of  trustees — a  privilege  enjoyed  by 
no  other  religious  sect  in  either  country. 
Considering  the  recent  disclaimer  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and  the 
Roman  Catholic  priesthood,  of  any  desire 
to  be  connected  with  the  state,  and  their 
advocacy  of  the  voluntary  principle  as 
applied  to  their  church  m  Ireland,  he 
owned  he  regarded  the  present  proceedings 
with  some  degree  of  suspicion.  While, 
therefore,  he  would  not  divide  the  House 
at  that  stage,  before  they  had  had  the 
opportunity  of  seeing  the  Bill,  still  he 
begged  to  put  the  House  upon  its  guard 
on  the  subject,  and  he  hoped  they  would 
not  suffer  the  measure  to  pass  into  a  law. 
He  would  watch,  with  a  jealous  anxiety, 
the  course  of  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 


man, in  any  attempt  to  invest  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy,  in  Ireland,  with  greater 
power  or  property  than  they  already  pos- 
sessed ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  he  again 
disclaimed  all  intention  to  give  offence, 
or  do  injustice,  either  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy,  or  people  in  that  country. 

Mr.  Lefroy  agreed  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  and  Colleague,  in  thinking  this  a 
most  important  measure,  and  one  that 
should  be  watched  with  the  greatest  jea- 
lousy. In  short,  it  appeared  as  the  first 
step  in  advance,  for  establishing  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion  as  a  state  religion  in 
Ireland.  He  could  conceive  no  other  ob- 
ject the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  bad 
in  view.  No  other  religious  sect  enjoyed 
the  privilege  of  transmitting  property  in 
the  manner  now  sought  for  by  the  hon, 
and  learned  Gentleman.  He  felt  some 
difHculty  in  even  allowing  the  measure  to 
be  introduced,  and  he  would  oppose  it  in 
all  its  future  stages. 

Colonel  Conolly  did  not  rise  to  oppose 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  but  he  wished 
to  state,  that  he  bad  given  grants  of  land 
on  his  property,  for  the  building  of  Roman 
Catholic  places  of  worship;  but,  in  two 
instances,  he  had  stipulated,  that  the 
ground  should  be  restored  to  bim  when- 
ever these  places  were  made  the  arenas  for 
political  discussion,  and  exciting  the  people 
to  acts  contrary  to  the  law.  He  was 
happy  to  say,  that  the  clergymen  to  whom 
he  had  made  that  proposition,  had  readily 
assented  to  it.  If  the  hon  and  learned 
Member  persevered  in  his  motion,  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  introduce  a 
clause,  to  the  effect  that,  the  moment 
Roman  Catholic  chapels  were  used  for 
other  purposes  than  religious  worship,  they 
should  cease  to  claim  the  protection  of  the 
law. 

Mr. Maxwell :  As  the  measure  appeared 
to  him  objectionable,  upon  Protestant 
grounds,  he  should  divide  the  House  upon 
it,  even  in  its  present  stage. 

Mr.  0*Connell  explained.  There  was 
nothing  in  the  Bill  to  affect  the  right  of 
the  granter  of  the  lease,  to  make  any 
terms  he  pleased.  All  he  wanted  was,  to 
take  that  species  of  property  out  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  and  if  he  were  aware 
of  the  forms  of  conveyance  used  by  the 
Protestant  Dissenters,  he  would  at  once 
extend  its  operation  to  them.  As  its  effect 
would  be  to  prevent  litigation,  and  diminish 
expense,  he  hoped  to  see  it  very  generally^ 
supported. 
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Colonel  Perceval  opposed  the  Bill.  At 
the  same  time,  he  wished  to  see  the  Roman 
Catholic  churches,  chapels^  and  places  of 
education,  placed  in  a  position  that  would 
render  them  amenable  to  the  law.  He 
suspected  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  not  been  as  explicit  as  he  ought ;  for 
the  House  would  recollect,  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  of  Ireland  were,  to  a 
roan,  members  of  the  National,  or  rather 
Catholic  Association  of  Dublin,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  interfere  with  the  rights 
of  the  people,  of  registering  their  freeholds, 
and  returning  Members  to  Parliament. 
He  felt  bound  to  oppose  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill. 

Viscount  Morpeth^  although  he  would 
give  his  vote  for  the  motion,  wished  to 
add,  that  the  Government  intended  to 
reserve  its  opinion  upon  the  measure,  until 
it  had  seen  the  details.  He  would  most 
cordially  join  the  hon.  Members  on  the 
opposite  side,  in  expressing  a  wish,  that 
political  agitation  should  be  excluded  from 
all  such  places  as  chapels  and  churches. 

Mr.  Maclean  begged  to  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  whether  the  facilities  the 
Bill  conferred  for  the  conveyance  of  pro- 
perty, were  possessed  by  the  Established 
Church  itself? 

Mr.  O'Connell:  Much  greater, 

Mr.  West  thought  there  was  something 
objectionable  in  the  title  of  the  Bill,  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  would  be  extremely 
hard,  to  tie  down  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  to  an  objectionable  phrase,  when 
the  object  of  the  measure  might  be  what 
he  had  stated.  On  these  grounds,  he 
should  vote  for  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill. 

Leave  given. 

Case  of  Mr.  Charlton.]  Major 
Beauclerkt  in  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  petition  from  Ludlow,  pre- 
sented on  Friday  last,  and  to  the  couuter- 
petition  from  Mr.  L.  Charlton,  presented 
on  Monday,  said,  that  the  petitioner  was 
extremely  desirous  to  be  allowed  to  at- 
tend the  Committee  of  Privileges,  and  to 
explain  his  conduct,  and  vindicate  his 
character. 

Mr.  Blackburne  said,  that  on  a  forma^ 
occasion,  when  be  presented  a  petition, 
reflecting  on  the  conduct  of  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who  was  not  present,  and  that  under 
circumstances  which  rendered  it  probable 
thai  he  might  be  absent  for  some  time,  an 
bon.  Member  bad  commented  on  the  ex« 


treroe  indelicacy  of  his  conduct  in  so 
doing.  The  delicacy  of  the  matter  ap- 
peared, however,  to  be  all  on  one  side, 
for  last  night  an  hon.  Member  presented 
a  petition  reflecting  on  his  (Mr.  Black- 
burne's)  conduct  whilst  he  was  absent  fromi 
the  House.  He  had  been  charged  with 
great  indelicacy,  but  the  only  thing  he  did 
was,  to  present  a  petition  from  the  mayor, 
aldermen,  and  common  council  of  Lud^ 
low,  complaining  of  what  had  been  im- 
puted to  them  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
L.  Charlton).  The  petition  was  pxder^d 
to  be  printed,  and  noITitng  more  was  done. 
Everybody  at  first  appeared  anxious  for 
inquiry,  but  when  the  hour  arrived,  it 
appeared  there  was  to  be  no  inquiry  at  all^ 
VVhen  he  first  brought  forward  the  peti- 
tion, various  allegations  were  submitted  to 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  but  now, 
not  one  word  respecting  them  was  said. 

Major  Beauclerk  said,  a  petition  had 
been  put  into  his  hand,  merely  denying 
the  allegations  made  against  his  hon. 
Friend's  character,  and  he  had  presented 
it  to  the  House ;  but  the  truth  was,  he 
had  been  so  hurried,  that  he  had  not  read 
the  petitions  either  on  the  one  side  or  the 
other.  He,  therefore,  hoped  he  stood  ac- 
quitted of  anything  like  indelicacy  imputed 
to  him  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  bad 
only  to  add,  that  as  to  inquiry,  he  believed 
his  hon.  Friend  was  most  anxious  for  an 
inquiry,  and  hoped  to  be  able  to  con- 
vince the  House,  that  he  was  not  capable 
of  doing  anything  inconsistent  with  his 
duty. 

The  Speaker  said,  there  was  no  question 
before  the  House. 

Lord  Clive  said,  he  had  no  wish  to  enter 
into  the  subject  now,  but  he  trusted  that 
no  part  of  the  charge  brought  against  the 
character  of  his  hon.  Friend  would  be  left 
unexplained ;  and  if  the  House  would 
consider  it  necessary  to  institute  an  in- 
quiry, his  hon.  Friend  would  be  able  lo 
prove,  that  he  had  only  acted  in  con* 
ibrmity  with  the  opinions  of  Mr,  Sergeant 
Merewether. 

Subject-dropped. 

GRANDJuRI£sBlLl(IaBLAND).]  Lord 

Morpeth  moved  the  third  reading  of  tbii 
Bill. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  great  inconvenience 
and  loss  had  frequently  been  caused  by 
the  negligence  of  contractors,  or  their  ifi« 
ability  to  fulfil  their  contract;  and,  in 
order  to  remedy  the  evili  he  would  pii(H 
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po«e  a  clause  to  the  effect,  that  in  case  of 
any  contract  not  being  completed  in  the 
apecified  time,  notice  should  be  given  to 
tne  contractor;  and  if,  after  ten  days,  he 
thonld  confess  or  deny  the  charge,  it 
should  be  competent  for  a  jury,  at  the 
General  Sessions,  to  assess  the  amount 
required  to  complete  the  contract,  and 
levy  it  on  the  sureties.  That,  he  thought, 
would  give  the  jury  a  grand  remedy. 

Clause  ap^reed  to. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed* 

HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday^  February  15,  1837. 

Viinm8.3  Bills.  Read  a  second  time  :->Coinl  of  Chan" 
ea7.»Read  a  ftnt  time;— Eatt-India  OfBoen;  Charity 
Commlnioaai]  Shire  Hal1({  Patents  for  Inventiont. 

FeCiliom  pf eaeoted.  By  Mr.  Law  Hodobs,  from  the  Laod- 
oimen  of  Kent,  for  Reviiian  of  Tithe  Aet^-By  Sir  W. 
FoLLBTT,  from  the  L^gal  Profcnion,  Somenet,  for  Repeal 
of  Duty  on  Attomeyi'  Certillcatef^--By  Mr.  Aldkhman 
TBOMPKNr,  ftom  Simderbmd,  tat  Hmilcipal  Corporations 
BUL— By  Mr.  RoxsncK,  ftom  the  Labourers  at  Romney 
Iron  Works,  (br  Amendment  of  Poor>law  Act— By  Mr. 
Cvtw^,  flrom  Innkeepers  and  PuUicans  in  Salop,  for  Con- 
soBdaliop  of  all  laws  that  govern  their  Tnule. 

Votes  of  Members.]  Mr.  Harvey 
felt  it  his  duty,  as  well  to  his  constituents 
as  to  the  House,  to  call  attention  to  the 
irregularities  which  occurred  in  printing 
the  lists  of  votes  given  by  hon.  Members. 
These  mistakes  and  omissions  were  ex- 
tremely to  be  deprecated,  inasmuch  as  the 
whole  value  of  the  lists  depended  on 
their  conectness,  the  constituents  of  hon. 
Members  being  anxious  to  ascertain  ex- 
actly how  they  divided.  He  had  attended 
in  his  place  the  whole  of  last  evening,  and 
had  voted  in  favour  of  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Cornwall,  yet  his 
name  did  not  occur  in  the  rotes.  He 
hoped  that  some  means  would  be  adopted 
to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  these  irre- 
gularities. 

The  Speaker  thought,  that  the  irregu- 
larities which  now  occasionally  occurred 
might  be  obviated  if  each  hon.  Member 
were  to  mention  his  own  name  as  he  came 
into  the  House  on  a  division. 

Mr.  Harvey  coxAA  only  say,  that  he  had 
announced  his  name  last  night,  most 
emphatically^  both  going  oat  and  coming 
in. 

Maklow  Church  Rates.3  Sir  W. 
a.  Clayton  rose  to  present  a  petition  from 
the  large  and  populous  parish  of  Marlow, 
Bucks*  signed  by  4^4  persons  of  the 
greatest  respectalmity,  and  praying  the 


abolition  of  church-rates;  and  more 
especially  that,  as  the  House  was  now 
about  to  legislate  on  the  subject,  a  serious 
consideration  should  be  given  to  the  very 
heavy  and  grievous  burden  under  which 
they  now  suffered,  in  consequence  of  an 
Act  which  passed  the  House  in  April, 
1831,  which  directs  the  churchwardens 
and  trustees  for  building  a  new  church  at 
Marlow  to  raise  an  annual  rate  of  two 
shillings  in  the  pound  for  forty  years  for  this 
purpose,  being  six  times  as  much  as  the 
rate  levied  for  other  purposes.  This  ad- 
ditional burden  they  positively  could  not 
pay;  and  they  humbly  and  respectfully 
prayed  the  House  to  take  this  case,  and 
the  case  of  other  parishes  similarly  situ- 
ated, into  their  consideration.  The  peti- 
tioners already  contributed  to  the  Dean 
and  Chapter  of  Gloucester,  a  sum  arising 
from  tithes,  of  942/.  per  annum,  besides 
property  belonging  to  other  Dean  and 
Chapters^ '  amounting  in  the  whole  to 
1,679/.  4s.  6d.  That  the  rectory  and 
advowson  was  granted  by  Edward  1st,  on 
the  dissolution  of  the  monastery  of  Tewkes- 
bury, to  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Glou- 
cester, on  the  condition  of  their  keeping 
in  complete  repair  the  chancel,  premises, 
&c.,  not  one  farthing  of  this  sum  had  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  contributed,  and  they 
had  repeatedly  refused  their  aid.  The 
petitioners  humbly  hoped,  that  the  con- 
ditions might  be  enforced,  and  that  a  fair 
proportion  should  be  allotted  of  the  94*2/. 
per  annum,  towards  the  expenses  of 
building  the  church. 

Municipal  Corporations  (Eng- 
land).] Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  Sunderland,  pray- 
ing the  inconveniences  suffered  by  the 
burgesses  from  the  operation  of  the 
Municipal  Corporation  Bill  might  be 
remedied  by  the  Bill  for  amending  that 
Act  about  to  be  introduced.  They  had  a 
charter  as  far  back  as  the  r2th  century, 
which  had  been  renewed  in  the  year  1 634 ; 
but  the  election  of  mayor  and  aldermen 
had  gradually  fallen  into  desuetude,  and 
when  the  Municipal  Corporation  Bill  pas- 
sed, the  corporation  consisted  of  freemen 
only.  On  proceeding  to  the  election 
under  that  Bill,  they  had  appointed  the 
head  freeman  presiding  officer,  the  com- 
petency of  which  officer  was  afterwarda 
questioned,  and  great  expense  thereby 
incurred.  There  were  50,000  inhabitants 
who  were  anxious  that  municipal  righia 
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should  be  exercised  by  the  borough.  A 
public  meeting  had  also  been  held  in  its 
favour^  and  out  of  1 ,400  burgesses  on  the 
burgess-roll,  1,200  had  signed  the  peti* 
lion  ;  of  the  remainder  there  were  130 
absent  or  sick,  vrho  were  favourable  to  it, 
so  that  he  might  say,  that  both  burgesses 
and  inhabitants  were  unanimous  in  wish- 
ing that  the  Municipal  Corporation  Act 
might  be  so  amended  as  to  repress  the 
vexatious  course  of  legal  proceedings 
which  had  been  adopted,  and  confer  on 
them  the  privileges  to  which  the  House 
had  declared  them  entitled. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

Sir  E,  Knatchbull  had  a  petition  of 
great  importance,  both  as  regarded  the 
law  and  the  petitioners,  to  present  before 
the  House  should  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Municipal  Corporations  Bill. 
He  was  also  desirous  of  drawing  the  at- 
tention of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  to  this 
subject,  and  he  therefore  regretted,  that 
although  it  was  five  o'clock,  that  not  one 
of  them  was  present  except  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Control,  to  whom  he  thought  it  would 
not  be  light  to  appeal.  This  petition  was 
from  certain  burgesses  of  Hythe,  in  Kent, 
and  he  trusted  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
would  deem  it  necessary  to  relieve  them. 
The  main  point  in  the  petition  was  this, — 
there  were  fifteen  persons  in  Hythe  who 
had  claimed  to  have  their  names  inserted 
in  the  burgess  roll,  but  whose  applications 
had  been  rejected.  These  persons  ap- 
plied to  the  Court  of  King's  Bench, 
which  on  looking  into  the  law  declared 
itself  unable  to  assist  them ;  the  wrong 
done  to  these  persons  was  therefore  un- 
redressed, and  from  that  House  they  ex- 
pected redress.  It  would  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  House,  that  all  persons 
rated  to  the  poor,  and  paying  a  certain 
amount  of  rales,  were  eligible :  now  the 
petitioners  had  made  their  claim,  but  were 
rejected  ;  not,  however,  because  they  had 
not  paid  their  rates,  not  because  the 
amount  of  rates  paid  was  insufficient  to 
qualify,  not  because  the  notices  had  not 
been  duly  made,  but  because  with  those 
notices  tne  Reform  Act  shilling  had  not 
been  tendered.  Now,  see  the  importance 
of  this  case,  those  fifteen  persons  could 
have  turned  the  election  of  mayor,  nay, 
they  actually  would  have  turned' it.  They 
had  got  no  redress,  and  he  doubted  not 
most  properly  so,  from  the  Court  of  King's 

Bencbi  aod  be  hoped  that  House  would 


give  It  them.  There  were  two  or  three 
other  points,  though  this  was  the  maia 
one,  which  he  would  not  press  were  it  not 
for  the  animus  of  the  party  which  Aey 
exhibited. 

Mr.  Roebuck  rose  to  order;  if  other 
hon.  Members  were  prevented  from  speak* 
ing  by  the  rules  of  the  House,  why  should 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  be  exempted  ? 

Sir  E,  Knatchbull  was  the  last  person 
in  the  world  to  interfere  with  the  rules  of 
the  House,  but  when  he  found  that  parties 
had  suffered  injustice  for  which  they  could 
obtain  no  redresa  by  the  ordinary  me- 
thods,  he  certainly  would  stand  forward 
to  obtain  them  that  redress  from  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  wished  to  find 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  or  of  Govern- 
ment, to  introduce  into  the  Bill  about  to 
be  committed  any  provision  for  the  redress 
of  the  grievances  under  which  the  peti- 
tioners and  others  in  similar  situations 
were  now  labouring.  He  would  move 
that  the  petition  be  printed ;  and  unless 
the  hon.  and  learned  Grentleman  con* 
templated  some  provision  on  this  subject, 
he  should  take  an  early  opportunity  of 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
question. 

The  Attorney' General  said,  the  peti- 
tion was  a  highly  proper  petition  to  be 
presented,  and  to  be  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  But  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  enter  upon  the  subject 
of  that  petition  on  the  present  occasion ; 
it  did  not  fall  within  the  scope  of  this 
Bill,  which  related  to  an  entirely  different 
subject.  With  respect  to  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  it  might  pos- 
sibly, he  conceived,  be  erroneous.  At  all 
events,  he  was  aware  that  these  abuses 
had  existed  for  some  time  in  the  borough 
of  Hythe,  and  that  complaints  had  been 
made  against  the  officers  of  that  cor- 
poration. But  the  proper  remedy  would 
be  obtained  by  means  of  a  criminal  inform* 
ation.  He  was  ready  to  co-operate  most 
earnestly  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  io 
any  measure  that  would  prevent  these 
abuses ;  and  it  was  his  intention  to  intro- 
duce a  clause  in  the  Bill  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  putting  a  atop  to  the 
very  expensive  ana  vexatious  litigation 
which  had  arisen  out  of  cases  con* 
nected  with  the  working  of  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act.  To  that  clause  no 
opposition  would,  he  anticipated,  be 
offered  in  that  House,  nor,  he  beliered,  in 
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ihe  other;  and  he  wished  to  avoid  as 
niuch  as  possible  prolonged  discussion  on 
the  Bill.  By  this  Bill  it  was  not  intended 
to  alter  the  constitution  of  the  municipal 
bodies  as  they  stood  at  present,  but  to 
correct  and  remove  certain  abuses  which 
prevailed  in  them. 

Lord  Stanley  thought  the  reasoning  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  very 
much  beside  the  question,  and  that  his 
observations  tended  very  much  to  support 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Baronet.  The  hon. 
andlgampiGentleman  said  the  Bill  was 
■nortppiicaDletoTTNP^^ttfi  of  these  peti- 
tioners. But  what  said  the  preamble  of 
the  Bill  ?  Why,  that  the  Bill  had  for  its 
object;  among  other  things,  to  provide  for 
the  case  of  such  elections  as  had  not 
been  duly  made  according  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Municipal  Corporation?  Act. 
Here  then  was  a  Bill  to  remedy  certain 
irregularities  arising  out  of  the  working  of 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  which  it 
was  said,  could  not  be  made  to  extend  to 
the  case  of  fifteen  electors  excluded  from 
the  list  of  voters  by  the  mayor  and  his 
assessors  in  a  particular  borough,  not 
because  they  were  unqualified,  not  because 
they  had  not  paid  the  rates,  but  because 
they  had  omitted  to  pay  the  shilling  for 
registration.  Could  anything  be  more 
monstrous  than  this?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said,  that  these  parties 
might  be  proceeded  against  by  way  of 
information,  with  a  view  to  punish  their 
misconduct ;  but  when  a  law  for  the  re- 
medv  of  abuses  was  under  consideration, 
what  was  the  course  that  was  worthy  of  a 
legislator?  To  leave  each  case  of  mis- 
conduct to  meet  its  punishment  as  it 
arose,  or  so  to  shape  the  provisions  of  the 
law  as  to  remove  the  possibilities  of 
similar  misconduct  for  the  future?  He 
could  not  think  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  find  it  difficult  to  in- 
troduce such  a  clause  into  this  Bill  as 
would  pfFectually  meet  the  case  in  question. 
If  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  had  not  the 
power  of  rectifying  these  abuses,  was  there 
any  difficulty  in  the  way  of  giving  that 
•power,  or  establishing  a  court  which 
should  have  that  power?  It  was  into- 
lerable that  paities  should  be  obliged  to 
•it  down,  without  a  remedy,  under  de- 
osions  which,  it  was  admitted,  were  un- 
supported by  law,  and  were,  besides,  open 
to  suspicions  of  corruption. 

The  Attorney 'General  said,  the  noble 
Xord  hadomittod,  notwithstandiog  be  bad 


dwelt  at  some  length  on  the  subject,  to 
suggest  anything  like  a  practical  remedy 
for  the  grievance  of  which  he  complained. 
An  acquaintance  with  questions  of  this 
description  served  to  show  the  extreme 
difficulty  of  establishing  such  regulations 
as  would  prevent  tribunals  of  the  nature 
referred  to  from  coming  to  corrupt  and 
illegal  decisions.  It  was  his  opinion  that 
these  persons  should  be  made  to  conform 
to  the  law ;  not  that  the  law  should  be 
shaped  according  to  their  errors.  It  was 
most  important  that  the  Bill  should  not  be 
delayed.  A  great  many  vexatious,  and 
he  would  say,  pettifogging,  proceedings, 
respecting  municipal  corporations,  had 
been  instituted  in  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench,  to  which  it  was  most  desirable  to 
put  an  end  as  speedily  as  possible.  The 
persons  who  were  elected  under  the  Act 
were  liable  to  a  t50/.  penalty  if  they  refused 
to  serve,  and  having  served,  many  actions 
were  brought  against  ihem  which  would 
be  tried  at  the  ensuing  assizes,  and  unless 
this  Bill  were  allowed  to  pass  they  would 
be  saddled  with  the  costs. 

Sir  E,  Knatchbull  remarked,  that  the 
House  would  perceive  that  the  boo.  and 
learned  Attorney-General  had  given  the 
go-by  to  his  motion.  The  petitioners  had 
a  right  to  have  their  grievances  redressed^ 
and  he  asked  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  postpone  the  Committee  for 
a  few  days  in  order  that  he  might  be  able 
to  turn  his  attention  to  the  subject.  He 
recollected  that  last  Session  a  Bill  was 
brought  in,  and  was  supported  by  the 
Government,  which  went  to  set  aside  a 
municipal  election  for  the  borough  of 
Poole.  That  was  done  to  remedy  a 
grievance  suffered  by  a  particular  borough, 
and  if  there  were  a  necessity  for  doing  so 
last  year,  it  must  be  done  this  year,  as  the 
case  of  Hythe  was  infinitely  stronger  than 
that  of  Poole.  .  Before  taking  any  further 
steps,  therefore,  he  wished  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  state  whether  it 
was  his  intention  to  provide  any  remedy 
for  the  grievance  suffered  by  the  peti- 
tioners. 

The  Attorney- General  thought  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  comply  with  the 
request  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  the 
matter  which  he  proposed  to  insert  in  the 
Bill  did  not  appear  to  be  germane  to  the 
substance  of  it.  He  wished  that  the 
House  would  at  once  proceed  to  discuss 
the  clauses  in  the  Bill. 

Sir  W,  FolUti  was  fture  that  bis  hon.  a^d 
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learned  Friend  did  not  understdnd  the ' 
object  his  right  bon.  Friend  (Sir  £. 
KnatchbuH)  had  in  view,  or  he  would  not 
have  said  that  the  proposition  he  made, 
was  not  germane  to  the  subject  matter  of 
the  Bill.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
said,  that  he  had  brought  in  a  Bill  to  re- 
medy the  imperfections  to  be  met  with  in 
the  machinery  of  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions  Act.  The  object  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  also  to  remedy  an  imperfec- 
tions in  that  Act.  His  learned  Friend  said 
that  his  Bill  was  intended  to  put  a  stop  to 
certain  legal  proceedings  which  had  been 
commenced  in  the  shape  of  quo  warrantoSy 
but  many  other  matters  had  been  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill.  He  therefore  could 
not  imajsine  why  a  remedy  to  an  abuse 
such  as  had  been  described  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  should  not  be  allowed 
to  be  inserted  in  it.  It  was  declared 
by  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act, 
that  persons  occupying  premises  in  a 
borough  for  a  certain  time,  and  having 
paid  rales  for  such  premises  for  a 
number  of  years,  should  be  considered 
burgesses  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act^  and 
that  they  were  entitled  to  have  their  names 
inserted  on  the  burgess  roll  of  sucii 
borough.  The  mayor,  with  assessors,  was 
appointed  to  make  out  the  list  of  bur- 
gesses. The  mayor,  however,  was  a  party 
man,  and  adopted  the  feelings  of  the  ma- 
jority that  had  placed  him  in  his  office,  and 
acted  in  such  a  way  as  to  promote  the 
views  of  his  party.  The  mayor,  then, 
being  influenced  by  party  spirit,  could 
prevent  any  persons  who  were  duly  quali- 
fied from  having  their  names  inserted  on 
the  burgess  roll.  This  had  been  the  case 
at  Hythe,  where  certain  persons,  who 
were  otherwise  qualified,  had  been  pre- 
vented exercising  their  rights  as  burgesses 
because  the  mayor  had  not  inserted  their 
names  on  the  burgess  roll.  If  these  per- 
sons had  been  enabled  to  vote,  other  mem- 
bers of  the  council  than  those  now  on  it, 
would  have  been  chosen.  Thus,  by  the 
improper  conduct  of  ihe  mayor,  one  party 
had  been  enabled,  most  unfairly,  to  tri- 
umph over  the  other.  Was  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  prepared  to  say  that  this 
was  not  an  evil  to  be  remedied  ?  Such 
practices  were,  in  point  of  fact,  worse  than 
anything  that  took  place  under  the  old 
corporation  system ;  for  as  the  law  then 
stood,  if  the  mayor,  or  other  officer,  re- 
fused to  insert  the  name  of  a  person  duly 
qualified  on  the  list  of  freemen^  such  per- 


son could  apply  to  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench  for  a  mandamuSy  and  compel  the 
officer  to  perform  his  duty ;  but  under  this 
new  Act  there  was  no  such  remedy.  It 
was  useless  applying  to  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench  on  the  subject,  because  the 
Court  had  determined  that  it  had  no 
power  on  the  subject.  According  to  this 
state  of  things,  the  mayor  had  absolute 
power,  as  there  was  no  Court  of  Appecd 
to  which  the  persons  so  injured  could  re- 
sort for  relief.  The  whole  borough  con- 
stituency for  municipal  purposes  was 
therefore  at  the  mercy  of  the  mayor  and 
his  assessors.  The  mayor  of  a  place 
might  thus,  if  he  pleased,  reject  one-half 
of  the  constituency,  and  as  the  law  now 
stood,  there  was  no  appeal  whatever  from 
his  decision.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  thought  that  the  suggestion  thrown  out 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  was  well  worthy 
of  the  attention  of  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters, and  the  Attorney-General,  who,  in  his 
opinion,  were  bound  to  take  such  stepe  as 
would  effectually  put  a  stop  to  this  state  of 
things.  For  his  own  part,  be  would  re*- 
commend  that  the  Court  of  Registration 
for  the  municipal  voters,  should  be  altoge- 
ther remodelled  ;  he  saw  no  objection  to 
placing  the  recorder  at  the  head  of  the 
tribunal  for  revising  the  lists  of  voters,  in 
such  boroughs  where  there  was  such  an 
officer,  although  the  appointment  of  re* 
corder  rested  with  the  Government.  He 
entertained  too  high  an  opinion  of  the 
profession  to  which  he  belonged,  to  allow 
him  to  suppose  that  the  holders  of  such 
an  office  would  sacrifice  their  duty  to 
party  purposes. 

Mr.  Jervis  could  but  express  his  sur- 
prise at  the  feeling  manifested  by  Gentle- 
men opposite  on  such  occasions  as  the 
present.  They  appeared  to  think  that  no 
measure  could  be  introduced  by  a  person 
on  his  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the  House, 
that  had  not  for  its  object  the  promotion 
of  party  purposes.  He  protested  against 
such  an  assumption,  and  regretted  that 
the  discussion  had  not  been  put  a  stop  to 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  appealed  to  the  chair  as  to  its  irre- 
gularity. The  object  of  the  present  Bill 
was  to  remedy  evils  which  existed,  which 
it  wa8>  most  desirable  to  put  an  end  to, 
and  above  all,  to  close  the  fruitful  source 
of  the  most  vexatious  and  expensive  liti- 
fration.  He  understood  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  complain  that  the  names  of 
fifteen     persona,     who     were   .  entitled 
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to  be  registered  as  burgesses  in  the 
borough  of  Hythe,  had  beeu  omitted  from 
the  burgess  roll  by  the  mavor.  If  there 
were  no  remedy  for  this,  and  if  the  matter 
were  of  such  a  simple  nature^  why  did 
not  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Exeter,  introduce  a  clause  in 
Committee  to  remove  the  ground  of  com- 
plaint, instead  of  then  getting  up  a  dis- 
cussion ?  He  was  sure  if  the  remedy  were 
80  simple,  it  would  at  once  receive  the 
sanction  of  all  parties;  but  he  trusted 
that  the  Attorney-General  would  not  con- 
sent to  postpone  the  progress  of  his  Bill, 
for  every  day  was  a  matter  of  importance 
in  checking  the  present  expensive  liti- 
gation. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  contended,  that  his 
Majesty's  Government,  who  introduced 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  were  an- 
swerable for  evils  such  as  had  been  com- 
plained of,  that  had  grown  up  through  its 
operation,  and  they  were  bound  to  supply 
a  remedy.  The  Municipal  Bill  had  pro- 
moted in  every  place  where  it  had  been  in 
operation  the  most  objectionable  party 
spirit. 

Sir  Edward  KnatchbuU  trusted  that 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  the  bring- 
ing up  the  petition,  and  having  it  printed 
with  the  votes.  He  would  draw  up  a 
clause  such  as  had  been  suggested  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir  W.  FollettV 
who  he  trusted  would  render  him  his  able 
assistance  for  the  purpose.  If  then  the 
present  clauses  of  the  Bill  went  through 
the  Committee,  he  trusted  that  the  At- 
torney-General would  consent  to  the 
Chairman  reporting  progress,  and  asking 
leave  to  sit  again,  when  he  (Sir  Edward 
KnatchbuU)  would  introduce  his  clause. 

The  Attorney-General  could  not  con- 
sent to  any  such  arrangement,  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  could  introduce  his  clause 
on  the  report  being  brought  up.  He 
should  be  happy  to  render  him  any  assist- 
ance in  his  power  in  drawing  up  the 
clause. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to 
go  into  a  Committee  on  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act  Amendment  Bill  was 
read. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  would  avail  himself  of 
that  opportunity,  before  going  into  Com- 
mittee, of  asking  a  question  of  the  At- 
torney-General with  reference  to  the  Mu- 
nicipal Corporations  Act.  That  Act  di- 
tected   that    the   town-clerk    of    every 


borough  should  make  out  a  h'st  of  all 
persons  who,  at  the  time  of  passing  the 
Act,  had  been  admitted  burgessea  or 
freemen,  and  that  their  rights  should  be 
respected ;  it  also  directed  that  all  per- 
sons who  should  hereafter  become  entitled 
to  be  admitted  burgesses  or  freemen,  and 
who  should  claim  to  be  admitted,  should, 
on  establishing  their  claims,  be  enrolled  in 
the  list  of  freemen  for  the  borough. 
There  was^  however,  a  third  class  of  per- 
sons, with  respect  to  whom  it  did  not 
appear  that  any  provision  was  made :  he 
meant  persons  who  were  entitled  and  duly 
qualified  to  be  enrolled  before  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  but  who  had  not  had  their 
names  inserted  in  the  burgess-roll.  In- 
stances had  occurred  where  persons  thus 
situated  had  been  refused  when  they 
applied  to  be  enrolled  as  freemen.  He 
knew  of  a  case  in  point,  where  the  pre- 
siding officer  of  a  corporation  had  refused 
to  acknowledge  such  persons  as  freemen 
because  they  had  not  been  registered 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act.  He 
thought  that  some  provision  should  be 
made  for  such  cases ;  at  any  rate  if  there 
were  any  doubt,  the  law  ought  to  be  made 
clear  on  the  subject. 

The  Attorney-General  thought  that  in 
such  cases  as  had  been  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  there  could  be  no 
doubt  as  to  the  right,  and  that  the  claims 
of  the  freemen  roust  be  allowed.  If  it 
were  admitted  that  all  existing  freemen 
should  retain  their  rights,  and  that  til 
hereafter  entitled  should  also  be  enrolled, 
it  was  likewise  evidently  intended  that 
those  persons  entitled  to  be  enrolled  as 
freemen,  but  who  had  not  been  so  regis- 
tered, should  have  their  rights  preserved. 
He  was  not  aware  that  there  was  any 
doubt  on  the  subject,  but  he  would  turn 
his  attention  to  the  point,  and  take  steps 
to  meet  the  case  alluded  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  explanation  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  If  he  looked  at  the 
6th  clause  of  the  Act  he  would  at  onoe 
see  the  point. 

Mr.  Scarlett  objected  to  proceeding 
with  Acts  of  Parliament  which  were  merely 
intended  to  prevent  the  friends  of  the 
Government  feeling  the  effects  of  their 
own  negligence.  This  was  a  most  ob« 
jectionable  mode  of  proceeding. 

Sir  W,  Follett  was  at  a  loss  to  undet*^ 
stand  the  object  in  view  in  tntrodttcipg 
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the  last  clause  into  the  Bill ;  he  trusted, 
therefore,  his  learned  friend  would  explain 
it  before  the  House  went  into  Committee. 
By  one  of  the  clauses  of  the  Municipal 
Act,  if  the  inhabitant  householders  of  any 
town  in  England  and  Wales  petitioned 
the  King  to  grant  to  them  a  charter  of 
incorporation,  the  King,  by  the  advice  of 
his  Privy  Council,  was  empowered  to 
extend  the  powers  and  provisions  of  the 
Act  to  such  place.  The  last  clause  of  the 
Bill  before  the  House  states,  that ''  it  shall 
be  lawful  for  bis  Majesty,  if  he  shall  think 
fit,  by  the  advice  of  his  Privy  Council,  to 
grant  and  extend  to  the  inhabitants  of  any 
town  or  borough  in  England  and  Wales, 
in  the  manner  provided  by  the  Act,  all  the 
powers  and  provisions  contained  in  it, 
although  such  town  or  borough  may  or 
may  not  be  a  corporate  town  or  borough, 
or  may  or  may  not  be  named  in  the  sche- 
dules to  the  said  Act  for  regulating  cor- 
porations.'' If  it  was  intended  by  this  to 
alter  the  provisions  of  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act,  by  which  it  was  rendered 
necessary  that  the  inhabitants  of  a  town 
should  petition  for  a  charter  of  incorpora- 
tioa  betore  the  provisions  of  the  Act  could 
be  extended  to  them,  and  to  enable  the 
Crown  without  any  such  application  to 
confer  a  charter,  he  thought  that  the 
proposition  was  objectionable.  If  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  the  Attorney-General, 
intended  to  make  such  an  important 
change  in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  he  ought 
to  have  stated  it  to  the  House.  He  could 
not  understand  the  clause  if  it  were  not 
intended  to  allow  the  King  to  grant  a 
charter  to  a  town  without  the  permission 
of  its  inhabitants. 

The  Jtiomey- General  thought,  that  it 
would  be  more  convenient  to  discuss  the 
detaHs  of  the  Bill  in  Committee.  The 
object  of  the  clause,  however,  was  to 
enable  the  King  to  grant  charters  to 
towns  which  were  included  in  the  Act,  or 
not,  as  the  case  might  be.  Several  towns 
were  mentioned  in  the  Act  which  required 
charters,  but  which  could  not  be  granted 
as  the  law  now  stood.  The  case  of  Sun- 
derland was  a  remarkable  instance  of  the 
kind. .  The  clause  in  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act,  referred  to  by  his  learned 
Friend,  only  enabled  the  King  to  grant 
charters  to.  towns  not  mentioned  in  the 
Act.  The  consequence  was,  that  the  King 
could  not  grant  a  charter  to  Sunderland, 
because  it  had  been  a  corporation  before ; 
be  could  not  grant  charters  to  Hereford 
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or  Ipswich,  in  which  places  the  corpora* 
tions  had  been  dissolved  in  consequence 
of  negligence ;  and  the  clause  was  framed 
with  a  view  to  enable  the  King  to  grant 
charters  in  such  cases.  Again,  there 
were  several  places  which  were  now  cor- 
porations to  which  the  advantages  of  the 
Municipal  Act  could  not  be  extended, 
because  being  corporations  the  King  had 
not  the  power  to  grant  them  charters. 
The  Act  could  only  be  extended  to  such 
places  as  Birmingham  and  Dudley,  which 
were  not  corporations. 

Sir  William  FolUtt  had  no  doubt  that 
such  was  the  object  of  his  learned  Friend, 
but  from  reading  the  clause  over  nobody 
could  draw  such  an  inference.  He  pre« 
sumed  there  would  be  no  objection  to  the 
introduction  into  the  Bill  of  some  restric- 
tion, as  in  the  former  Act,  whereby  no 
place  should  be  incorporated  except  on 
petition  from  the  inhabitants. 

The  A ttorney* General  said,  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  such  a  restriction  being 
introduced. 

The  House  went  into  Committee. 

Clauses  1  to  9  inclusive  were  agreed 
to. 

On  clause  10  being  put.  Sir  E.  Knatch* 
bull  moved  that  it  be  postponed. 

The  Attorney  General  could  not  agree 
to  the  proposition. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment:—Ayes  78;  Noes  88;  Majority 
10. 

List  of  the  Ates. 

Arbuthnot,  hon.  H.  Frcmantle,  Sir  T. 

Bailey,  J.  Gaskell,  J.  M. 

Beckett,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J.  Gladstone,  W.  £. 

Bell,  Matthew  Geary,  Sir  W. 

Bentinck,  Lord  G.  Gordon,  hon.  W. 

Blackstone,  W.  S.  Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J  . 

Boiling,  W.  GrimsloD,  Lord  Viact  . 

Borthwick,  Peter  Grimston,  hon.  £.  H. 

Bradshaw,  J.  Hamilton,  G.  A. 

Bramston,  T.  W.  Hamilton,  Lord  C. 

Brownrigg,  d.  Hardinge,  rt.  bo.  SirH 

Bruce,  C.  L.  C.  Hardy,  J. 

Canning,  hon.  C.  J.  Hind,  J.  H. 

Canning,  rt.  hn.  Sir  S.  Hogg,  J.  W. 

Chandos,  Marquess  of  Houstoun,  G. 

Chaplin,  Colonel  Jackson,  Mr.  Sergean 

Clerk,  Sir  George  Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 

Compton,  Henry  C.  Johnstone,  Sir  J« 

Corry,  rt.  hon.  U.  Jones,  W. 

Dalbiac,  Sir  C.  Knatchbolt,  rt.  Ion, 
Duffield,  T.  Sir  E. 

EUey,  Sir  John  Knight,  H.  G. 

Fector,  John  Minet  Law,  hon.  C.  E 

Finch,  George  Lawson,  A. 

Forester,  hon.  0.  Lefroy,  rt.  hon.  T. 

Forster,  C.  S.  Lincoln,  Earl  of 
U 
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Lowt1i«r,  J.  F. 
M  neleaiiy  D. 

Miles,  P.  J, 
Nichon,  Dr. 
Palmer,  R. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Pethani,  J.  C. 
PontlMiton,  T« 
PereertU  Colonel 
Pringle.  A. 
Richards,  J 
Richards,  R. 
Uoss,  C. 
Rushbrookey  Colonel 


S(*«rietf ,  hon,  R» 
odaw,  ft*  hon.  F* 
Stblltorp,  Colonel 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Ttriss,  H, 
Vir«,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
VyTyan,Sir  R. 
Weyland,  Major 
Wortley,  hon.  J,  S* 

TELLEnS. 

Follett.  Sir  W. 
Pollock,  Sir.  F. 


List  of  the  Vo^s. 

Alston,  Rotvland  Musgrave,  Sir  R. 

AnfiEerstein,  John 
Anson,  hon.  Colonel 
Attwood,  Thomas 


Bsgshaw,  John 
Baines,  Edward 
Barclay,  David 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Samard,  E.  O. 
Bffwes,T. 
Biddulph,  R. 
Bownnjp,  Dr. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Bayl^y,  E.  8. 
CopfVfind,  W.  T. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Elphinsion*,  Howard 
FasakarUy,  John  N. 
Fitzsimon,  Nicholas 
Fleetwood,  P.  H. 
Gaskell,  D. 
Grattan,H. 
Grey,  Sir  George 
Grott,  George 
Gully,  John 
Harland,  W.  C. 
Hai^kins,  John  H. 
I  factor,  C.  J. 
Howard,?  H. 
Hiimphery^  John 
Hutt,  WHItam 
Ingham,  Robert 
Lamhton,  Hed worth 
Lefevre,  Ch.irles  S. 
Lister,  Ellis  CunliiTe 
Macnamarai  Major 
Maher,  J. 
Marjofibanks,  S. 
Marsland,  H 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Morpeth,  Lord  Viiet. 
Morrison,  J. 
Murray,  rt.  hon.  J.  A. 

Remaining  clauses  were  agreed  to. 
The  AttornMy  General  hid  aonic  addi- 
tional  olMitt  to  pfopoie.    By  tba  Act  at 


North,  F. 
0*Brien,C. 
O'Brten,  W.  Smith 
O'ConnelljJ. 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Ferrdll.  R.  M. 
Parker,  J. 
Parry,  Sir  L.  P.  J. 
Pattison,  J. 
Phillips,  M. 
Philipps,  C.  March 
Potter,  Richard 
Power,  James 
Rice,  right  hon .  T.  S. 
Rippon,  Culhbert 
Rundle,  John 
Russell,  Lord  John 
Scott,  Sir  £.  Dolman 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Stanley,  E  J. 
Steuart,  R. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  E. 
Smart,  Lord  J. 
Talfourd,  Mr.  Serg. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Mr.  Aid. 
Thornley,  T. 
Townley,  R.  O. 
Troubrldac,  Sir  E.T. 
Tulk,  C.'A. 
Tynie,  C.  K.  Kemeys 
Villiers,  C  P. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
WarbartOM,  H. 
Wason,  R. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  C. 
Yoang,  G.  F. ' 

TELttM. 

Attorney  General,  Mr. 
Ward,  Mr. 


it  originally  itood  vacaBCies  in  the  conncil 
c&old  not  be  6 lied  np  unless  those  vacan* 
eves  amounted  to  two-thirds  of  the  whole 
number.  That  which  he  proposed  by  the 
IsC  clause  submitted  to  the  Committee 
was,  to  make  provision  that  there  should  be 
an  election  for  the  purpose  of  filling  up 
each  vacancy  as  it  occurred. 

Lord  Stanley  recollected  that  this  ques* 
tion  was  disoudaed  tvhen  the  measure  frrst 
came  under  the  consideration  of  Parlta* 
ment,  and  it  was  met,  as  he  thoucrht,  by 
insuperable  objections,  one  of  which  was, 
that  the  frequent  recurrence  of  these 
elections  would  keep  corporate  towns  in  a 
constant  state  of  excitement;  it  must 
clearly  then  be  the  better  way  to  have 
none  but  «[eneral  elections,  and  at  these 
any  vacancies  which  took  place  might  be 
filled  up  as  well  as  the  places  of  those  who 
went  out  of  the  council  by  rotalic/n. 

Mr.  Jervis  was  favourable  to  the  clause, 
as  tending  to  prevent  excitement ;  for,  as  the 
law  at  present  stood,  the  moment  a 
vacancy  took  place  the  excitement  of  can- 
vassing and  electioneering  commenced,  and 
never  ceased  till  after  the  election.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  the  best  course  at 
once  to  proceed  with  the  choice  of  a  per* 
son  to  fill  each  vacancy  as  it  arose. 

Sir  fV.  Fuliett  observed,  that  the  clause 
relating  to  this  matter  in  l he  original  Act 
was  extremely  vague,  and  from  its  lan- 
guage it  would  be  difficult  to  say  when 
vacancies  ought  to  be  filled  up;  but  he 
objected  to  more  than  one  election  in  the 
year.  By  the  Act,  there  must  be  one  in 
November,and  that  occasion, as  he  thought, 
would  be  the  most  suitable  for  the  filliog 
up  of  vacancies. 

The  clause  was  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Hodgson  Htnde  moved  a  clause 
providing  for  the  support  of  hospitals  for 
poor  freemen,  their  widows,  and  daughters, 
in  all  cases  where  such  had  been  maintained 
out  of  the  funds  of  any  corporation,  but 
where  no  specific  endowment  had  been 
made. 

The  Attorney-Oeneral  thought  it  would 
be  monstrous  to  give  the  power  of  rating 
all  the  inhabitants  for  such  a  purpose. 

Mr.  Hodgson  Hinde  was  willing  !o  limit 
the  levy  to  those  cases  where  parties  were 
liable  before  the  passing  of  the  Act. 

Viscount  Howick  objected  to  the  clause 
as  one  of  gross  injustice,  and  observed, 
that  besides  being  unjust  It  was  inexpedient, 
for  the  maintenance  of  such  establishments 
Arequentl/  led  those  who  expected  ad* 
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vantage  from  them  to  a  disregard  in  youth 
and  middle  life  of  those  provident  habits  by 
which  alone  they  could  secure  a  com* 
petency  in  old  age. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  supported  the  clause. 
He  had  heard  much  of  the  friends  of  the 
people,  but  he  thought  that  those  were  the 
real  friends  of  the  people  who  supported 
their  privileges.  He  protested  against  tl.e 
doctrine  that  the  prospect  of  the  asylum  of 
an  hospital  in  after  life  would  tend  to  make 
freemen  improvident  or  idle.  Because 
men  were  poor  they  were  not  the  less 
honest.  He  sincerely  wished  to  see  every 
hon.  Member  of  that  House  as  respectable, 
as  honest,  and  as  upright  in  life  as  many 
freemen  were,  to  his  knowledge.  It  would 
tend  to  their  credit  and  advantage  in  this 
life,  and  to  their  happiness  hereafter.  He 
might  be  laughed  at,  and  so  might  the 
cieinis  of  the  honest  freemen,  but  he  be- 
lieved that  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
DOW  so  ready  to  laugh,  had  not  been  less 
ready  to  court  the  sutfrages  of  those  very 
freemen  preparatory  to  their  appearing  at 
the  hustings.  He  thought  it  but  just  that 
hon.  Members  should  betray  no  reluctance 
to  pay  out  of  their  pockets  for  the  legiti- 
mate maintenance  of  those  who  in  their 
turn  had  supported  them. 

Mr.  ji.  Trevor  supported  the  clause. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  take  the 
sense  of  the  Committee  upon  the  clause 
which  he  proposed  to  introduce,  and  by  a 
division  of  the  House  show  the  people  who 
were  their  real,  and  who  their  pretended, 
friends. 

Mr.  Maclean  also  supported  the  clause ; 
and  considered  that  the  opponents  of  its 
inCroduciion  had  exhibited  themselves  as 
the  patrons  of  a  summary  injustice.     He 
was  of  opinion  that  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend     (Mr.   Hodgson  Hinde)    did    him 
infinite  credit.     He  denied  the  allegation 
that  its  adoption  would  tend  to  the  pro- 
duction among  the  freemen  of  improvident 
habits.        He   was  surprised  to   hear   the 
noble  Lord   the  Member  for  Northumber- 
land deduce  such  an  argument  from   the 
erroneously  supposed  tendency  to  improvi- 
dence.     Was  that  argument    one   which 
the  noble   Lord  would  wish  to  see  given 
forth  to  the  world  ?      He  was  no  less  sur- 
prised   at   the  violent  abuse   which   hon. 
Members  had  thought  fit  to  direct  against 
a  set    of  men  whom  they  had  previously 
used  as  constituents. 

The    C  mnniitce    divided: — Ayes     48; 
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Ustqf 

Agnew,  Sir  A.Bart. 
Bell,  Matthew 
Bentinck,  Lord  O. 
Bowles,  G.  R. 
Brown rig^,  S. 
Chaplin,  Col. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Conolly,  £.  M. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Duffield,  Thomas 
Elley,  Sir  J. 
Finch  George 
Follelt,  Sir  W.  Webb 
Forster,  C.  S- 
Grant,  hon.  Colonel 
GrimstoD,  Viscount 
Grimston,  hon.  £.  H« 
llan)iUon,G.  A. 
Hardy,  J. 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
Jones,  Wilson 
Jones,  T. 
Knatchbull,  Sir  £. 
Law,  hon.  C.  £• 
LawsoD,  Andrew 


the  Ayjm* 

Lefroy,  Thomas 
Lowther,  J. 
Martin,  J. 
Neeld,  John 
Owen,  Hugh 
Palmer,  Robert 
Pemberton,  ThoiUM 
Price,  S.G. 
Richards,  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Ross,  Charles 
Scarlett,  hon.  R. 
Shaw,  right  hon,  P. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Sibthorp,  Colonel 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Twiss,  H. 

Vere,  Sir  C  B  ,  Bart. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Weyland,  Major 
Young,  O.  F. 

TELLERS* 

Hinde,  J.  U. 
Macleaoi  D. 


LiH  qfthe  Nobs. 
Adam,  Admiral  Howard,  P.  H. 


Angerstein,  John 
Atiwood,  T. 
Bagshaw,  John 
Baines,  Edward 
Barclay,  David 
Baring,  Francis  T. 
Barnard,  E  G. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
IJewesT. 
Biackhurne,  John 
Btake,  M.  J. 
Bodkin  J. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Brodic.  W.  B. 
Brolherlon,  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Bardon,  W. 
Butler,  hon  P. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Chalmen,  P. 
Clive,  Edward  Bolton 
Collier,  J. 
Copeland,  W.  T. 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fergasson,  R.  C. 
Fleetwood,  Peter  U* 
Gaskfrll,  Daniel 
Gordon,  R« 
Goring^  H.  D. 
Graltaii,  Henry 
Groie,  George 
Gaily.  John 
Hawktnt,  J.  H* 
Hecior,  C.  J. 
Hodges,  T.  U 


Howick,  Vtflcodnt 
Hutt,  Wm. 
Jephs  -n,  C.  D.  O. 
Lefevre,  C  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  G« 
Lister,  E  C. 
Lushington,  Charles 
Maher,John 
MarjoribankSi  S. 
Marsland,  H. 
Maale,  hoo.  F, 
Morrison,  J. 
Mot tyn,  hon.  £•  L. 
Murray,  J.  A. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R.|Bt. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Palmerston,  Lord 
Parker,  John 
Parrott,  Jasper 
Parry,  Sir  L.  P« 
Philips,  Mark 
Pbillip|>f,  Charles  M. 
Potter,  R. 
PooUer,  J.  S. 
Pryroe,  George 
Rippon,  C. 
RobiDfon,  G«  E* 
Roche,  D. 
Rondle,  J. 
ScholeBeld.  Joshoft 
Bcott,  SirE  D, 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sianley,  E.  J. 
SiriekUnd,  tit  0. 
Siaart,  Lord  D. 
Hurt^  Ilsoiy  Chair 
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Vagranti* 


£84 


Talfourd,  S<»r?#»ant  Ward,  H.  G. 

Tr.ncred,  H.  W.  Wason,  R. 

Thompson,  Alderman     Whalley, SirS. 


Thorn] py,  Thomas 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tiilk,  C.  A. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Warliuiton,  li. 


Wilde^  Servceant 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Wyse,  Thomas 

TELLERS. 

Steuart,  R, 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 


The  House  resumed.  The  report  to  be 
received. 

Irish  and  Scotch  Vagrants.] 
Mr.  Robert  Palmer  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Irish  and  Scotch  Vagrants 
Removal  Bill.  He  should  briefly  state 
what  the  object  of  the  measure  was,  which 
he  had^obtained  leave  to  bring  in  a  week 
ago.  It  was  merely  a  renewal  of  an  Act 
which  had  been  in  operation  for  the  last 
three  years,  and  he  should  propose,  in 
order  to  give  hon.  Members  an  opportu- 
nity of  examining  the  details,  that  it 
should  be  committed  that  day  se*nnight. 
Enormous  expense  had  been  previously 
imposi'd  upon  ihe  various  counties  around 
London  which  were  charged  with  the 
expense  of  passing  those  vagrants  ;  and 
he  held  in  his  hand  a  list  of  ei^^ht  or  nine 
counti«'S  through  which  the  great  roads 
leading  from  London  to  Brii^tol  and  Liver- 
pool Tfin,  which  would  show  the  House  the 
amount.  In  thf  county  of  Berks,  under 
I  he  former  law,  there  hnd  bee-n  passed  in 
the  year  1832  no  less  than  4.5')9  peisoiift, 
Ht  an  expense  of  1,139/.,  although  the 
rnitiity  hail  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
these  paupers.  In  the  fifbt  year  after  the 
pHssing  of  the  re^v  Act,  1R34,  tliere  had 
i)een  only  one  individual  passed,  at  an 
expeuhCofS/.  In  the  year  1832.  7,000 
and  odd  persons  had  been  passed  by  the 
coitntv  ol  But  kinehani,  and  in  Middlesex, 
<nihei^Hnie  year,  the  number  had  been  9.376 
pffsoiis,  at  an  eNpense  of  2,9.50/.,  while  in 
xUe  fianie  county,  the  firist  year  after  the 
pi«s«in<r  of  the  new  Act,  the  number  had 
bet  n  only  734,  at  a  cost  of  1,112/.  In 
Miridiesex,  during  the  last  two  years,  it 
appeared  from  the  returns  of  the  county 
treasurer  that  the  nuuiliers  were  in  1836, 
456  persons,  at  a  cost  f  777/.,  and  in 
1836,  734,  at  a  rost  of  1 ,200/.  It  appeared, 
therefore,  that  the  saving  was  most  ex- 
tensive, and  he  hoped  the  present  Session 
would  not  be  allowed  to  terminate,  without 
a  renewal  of  that  most  useful  measure, 
otherwise  the  evils  of  the  old  system  would 
bt*  brought  again  into  operation.  He  had 
been   urged   by   Sir   F.   Roe,  and  other 


police-magistrates,  to  attend  to  the  pasting 
of  the  Bill,  as  it  had  been  found  very 
generally  useful,  and,  under  those  circom* 
stances,  he  trusted  no  opposition  would  be 
given,  but  that  the  House  would,  if  they 
thought  fit,  make  it  a  permanent  measure, 
to  save  the  trouble  of  renewiog  it  every 
Session. 

The  Lord  Advocate  was  by  no  means 
hostile  to  the  Bill,  but  he  was  quite  ignorant 
of  its  details.  How  was  it  possible,  he 
could  be  otherwise  when  the  Bill  was  not 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members?  It  ap- 
peared that  it  was  against  the  people  of 
Scotland  its  provisions  were  particularly 
directed — and  how  were  they  to  become 
acquainted  with  its  provisions,  if  it  were 
to  be  hurried  through  the  House  ?  All  he 
wanted  was,  that  time  should  be  given  to 
examine  its  details,  for  the  people  of  Scot- 
land be  would  contend  had  a  right  to  know 
what  the  legislation  of  that  House  was, 
with  respect  to  them.  He  suggested,  there- 
fore, that  the  hon.  Member  should  postpone 
the  second  reading  to  a  futtKe  day. 

Mr.  Hawes  thought,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  had  assigned  no  good  grounds 
for  his  opposition.  In  the  borough  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  it  had 
been  found  very  useful,  and  he  should 
therefore  give  it  his  cordial  support. 

Mr.  Young  believed,  there  was  no  real 
point  of  difference  between  the  hon.  Mem- 
hers  on  both  sides  of  the  House.  As  the 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  had  no 
olijeetion  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but 
only  Hsked  a  little  time,  he  thought  theie 
could  be  no  ol>jertion  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire. 

Mr.  Cvtlar  FergHs»on  was  quite  sure 
there  would  be  no  real  ground  of  opposition 
if  time  was  allowed  in  order  that  the  people 
ol  Scotland  might  examine  the  details  of 
the  Bill. 

Sir  Thomnt  Fremnntle  hoped  the  House 
would  secure  the  passing  of  the  Bill  during 
the  present  Session.  He  did  not  see  why 
there  should  be  any  jealousy  upon  the 
subject  among  the  people  of  Scotland,  for 
it  was  not  a  Scotch  but  an  English  Bill. 
It  merely  provided  that  the  Scotch  and 
Irish  vagrants  should  be  sent  home — and 
the  sole  question  was  in  what  way  the 
expense  should  be  borne  by  the  people  of 
England.  The  Bill  had  been  hitherto 
found  to  proceed  remarkably  well.  It  had 
been  a  vexata  guestio  for  many  years*  and 
been  introduced  as  an  experiment  after 
two  Committees  bad  sat  upon  the  aabfectr 
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and  no  complaint  had  hitherto  been  made 
of  its  oppration.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  make  it  a  permanent  measure. 

Mr.  Palmer  had  no  wish  to  hurry  the 
Bill  through  the  House,  but  he  was  not 
aware  that  a  law  which  had  been  three 
years  in  force  could  be  unknown  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite.  The 
whole  the  Bill  did  was,  to  alter  the  mode 
in  which  the  expense  of  conveying  home 
these  paupers  was  levied  and  appropriated 
—so  that  instead  of  the  charge  bein^ 
thrown  upon  the  several  counties  through 
which  they  passed,  it  should  be  borne  by 
those  parishes  where  the  parties  became 
chargeable. 

BUI  read  a  second  time. 


»^^»»»*«»*»»*^» 


HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Thursdatf,  February  16,  1837. 

Mnrvrss.]  Billi.  Read  a  aeooiid  time: — R«gtetnitioii  of 
UuriMgBB.'-  Head  a  lint  time :— Grand  Jarie^  (Irehmd). 

FatitioBt  pmcBted.  By  Lord  SurvriLr,  from  Great  Yar- 
mouth, for  AboliUoD  of  Church  Rates. — By  the  Earl 
of  CAmuBLs,  the  Marqueie  of  laitaoowirB,  Lordi 
Brouoham  and  Aa&BuaToii,  from  Anglctea,  Newport, 
Hackaey,  andaeveral  other  places,  for  Abolition  of  c  hureh 
RmtcL — By  the  Earl  of  Bandoit  ,  from  various  places,  for 
the  Amendment  of  Irish  Grand  Juries  Bill. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  February  16,  1837. 

MfBUTjn.]  Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  Brooib  and  sere. 
ml  other  Hon.  Mbmbsiui,  from  Aylesbury  and  several 
other  places,  for  tiie  Abolition  of  Church  Rates. — By  Mr. 
T110MA8  Arrwooo,  Mr.  Bakuow  Hot,  and  other  Hon. 
MufBBM,  ftacn  various  places,  for  Amendment  of  Law 
of  Friendly  Societies. — By  Lord  Jambs  Stoabt  and  oth«r 
Hon.  Mbmbbbs.  from  Ayr  and  other  places,  for  Repeal 
of  Duty  OD  Soap.— By  Mr.  Hbhbt  Gbattaw  and  Mr. 
O^oirxBLL,  from  various  places,  for  Abolition  of  Tithes. 
—By  Mr.  O^Conn  bll,  from  Oodmanstown  and  Kileunen, 
for  Poor  Laws  (Irdaad). — By  Mr.  Hbitbt  Obattait  and 
Mr.  O^Co»ivBi.L,  from  Dublin  and  other  places,  for  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  (Ireland),  and  for  the  Ballot.— By  Mr. 
E.  J.  Staklbt,  from  Chester  and  Staflbfd,  for  Amend- 
ment of  Law  reiatiBg  to  Innkeepers.— By  Mr.  O'CoinrBU., 
ftora  Oodmanstown,  Kikullen,  for  Reform  of  House  of 
Lords.— By  the  ArroBirBT-OBKBBAi.,  from  Richmond, 
York,  EdiBbuzgh,  and  other  plaoes,  for  Repeal  of  Duty  on 
FIbb  losumioaB. 

Tithe  Commutation  Act  (Eng- 
land).] Sir  Edward  Knatchbull  would 
aik  a  question  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
touching  tiie  Act  passed  last  year,  for  the 
Commutation  of  Tithes.  An  opinion  had 
gone  abroad,  ibat  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment bad  discovered  several  faults  in  the 
working  of  this  Act,  which  they  were  dis- 
posed to  remove,  by  introducing;  some 
remedial  measure.  Now,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Government  had  any 
•ucb  intention  ? 

I^rd  John  Ruisell  was  well  aware  that 


such  a  report  had  gone  abroad,  but  from 
whai  sources  it  had  issued,  he  cuuld  not 
conceive.  The  Commissioners  had  uni- 
formly expres^d  their  satisfaction  with 
the  present  measure,  and  his  Majesty's 
Government  had  certainly  not  received 
any  information  from  other  quarters,  which 
would  lead  them  to  doubt  t))e  correctnesst 
of  the  opinion  of  those  Genilemen.  He 
would  therefore  say,  that  the  Government 
had  no  such  intention  as  that  alluded  to 
by  (he  ri^ht  hon.  Baronet. 

Mr.  Hodges  was  compelled  to  express 
his  regret  at  the  reply  of  th<»  nohle  Lord  ; 
there  were  rlriuses  with  respect  to  rating 
which  required  alteration. 

Subject  dropped. 

Privileges — Ma  LkchmerfXharl- 
ton — Rbpoht.]  Mr.  Williams  Wynn 
brought  up  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  rase  of  Mr. 
Lechmere  Charlton,  which  was  read  as 
follows : — 

"  In  reporting  upon  the  question  which  has 
been  referred  to  your  Committee,  they  propose 
to  follow  the  course  which  usually  has  been 
adopted  upon  such  occasions,  of  first  stating; 
the  circumstances  of  the  particular  case,  and 
afterwards  the  law  and  usages  of  Parliament^ 
as  it  appears  to  apply  to  them. 

'*  The  warrant  for  Mr.  Charlion*s  commit- 
ment to  the  Fleet,  and  the  order  of  Court  on 
which  it  was  founded,  weie  produced  to  the 
Committee,  and  it  appeared  that  he  was  oom- 
mitted  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  writint;  a 
letter,  addressed  to  William  Brousham,  Esq., 
one  of  the  Masters  of  the  High  Court  of 
Chancery,  containing  matters  scandalous  with 
respect  to  the  said  Master,  and  an  attempt 
improperly  to  influence  his  conduct  in  the 
matter  pending  before  him,  '  which  the  said 
Lord  Chancellor  deemed  to  be  a  contempt  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery.'  The  order  not  pro- 
ceeding to  set  forth  the  letter  in  question,  or 
to  specify  the  parts  of  it  on  which  these  charges 
were  grounded,  your  Committee  therefore 
directed  the  letter  to  be  produced,  inasmuch  as 
they  considered,  that  although  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor had  the  power  to  declare  what  he  deemed 
to  be  a  contempt  of  the  High  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, it  was  necessary  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, as  the  sole  and  exclusive  judge  of  its 
own  privileges,  should  be  informed  of  the 
particulars  of  \he  contempt,  before  they  could 
decide  whether  the  contempt  was  of  such  a 
character  as  would  justify  the  imprisonment  of 
a  Member.  Hiey  also  summoned  Mr.  Charl- 
ton before  them,  and  afforded  him  an  op|)or« 
tunity  of  fully  stating  his  case. 

*'  Upon  the  whole  examination,  the  letter 
appears  to  your  Committee  to  be  expressed  in 
an  intemperate  and  improper  manner.  The 
letter,  how  ever,  was  occasioned  by  informatloo 
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deriTed  from  tbe  solicitor  in  the  cause»  the 
correctness  of  vrhich  Mr.  Chnrlton  had  no 
renson  to  doubt ;  but  they  are  of  opinion  that 
It  It  offensWe  to  the  Master,  and  thereby  to 
tht  authority  of  the  Court  under  which  he 
aettdy  and  was  an  atttnopt  improperly  to  in- 
fluence hii  conduct  in  the  matter  pending 
before  liim,  with  a  view  to  obtain  a  further 
hearing,  to  which,  if  applied  for  in  a  proper 
manner,  Mr.  Charlton  would  have  been 
entitled. 

**  It  was  found,  in  the  course  of  the  investi- 
gation, that  Mr.  Joseph  Parkes,  the  solicitor 
for  the  parties,  who  appeared  before  the  Mas- 
ter, in  opposition  to  Mr.  Charlton's  clients, 
had,  during  the  interval  which  occurred  be- 
tween the  issue  of  the  warrant  and  its  execu- 
tion, written  a  letter,  at  the  request  of  a  third 
person,  containing  the  following  assurance — 
'  Mr.  Charlton  may  take  my  honour,  and  I 
have  never  yet  violated  it,  that  he  is  perfectly 
necura  in  coming  to  my  house,  to  see  if  we 
can  adjust  the  Ludlow  malters,'  and  that  Mr. 
Charlton  did  afterwards,  in  consequencc,attend 
a  meeting  at  the  house  of  Mr.  Parkes,  without 
any  interruption,  or  attempt  to  execute  the 
warrant  hy  the  officers  who  held  it.  Your 
Committee,  therefore,  fell  it  necessary  to 
■acertaiii  whether  the  execution  of  a  process 
issued  on  the  ground  of  punishing  a  contempt 
of  the  Court  of  ('hancery,  had  in  any  manner 
been  allowed  to  be  enforced  or  suspended,  at 
the  discretion  of  one  of  the  litigant  parties,  or 
to  be  rendered  subservient  to  his  objects.  This 
inquiry  has  tended  considerably  to  lengthen 
their  proceedings,  but  the  revult  has  satisfied 
them,  that  no  power  had  ever  been  given  by 
any  person,  or  exercised  by  the  solicitor,  for 
that  purpose. 

"  Upon  the  law  and  usage  of  Parliament,  as 
affecting  this  case,  your  Committee  beg  leave 
to  refer  to  tiie  statement  contained  in  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  Privileges  in  the 
oaso  of  the  lion.  VNilliam  Long  Weiiesley. 
ftresented  to  the  House  on  the  26th  of  July 
1831y  the  precedents  cited  in  which  they  will 
sot  here  repeat. 

**  The  Committee  are  deeply  impressed  \%iih 
the  difficulty  and  importance  of  the  question 
referred  to  them,  in  the  absence  of  authorities 
to  which  they  can  refer,  as  clearly  in  point,  and 
directly  bearing  on  this  particular  case.  It 
will  be  seen,  from  the  early  cases,  that  the 
tneient  deAnition  of  privilege  of  Parliament  is, 
that  it  belongs  to  every  Member  of  the  House, 
except  in  cases  of  treason,  felony,  or  refusing 
to  give  surety  of  the  peace.  These  exceptions, 
by  the  statement  of  the  Commons  in  1641,  are 
further  extended  to  all  indictable  offences  j  by 
their  resolution  in  169T  to  forcible  entries  and 
detainers;  and,  in  1763,  in  conformity  with 
the  principle  of  the  declaration  of  1641,  and  of 
a  subsequent  resolution  in  1675,  to  printing 
and  publishing  seditious  libels;  to  which  may 
lie  aaded,  the  resolution  of  the  Lords  in  1757, 
that  privilege  shall  not  protect  Peers  against 
process  to  enforce  the  habeai  c(frpu9. 


"  The  ordinary  process  for  contemptis  against 
persons  having  privilege  of  Parliament,  or  of 
Peerage,  has  not  been  that  of  attachment  of 
the  person,  but  that  of  sequestration  of  the 
whole  property,  which  has  been  found  sufficient 
to  vindicate  the  authority  of  the  courtti  even 
in  cases  of  some  aggravation. 

**  It  i.s  Slated  by  Blackstone,  that  '  con- 
tempts committed  even  by  Peers,  when  enor- 
mous, and  accompanied  with  violence,  such 
AS  forcible  rescues,  and  the  like,  or  when  they 
import  disobedience  to  the  King's  writs  of  pro- 
hibition, Afl6eascor/wi,  and  the  rest,  are  punish- 
able by  attachment  ;*  and  tbe  same  doctrine 
has,  on  different  occasions,  l)een  expressed 
by  other  writers,  and  by  judges  of  high  au- 
thority. 

"  The  only  cases,  however,  in  which  attach- 
ments have  been  found  by  the  Committee  to 
have  been  actually  issued  against  privileged 
persons,  are  that  of  Earl  Ferrers,  by  the  King's 
Bench,  and  that  of  Mr.  Long  Weiiesley,  by 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  already  referred  to. 
The  former  was  a  case  of  disobedience  to 
a  writ  of  habeas  corpus^  to  which,  while  the 
discussion  was  pending,  it  had  been  declared 
by  the  House  of  Lords  privilege  of  Parliament 
dtd  not  extend ;  the  other  was  that  of  iKe 
forcible  removal  of  a  ward  of  tbe  Court  of 
Chancery,  and  placing  her  out  of  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Court,  which  obviously  could  only 
be  checked  by  the  most  prompt  and  efficacious 
remedy. 

"  Since  the  sitting  of  the  last  Committee  of 
Privileges,  the  Act  of  2  and  3  William  4th, 
c.  93,  entitled,  '  An  Act  for  enforcing  the 
Process  upon  Contempts  in  the  Courts  £ccle« 
siasiical  of  England  and  Ireland,'  has  passed, 
by  which  contempts  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Coiirts, 
'  in  face  of  the  Court,  or  any  other  contempt 
towatds  such  Court,  or  the  process  thereof, are 
directed  to  be  signified  to  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
who  is  to  issue  a  writ  rfc  contnmact  capiendo,  for 
taking  into  custody  persons  charged  with  such 
cont(  mpt,*  in  case  such  person  '  shall  not  be  a 
Peer,  Lord  of  Parliament^  ur  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons.* 

"  Under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
your  Committee  are  of  opinion,  that  Mr, Charl- 
ton *s  claim  to  be  discharged  from  imprison* 
ment,  by  reason  of  privilege  of  Parliament, 
ought  not  to  be  admitted. 

"  February  16,  1837." 

Report  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  then  said,  thathe  had 
been  further  directed  by  the  Coinmittee,  to 
call  ihe  attention  of  the  House  to  a  para- 
tjrnph  in  one  of  the  morning  newspapers, 
reflecting;  upon  the  full  attendance  ol  Mem- 
bers at  the  Committee,  as  beiiig  caused 
solely  by  parly  and  political  ftelin|f. 
During  the  time  that  he  had  sat  in  Par- 
liament, he  had  never  seen  a  Commiltee 
more  fully  attended,  and  the  report  tvhich 
had  been  just  read,  would  show  that  tbe 
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CondmiUee  could  have  beien  influenced  by 
no. other,  motive,  than  an  anxiety  to  act 
with  justice  and  impartiality.  The  accu^- 
■atiort  therefore  was,  in  his  ppinion^a  c^se 
which  called  for  the  interference  of  the 
House..  In  ordinary  Committee^,  8tich 
calumnies  might  be  safely  passed  by,  be- 
cause their  proceedings  were  op^n  to 
the  public ;  but  the  investigation  of  a 
Committee  of  Privileges  being  carried  bn 
in  private,  there  was  ho  other  opportunity 
of  con  trad  ictidg  the  imputations  which 
had  been  cast  upon  the  motives  of  non. 
Members,  than  by  bringing  the  paragraph 
immediately  under  the  notice  of  t,he  House. 
The  effect  of  it  was,  to  impeach  the  cha- 
racter of  a  Committee  sittinji^  judicially, 
and  therefore  tended  directly  to  obstrul:t 
the  course  of  justice.  The  passage  of 
which  he,  as  the  organ  of  the  Cdmmiltee, 
was  directed  to  complain,  was  as  follows. 
The  right  hon..  Gentleman  read  the  fol- 
io wing  pstssage  from  iheMorning  Chronicle: 
• — **  We  directed  attention,  ten  days  ago, 
to  the  indecent  conduct  of  the  Tories  bn 
the  question  respecting  the  claim  of  pri- 
vilege by  Mr.  E.  Lechmefe  Charltoti, 
against  the  process  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
for  a  gross  contempt  of  Court.  This  con- 
duct is  repeated  by  the  Tories,  who  are 
notoriously  *  whipping'  the  Committee  of 
Privileges.  That  Committee,  being  sub- 
stantially open  to  all  Members  bf  the 
House  of  Commons,-  is,  it  would  seem,  to 
take  the  place  of  packed  special  juries  of 
former  times}  and  such  is  the  rage  of 
party  spirit,  that  even  a  grave  and  respon- 
sible judicial  enquiry  is  to  be  turned  into 
an  arena  of  political  faction.  The  Tory 
*  whippersi-in,'  who  are  well-known  under 
that  denomination,  daily  display  the  dt- 
most  industry  in  the  eXercifse  of  their 
honoifrable  vocation.  It  matters  not  whe- 
ther the  authority  of  the  Great  Seal,  or  a 
great  constitutional  question  be  at  issue, 
everylhrng  now  is  to  be  sacrificed  to  party 
feeling,  ahd  party  objects.  The  simple 
mattef  of  reference  to  this  Committee,  is 
tbe  consideration  of  all  matters  touching 
privilege,  and  the  consideration  of  the  let- 
ters to  the  Speaker  from  the  Lord  Chan- 
ceik)r  and  Mr.  Charlton.  On  this  simple 
inquiry  the  Committee  has  now  sate  in  se- 
cret and  solemn  conclave,  a  full  fortnight. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  either  has  or  has 
not  the  pbwer  of  committing  a  Member  of 
•he  House  of  Commons  for  contempt.  No 
<naii  of  .common  sense  doubts  that  a  vio- 
Iftiiott  of  hiWy  or  a  contempt  of  (he  courts 


9f  justice,  i%  ag|prav^ted  it)  thecatfeof.t 
Member  of  the  Legi:»lalurei  anii  not  •  pri^ 
yileged.'  It  requires  little  knowledge  of 
Parliamentary  history,  and  legal  decision^; 
to  be  abjb  tb  pronounce  that,  as  in  the 
rdse  of  Mr.  Long  Wellesley,  the  CbuH  bf 
Chan.cery  ought  not  lo  be  overridden  bj 
the  House  of  Commonl  With  respect  tb 
the  particular  '  contempt 'assigned  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  against  Mr;  Charlton^  ^% 
apprehend  that  the  PHvilege  Commitlee  il 
no  appellate  jurisdiction.  It  is  for  ,the 
judge  to  decide  what  is  a  '  contempt '  of 
his  court  and  authority.  In  the  present 
instance^  thfe  perpetrator  is^  we  uodeN 
stand,  a  petitioner  and  counsel  of  tbi 
Court.  In  such  relations,  he  is  iurel^ 
amenable  to  the  jtJrisdiction  of  the  Court 
in  which  he  petitions  and  (Practises.  Btit 
the  *  whlppers-in '  now  inibrm  ns,  thfeit 
this  peculiar  Conimittee  is  not  only  to 
drcide  whether  Mr.  Charlton  is  *  t)ri^i* 
leged,'  but  is  also  tb  determine^  whether 
his  offence  is  or  is  not,  a  '  contempt'  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery— that  is  to  say, 
they  are  to  usurp  the  function^  of  the 
judge  I  Mr.  Charlton's  letters  to  Mr.  W 
Brougham,  and  to  the  Lord  Chadcdlof, 
may  be  acceptable,  as  a  mattef  of  tane, 
to  the  Tories,  but  the  *  whippers-in'  will 
find  it  hard  to  persuade  the  country;  of 
the  House  of  Comfnoris  collectively,  tha 
his  epistles  are  not  vul^ar^  as  well  as  snb- 
versive  of  the  course  of  justice.  In  charity 
to  the  hon.  Member,-  they  may  desire  tft 
use  him  for  ulterior  objects;  but,'  what- 
ever the  report  of  a  •  whipped  '  Comntiitee; 
they  will  fail  in  persuading  a  reformed 
House  of  Commons,  that  the  Lord  Chan* 
cellor  of  England,  and  the  highest  judicial 
officers  of  the  realm,  are  to  bt  insdhed 
wKb  impunity,  or  that  the  iiidnicipal 
rights  of  a  populous  borough  are  td  be 
sacrificed  to  the  old  nuisatice  of  borough* 
mongering.  If  the  '  whip '  is  to  decide 
this  constitutional  and  important  refere/rce« 
we  hope  it  will  be  appHed  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  Certahily  it  is  the  duty  of 
every  Liberal  to  attend  this  day,  tn  order 
that  Pafrliament  itself,  as  w6ll  a^  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  may  not  b6  brought  in<6 
*  contempt.'"  the  right  hon.  Gentlemin 
then  moved,  after  handing  in  the  Momikff 
Chronicle  of  Thursday,  Feb.  16;  to  thfe 
clerk  at  the  table,  that  John  Black,  tWe 
printer  and  proprietor  of  the  Morniii^ 
Chronicle t  be  summoned  to  attend  hi  th» 
bar  of  the  House  the  next  day. 
LoTd  John  Russell  ctnx\d  have  ifvbei 
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Dtth  a  judge  for  invading  their  privileges, 
because  then  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
had  been  employed  for  the  purpose  oF 
interfering  with  the  proceedings  of  the 
House.  But  those  times  had  long  since 
gone  by,  and  at  present  it  was  only 
necessary  for  them  to  take  such  proceed- 
ings as  would  enable  them  to  carry  on 
their  discussions  or  debates,  and  attend  to 
the  business  of  the  country,  without 
disturbance  in  the  exercise  of  their  function. 
'These  were  powers  which  all  courts  ought 
to  possess,  and  which  all  courts  assumed. 
The  question  to  which  he  wished  immedi- 
ately to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  was 
the  proceedings  which  had  taken  place  in 
the  Court  of  King's  Bench  with  respect  to 
the  publication  of  papers  ordered  to  be 
printed  by  the  House.  Now,  he  thought 
it  could  not  oe  denied  that  the  House  must 
have  a  certain  latitude  in  that  respect, 
and  that  they  ought  to  prescribe  for  them- 
selves what  that  latitude  ought  to  be^  In 
ordering  any  papers  to  be  printed  and 
published,  it  was,  he  thought,  hardly 
tiecessary  to  argue  that  their  distribution 
ought  not  to  be  confined  to  Members  of  the 
House,  because,  if  they  took  such  a  limit 
they  would  evidently  be  without  the  means 
of  proceeding  and  judging  in  many  cases  for 
which  they  had  to  legislate.  It  was  one  of 
the  most  important  prifilegesofthe  subject, 
that  all  men  should  have  the  right  to 
make  their  complaints  kn6wn  to  that 
House,  and  if  the  House  received  all  com- 
plaints that  were  made,  some  of  them 
which  were  not  capable  of  proof  might,  in 
the  eye  of  the  law,  be  considered  libels. 
But  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  House 
to  lay  down  n  limit  so  as  to  prevent  com- 
plaints being  made  to  the  House,  and  by 
the  House  transmitted  to  the  public  ;  if  its 
proceedings  were  not  known,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  House  to  legislate  for  the 
country.  Then  arose  the  question  whether  if 
the  Hotise  made  its  proceedings  in  any  way 
public,  it  was  to  do  as  in  former  times — 
publish  them  under  the  authority  of  the 
Speaker  of  the  House,  or  in  any  other  way  ? 
Both  methods  were,  as  he  believed, 
publications  in  point  of  law.  The  issue 
of  1,200  copies  of  any  report  by  order  of 
the  Speaker  was  as  much  a  publication  as 
a  »ale  of  any  number  of  copies  ;  and  he 
could  not  see,  for  his  part,  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  issue  by  order  of  the 
Speaker  should  be  considered  a  fair  and 
permitted  proceeding,  and  the  publication 
of  them  by  way  of  aaUi  woA  under  the 


authority  of  the  Hottsei  tbould  briof  the 
printer  into  a  court  of  justice,  and  he  be 
made  to  suffer  damages  by  action  at  law. 
But  before  they  catne  to  any  decided 
opinion  on  the  subject,  they  would  fiod 
it  more  advantageous  to  have  a  Select 
Committee  for  the  purpose  of  stating  to 
the  House  what  precedents  had  arisen, 
and  what  was  the  law  and  practice  of 
Parliament  with  respect  to  the  publication 
of  their  proceedings.  The  question  which 
had  arisen  was  one  which  fairly  brought  the 
matter  in  dispute  under  the  consideration 
of  Parliament.  It  had  originated  in  the 
publication  of  a  report  which  he  had  him- 
self presented  to  the  House,  not  by  com* 
mand  from  his  Majesty^  but  in  pursuance 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament^  which  directed 
that  the  reports  ofthe  inspectors  of  prisons 
should  be  laid  before  Parliament.  The  in- 
spectors had  stated  what  cases  of  abuse  they 
had  discovered,  and  the  reasons  which  had 
induced  them  to  call  attention  to  such 
abuses  ;  and  if  they  had  not  done  so,  how 
was  that  House  to  apply  a  remedy  to  a 
public  grievance  ?  There  was  no  stepping 
out  of  their  way  on  the  part  of  the 
inspectors  ;  no  wish  on  their  part  or  his 
who  laid  the  report  on  the  table  to  injure  a 
private  individnal,  and,  therefore,  he 
thought,  that  if  in  such  cases  it  were  not 
allowable  for  the  House  to  publish  its 
proceedings,  and  they  were  to  submit  to 
such  a  restraint  on  their  power,  they  would 
be  setting  a  precedent  by  which  their 
usefulness  as  members  of  the  Legislature 
would  be  very  much  curtailed,  and  in  a 
great  degree  destroyed,  and  they  would 
leave  persons  acting  under  their  orders 
liable  to  penalties  and  forfeitures  in  the 
courts  of  law.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  by  citing  any  precedents  now  ;  he 
wished  rather  to  wait  till  the  Committee 
had  made  their  report,  and,  therefore,  he 
would  conclude  by  moving — "That  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  ascertain 
the  law  and  practice  of  Parliament 
respecting  the  circulation  and  publication 
of  papers  printed  by  order  of  the  House 
both  prior  to,  and  since,  the  order  for  the 
sale  of  Euch  papers." 

Mr.  Williams  Wt^nn  would  be  ^ry 
sorry  to  enter  into  any  argument  fofunded 
on  the  particular  circuinfifanees  of  thk 
case,  which  were  stronger  than  all  otliera 
which  had  occurred  with  respect  to  the 
attempt  made  to  limit  the  privileges  of 
the  House  ;  but  he  must  say,  that  hf  ther^ 
wa»  one  caea    whiob  afforded   a   fidk^ 
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justification  than  others  for  the  exercise  of 
their  authority ,  that  was  to  be  found  In 
the  present.  The  House,  in  consequence 
of  complaints  that  had  been  made  respect- 
ing prison  discipline  had  passed  an  Act 
directing  inspectors  to  be  appointed,  who 
from  time  to  time  should  make  reports 
to  the  House.  A  report  from  those 
inspectors  being  printed  and  laid  before 
the  House  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  in 
order  that  the  report  should  be  of  service, 
it  was  essential  that  it  should  be  circulated 
through  the  country.  He  might  be  allowed 
further  to  say,  that  it  was  essential  also  by 
publication  to  permit  those  who  found 
themselves  censured  in  any  respect  to 
defend  themselves  and  obtain  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  a  counter  statement. 
He  really  felt  bound  to  say,  that  this  case 
seemed  to  him  to  form  one  of  the  best 
vindications  that  could  be  made  out  of  the 
expediency  of  ordering  publications  of  this 
kind  to  be  sold,  even  if  they  had  not  the 
practice  of  Parliament  for  the  last  1 50  years 
in  their  favour. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Committee  ap- 
pointed. 

Pluralities.]  Lord  Jo/m  Russell 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  restrain 
and  regulate  Pluralities,  and  to  enforce 
residence  in  certain  cases.  He  did  not 
think  that  it  was  then  necessary  for  him  to 
go  into  any  lengthened  explanation  of  the 
Bill,  as  it  was  nearly  similar  to  an  Act 
which  was  introduced  last  year,  and  which 
passed  ihe  House  of  Lords  and  went  through 
some  of  its  stages  in  that  House.  The 
chief  object  was,  to  prevent  the  holding 
pluralities  in  all  cases  where  the  livings 
were  ten  miles  apart.  He  thought  that  it 
would  be  much  belter  to  discuss  the  Bill 
after  it  had  been  brought  in  and  printed  ; 
for  instance,  on  the  second  reading.  He 
concluded  with  moving  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  restrain  and  regulate  plurali- 
ties, and  to  enforce  residence  in  certain 
cases. 

Mr.  Hume  concurred  with  the  noble 
Lord^  that  it  would  be  better  to  discuss  the 
merits  of  the  Bill  at  a  future  stage  ;  but  he 
begged  to  protest  against  any  measure  that 
would  have  the  effect  of  legalising  plurali- 
ties. He  never  could  sanction  them,  but 
would  abolish  them  altogether ;  and  on  the 
next  occasion  he  was  determined  to  take 
tlie  sense  of  the  House  upon  the  subject. 
He  rose  to  make  these  few  observations, 
lesti  as  happened  last  yearj  his  silence 
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might  be  construed  as  assenting  to  this  and 
the  other  Church  Bill. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Benefit  Societies.]  Mr.  Barlow 
Hoy  rose,  in  pursuance  of  the  notice  he 
had  given,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  number  of  petitions  presented 
from  various  parts  of  the  country  with  re- 
spect to  benefit  societies.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  of  great  ad  vantage 
that  the  laws  by  which  they  were  governed 
were  embodied  in  an  Act,  and  that  this 
Act  should  be  so  framed  that,  while  it 
imposed  checks  sufficient  to  prevent  abuse, 
it  did  not  unnecessarily  restrain  them,  or 
deprive  them  of  the  power  of  managing 
their  property.  He  had  endeavoured  in 
the  last  Session  to  obtain  a  Committe  to 
inquire  into  the  nature  of  these  societies 
generally,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, requested  a  postponement  of  his 
motion,  on  the  ground  of  the  important 
business  which  remained  to  be  done  at  the 
end  of  the  Session,  but  did  not  oppose 
the  motion  on  any  other  grounds.  He 
would  now  ask  what  more  important  busi. 
ness  could  the  House  have  before  it  than 
this,  which  regarded  the  interest  of  12,000 
or  16,000,  societies,  the  number  of  mem- 
bers of  which  was  about  two  millions  ? — 
and  it  might  be  fairly  calculated  that  the 
interests  of  at  least  3,000,000  of  individuals 
were  involved  directly  in  the  welfare  of 
those  societies.  The  members  of  them 
wished  to  set  aside,  in  the  days  of  their 
youth  and  strength,  a  portion  of  their 
earnings  which  would  assist  them  in  old 
age  and  sickness,  and  thus  be  euabled  to 
stand  aloof  from  the  assistance  of  poor- 
laws,  charitable  institutions,  or  of  alms. 
He  considered,  therefore,  that  they  were 
worthy  of  encouragement,  and  instead  of 
being  controlled  and  restrained  by  one 
barrister,  that  they  should  be  allowed  to 
frame  their  own  rules,  which  should  be 
sufficient  for  their  government  when  signed 
by  the  magistrates  at. quarter  sessions,  or 
by  a  barrister  of  four  or  five  years'  stand- 
ing. The  extension  of  those  bodies  would 
tend  to  remove  a  heavy  burthen  ffom  the 
poor-rates;  for  the  Members  wished  to 
keep  themselves  independent  of  the  work- 
house, to  keep  aloof  from  the  relief  provided 
by  the  Poor-laws,  and  instead  of  being 
restrained  or  embarrassed  in  their  opera- 
tion by  the  laws,  they  ought  to  be  encou- 
raged by  those  laws;  and,  in  his  opinion, 
the  more  they  were  left  to  themselves  in 
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tbe  manageroeDt  of  tbeir  property,  it  would 
be  so  roucb  tbe  better.    He  tbought  that 
tbey  ought  to  be  allowed  to  frame  their 
own  laws,  and  when  those  laws  received 
tbe  sanction  of  the  magistrates  at  quarter 
sessions,  such  laws,  so  sanctioned,  would, 
be  was  certain,  be  found  well  adapted  to 
promote  tbe  good    government  of  those 
societies  and  to  secure  the  objects  which 
tbe  members  bad  in  view.     The  mode  at 
present  in  operation  tended  to  fetter  their 
operation,   and   to  restrain  their  increase  ; 
and  the  variety  of  laws  which  were  now  in 
force,  and  whicb  distracted  and  bewildered 
simple  men,  by  their  apparently  contradic- 
tory character,  bad   in   many  instances, 
frevented  the  formation  of  benefit  societies, 
f,  then,  those  who  had  forwarded  petitions 
to  that  House  were  right,  and  if  their  com- 
plaints were  well  founded,  the  House  ought 
to  alter  the  law,  and  to  substitute  some 
easy  method  whicb  would  be  understood, 
without  difficulty,  by  all  men.     Now,  the 
truth  of  the  allegations   contained   in  the 
petitions  could  only   be  ascertained  after 
full   and   fair  inquiry,   and   he   therefore 
boped  that  a  Committee  would  be  granted, 
upon  the  report  of  which  a  comprehensive 
measure  could  be   framed  for  the  regula- 
tion of  those  important  institutions.     At 
present  there  were  twelve  or  thirteen  Acts 
relating  to  benefit  societies,  and  in  his 
opinion  all  those  Acts  ought  to  be  repealed, 
and  one  of  a  more  simple    and    general 
character  introduced  in  their  place.     The 
rules  of  those  societies  ought  not  to  be 
placed  in  the  power  of  a  barrister,  residing 
at  a  distance  perhaps  from  tbe  spot  where 
tbe  institution   was   formed ;    nor  ought 
tbey  to  be  strictly  assimilated  to  eacb  other, 
for  local  peculiarities  would   necessarily 
demand  a  body  of  regulations  adapted  to 
those  peculiarities,  and  no  barrister  could, 
however  able  be  might  be,  form  one  gene- 
ral table  which  would  be  applicable  to 
every  case.    He  therefore  trusted  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  allow  a  Committee ;  that 
he  would  grant  those  institutions  the  pro- 
tection craved  in  the  petitions  which  bad 
been  presented ;  and  that  he  would,    in 
sbort,  allow  them  to  do  what  tbey  pleased 
with  their  own.    It  was  bis  wish  to  aid  bis 
industrious  countrymen ;  be  had  no  per- 
sonal object  in  view  in  bringing  the  subject 
before  tne  House,  and  be  boped  that  the 
praiseworthy  eflPorts  of  tbe  humbler  classes 
of  tbeir  countrymen  to  assist  each  other,  and 
to    keep  themselves  independent  of  the 
Poor*Uiwiy  woald  meet  with  every  encour- 


agement from  that  House.  The  bon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee. 

Mr.  PouUtt  Thamion  said,  it  was  be- 
cause he  felt  deeply  the  importance  of 
benefit  societies,  that  he  would  entreat  tbe 
House  not  to  grant  the  Committee  which 
tbe  bon.  Gentleman  had  moved  for.  Dur- 
ing tbe  last  few  years  several  Committees 
had  sat  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into 
the  operation  of  the  laws  for  the  regulation 
of  benefit  societies:  and  the  result  bad 
been,  that  a  Bill  was  brought  in  by  a  noble 
friend  of  his,  who  was  no«f  a  Member  of 
the  upper  House,  and  that  Bill  having 
passed  both  Houses  of  Parliament  was  now 
the  Act  by  which  those  societies  were 
regulated.  The  bon.  Member  had  talked 
much  of  the  petitions  and  complaints 
made  against  that  act ;  but  what  was  the 
fact?  Since  1829  only  one  petition  bad 
been  presented  from  Scotland,  one  from 
Ireland,  and  about  twenty  from  England. 
Now,  what  was  the  number  of  benefit 
societies  in  the  United  Kingdom  ?  It  did 
not  fall  much  short  of  5,000.  If,  then, 
there  had  been  only  from  twenty  to  twenty 
five  petitions  presented  to  the  House  since 
the  year  1829,  there  were,  he  thought, 
good  grounds  for  concluding  that  the 
members  of  those  societies  were  satisfied 
with  the  laws  affecting  the  regulation  of 
those  institutions.  He  was  convinced  that 
to  appoint  a  Committee,  or  to  propose  to 
alter  the  laws,  would  be  productive, 
instead  of  a  good,  of  a  very  bad,  eflTect.  To 
adopt  such  measures  would  create  great 
anxiety  in  the  minds  of  the  members^  and 
give  rise  to  doubts  which  would  retaitl  the 
increase  of  those  societies,  and  prevent 
many  from  joining  those  which  were 
already  formed,  though  they  might  be  in- 
clined at  present  to  enroll  themselves  as 
members.  The  bon.  Gentleman  com- 
plained of  grievances ;  but  where  was  the 
hardship  ?  By  the  Act,  certain  privileges 
were  granted  to  those  societies,  and  all  that 
it  required  was,  that  if  they  chose  to  avail 
themselves  of  those  privileges  they  should 
conform  to  certain  things  which  the  Act 
enjoined.  Any  Grentleman  who  had  at- 
tended to  the  subject,  and  who  bad  con- 
sidered the  operations  of  those  societies 
before  and  since  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
could  not  doubt  that  it  had  proved  ex- 
tremely beneficial.  As  far  as  he  conld 
understand  the  matter,  the  effect  of  that 
Act  bad  been  to  give  increased  confidence 
to  the  members  of  those  soctetiesi  and  id* 
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ditional  security  to  the  poor  man  that  his 
fands  would  not  be  wasted  improperly. 
He  would  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
lo  one  fact,  which  he  thought  proved  the 
beneficial  tendency  of  the  Act.  Within  a 
period  of  six  years  the  contributors  and  the 
amount  of  contributions  had  nearly 
doubled.  In  1 829,  the  number  of  contri- 
butors was  300,000,  and  the  amount  of 
money  lodged  13,000,000/.;  while  by  the 
last  returns  it  appeared  that  the  num- 
ber of  contributors  was  600,000,  and 
the  amount  contributed  upwards  of 
20,000,0001.  He  objected  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee,  because  the  moment 
the  subject  was  touched  upon  by  one,  alarm 
and  insecurity  would  pervade  the  minds  of 
the  poorer  class  of  society,  who  were  the 
principal  contributors.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber thought  any  alteration  of  the  existing 
law  necessary,  let  him  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose,  and  he  (Mr.  P.  Thomson)  for  one 
would  not  oppose  its  introduction,  but 
would  give  it  his  best  consideration.  The 
adoption  of  such  a  course  would  not  create 
that  alarm  which  would  result  from  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee.  No 
information  had  reached  him  that  such  a 
Bill  was  necessary  or  would  be  productive 
of  good,  or  would  be  one  to  which  he  could 
give  his  sanction;  but  he  considered  that  a 
more  preferable  course  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  follow  than  the  one  which  he  now 
called  upon  the  House  to  adopt. 

Colonel  Wood  regretted  the  determina* 
tton  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to 
grant  a  Committee.  He  thought  the  increase 
in  the  number  of  benefit  societies,  and 
their  growing  importance,  formed  a  new 
reason  for  the  appointmentofa  Committee ; 
while  the  introduction  of  the  recent  mea- 
sure of  Poor-laws,  which  had  thrown  the 
poorer  classes  of  society  so  much  upon 
their  own  resources,  rendered  it  a  matter 
of  the  utmost  importance  to  secure  for  the 
poor,  annuities  in  their  old  age.  In  his 
opinion,  benefit  societies  supplied  those 
annuities  on  an  extensive  scale ;  and  to 
have  those  institutions  well  regulated  was 
an  object  worthy  of  the  attention  of  that 
House.  According  to  Mr.  Price^s  tables 
the  members,  on  the  payment,  periodically, 
of  a  trifling  sum  in  their  youth,  were  secured 
in  the  enjoyment  of  6s.  a-week  when  they 
reached  sixty-five  years  of  age,  and  12s. 
a-week  after  seventy.  If,  then,  the  poor 
were  not  to  look  to  the  workhouse  for  relief, 
they  ought  to  be  encouraged  to  lay  up  a 
pwtion  of  their  earnings,  in  the  days  of 


youth  and  strength,  to  secure  them  in- 
dependence in  their  old  age;  and  that 
House  ought  not  to  refuse  a  remedy  for 
the  grievances  of  which  they  complamed, 
or  to  consider  of  a  plan  for  extending  the 
benefits  which  those  societies  were  calcu« 
lated  to  confer  upon  the  industrious 
poor. 

Mr.  Hume  was  sorry  that  a  Committee 
was  refused.  When  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Hoy)  brought  forward  a  similar  mo- 
tion last  Session,  the  only  objection  on 
the  part  of  Ministers  was  want  of  time ; 
and  he  distinctly  understood  that  a  pledge 
had  been  g^ven,  that  no  opposition  would, 
in  this  Session,  be  offered  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee.  He  did  think,  that 
what  had  fallen  from  hon.  Members 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  regard- 
ing the  changes  which  the  Poor-laws  were 
operating  in  society,  was  deserving  of  the 
most  serious  consideration  ;  and  if  a  Com- 
mittee were  granted,  some  scheme  might 
be  devised  which,  by  means  of  those 
benefit  societies,  would  render  the  lower 
classes  of  the  people  more  independent 
of  the  relief  afforded  by  the  workhouse  to 
the  poor.  He  doubted  whether  legislation 
would  be  of  any  advantage  to  the  larger 
societies ;  but  there  were  smaller  ones 
which  did  not  come  within  the  strict  rule, 
and  they  could  not  avail  themselves  of  the 
advantages  enjoyed  by  others.  He  was 
aware  that  nothing  could  be  more  advan- 
tageous than  to  give  every  possible  encou- 
ragement to  provident  societies.  He  had 
received  from  forty  to  fifty  deputations 
from  different  societies, whose  petitions  he 
had  presented,  who  approved  of  the  Bill 
as  a  whole,  but  wishing  that  some  amend- 
ment of  it  should  take  place.  He  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  P. 
Thomsoti)  that  it  would  be  extremely 
improper  to  put  this  subject  at  sea,  but  an 
inquiry  ouglit  to  be  granted.  He  knew 
at  least  1 00  societies  that  required  it,  and 
whose  affairs  could  not  be  provided  for  by 
the  woiking  of  the  present  Bill.  Why,  be 
wished  to  know,  was  there  an  objection  to 
inquiry?  Where  was  the  danger?  The 
only  objection  that  could  be  stated  was 
loss  of  time.  If  the  Committee  was 
granted,  the  hon.  Member  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  bringing  forward  the 
alleged  grievances  ;  and  if  they  turned  out 
not  to  be  of  a  character  that  required  re- 
dress, the  House  would  not  be  bound  to 
act  upon  them.  But  if  any  benefit  could 
be  conferred,  why  should  it  not  be  done  ? 
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and  sure  he  was,  that  the  Government  | 
could  not  do  better  than  encourage,  to 
the  utmost  of  their  power^  these  societies. 
Though  good  might  come  from  such  an 
inquiry,  harm  could  not ;  and  he  there- 
fore hoped  that,  notwithstanding  what 
had  passed,  a  Committee  would  yet  be 
granted. 

Mr,  Ingham  did  think  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  would*  not  be  pro- 
ductive of  any  good.  It  would  not  in  his 
opinion  encourage  the  formation  of  those 
societies,  or  promote  the  objects  which 
they  had  in  view ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
would  tend  to  infuse  doubts  into  the 
minds  of  the  Members,  and  restrain  those, 
who  might  be  inclined,  from  joining  them. 
What  the  grievance  was  of  which  they 
complained  he  could  not  understand.  A 
few  petitions  had  been  presented  against 
the  present  regulations ;  but  to  prove 
that  those  regulations  were  beneficial, 
they  had  the  acquiescence  of  the  whole  re- 
maining number  of  the  5,000  or  6,000 
societies  then  existing.  It  was  said  that 
the  fee  paid  to  the  barrister  for  revising 
the  rules  was  beyond  the  power  of  some ; 
but  this  he  thought  could  hardly  be  the 
case  ;  and  he  had  frequently  been  deputed 
to  convey  to  the  barrister  the  warmest  ex- 
pressions of  gratitude  for  the  interest  he 
had  manifested  in  the  societies  in  his  vici- 
nity. He  objected  to  a  Committee,  on  the 
ground  that  its  inquiries  would  only  tend 
to  defeat  the  object  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr,  Hoy)  had  in  view. 

Mr.  Baines  thought  a  Committee  would 
prove  advantageous,  as  it  would,  in  his 
opinion,  tend  to  increase  the  number  of 
benefit  societies.  Those  societies  tended 
to  make  the  humbler  classes  of  society 
independent  in  mind,  and  to  elevate  their 
character  ;  while,  at  the  same  time,  they 
provided  a  certain  support  for  sickness  and 
old  age.  An  inquiry  would,  in  his  opinion 
be  productive  of  benefit;  and  any  sugges- 
tion from  that  House  would  be  attended 
with  the  best  effect.  In  the  town  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  they  had 
failed  to  found  those  societies  on  asolid 
foundation,  and  he,  therefore,  thought 
that  inquiry  would  give  permanency  and 
stability  to  such  institutions.  He  could 
not  understand  the  objection  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  a  Committee  would 
give  insecurity  ;  but  in  his  opinion  it  would 
give  coDfidence ;  and,  in  combination  with 


the  Poor-laws,  might  render  those  societiea 
highly  beneficial.  He  would  state  a  cir- 
cumstance to  the  House  which  illustrated 
the  character  of  the  members  of  those 
institutions.  He  had  made  some  inquiries 
of  a  gaoler  who  had  informed  him  that 
of  the  20,000  prisoners  he  had  had  in  his 
custody,  there  was  not  one  man  connected 
with  a  benefit  society.  That  fact  demon- 
strated that  those  societies  were  a  guard 
on  public  morals,  and  they  further  saved 
the  poor-rates,  and  in  everyway  were  con- 
ducive to  the  public  good.  They  tended 
to  make  the  poor  their  own  benefactors,  to 
teach  them  provident  habits,  and  to  induce 
them  to  provide  for  old  age  and  sickness 
out  of  their  own  industry,  instead  of  trust- 
ing to  the  Poor-laws  for  support.  He 
therefore  trusted  that  they  would  receive 
every  encouragement  which  that  House 
could  ^\ye  them  ;  and  a  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  laws  affecting  their  opera- 
tion, and  into  the  grievances  of  which  they 
complained,  would,  in  his  estimation,  be 
productive  of  the  best  results. 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  considered  that 
the  eulogy  which  had  been  passed  bv  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  on  these  societies 
was  not  called  for,  because  but  one  sen. 
timent  prevailed  on  the  subject,  and  that 
was,  that  every  possible  encouragement 
ought  to  be  afforded  them.  He  was  in 
daily  communication  with  persons  be- 
longing  to  benefit  societies,  and  he  had 
never  heard  any  complaints  from  them ; 
he  therefore  inferred  from  that  circum- 
stance, and  inasmuch  as  he  had  not  been 
called  upon  to  support  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southampton,  that  in- 
quiry was  not  desired. 

Mr.  F.  Baring  said,  that  having  been  a 
member  of  three  Committees  on  benefit 
societies,  he  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
calculations  on  which  many  of  their  pro- 
ceedings were  based,  were  frequently  very 
loose.  He  thought,  however,  that  no 
specific  good  would  be  obtained  by  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee.  Mr.  Port- 
man's  Bill  had  in  view  the  procuring  more 
certain  returns  of  the  extent  of  the  money 
operations  of  those  societies,  and  the  re- 
vision of  them  by  a  competent  person,  in 
order  that  new  and  more  correct  tables 
might  be  made  out.  This  was  an  opera- 
lion  requiring  time  for  its  ftili  develop- 
ment, and  that  time  had  not  yet  been 
allowed  to  elapse.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  really  did  not  see  what  call 
there  wa9  for  any  new  measure  on  lh0 
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subject  of  tbese  beoefit  gocieties  ;  and  as 
the  appointment  of  a  Cominittee  wontd 
occasion  great  inconvenience,  without  a 
commensurate  good,  he  thought  the  bon. 
Gentlecnan  should  bring  forward  some 
specific  proposition  of  amendment  before 
the  question  could  be  properly  mooted. 

Mr.  CPConrtell  said,  that  complaints 
bad  very  generally  heen  made  in  Ireland 
of  the  operation  of  the  present  laws.  The 
leading  features  of  the  Bill  and  its  prin- 
ciple were  approved  of,  but  great  incon- 
venience bad  been  found  to  attend  some  of 
its  details.  Thos  a  case  was  made  out, 
not  for  a  general  inquiry,  but  for  a  specific 
proposition  to  remedy  the  evils  that  at- 
tended those  details.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Southampton,  therefore,  had  better 
introduce  a  Bill  applicable  to  that  part  of 
the  question.  That  Bill  being  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee  would  afibrd  an  op- 
portunity for  considerinor  the  subject,  and 
for  receiving  the  suggestions  of  the  dif- 
ferent societies.  Among  other  things  he 
thought  the  mode  of  keeping  the  accounts 
might  bft  improved. 

.  Sir  G.  Strickiand  said,  that  since  Mr. 
Portman's  Act  and  the  system  of  revision 
bad  come  into  operation,  there  bad  been 
fewer  failures  and  bankruptcies  in  these 
societies  than  before.  He  thought  the 
present  operation  of  these  laws  beneficial, 
and  (herefore  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  make  out  a  strong  case  before  he 
sought  to  disturb  them. 

Mr,  Etuart  could  say,  from  the  com- 
munfcations  which  he  had  received  from 
several  benefit  societies  in  the  town  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  that  the 
people  did  not  desire  any  change  in  the 
constitution  of  these  societies,  and  that  if 
a  Comimittee  were  granted,  many  of  them 
would  send  up  deputies  to  prove  the 
advantage  of  the  present  law.  He 
thought  that  the  suggestion  whicb  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
bad  just  thrown  out  was  a  suggestion 
which  would  most  effectually  assist  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southampton  in  the  ac- 
complishment of  his  objects. 

Mr.  T,  Duncombe  asserted,  that  the 
mechanics  of  the  metropolis  made  great 
complaints  of  the  laws  regulating  the 
constitution  of  these  societies.  Within 
the  last  two  hours  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  a  large  body  of  them,  requesting  him 
to  support  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Southampton.  He  wai^  afraid  that 
great  disappointment  would  be  the  result 


of  their  hearing  that  bis  Majetty^s  Minis- 
ters were  determined  to  oppose  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee. 

Mr.  i1.  Trevor  supported  the  motion,  as 
he  thought  a  Committee  would  be  pro* 
ductive  of  great  advantage.  In  the  coun- 
try with  which  he  was  connected,  the  new- 
Poor-laws  had  exercised  a  great  influence 
upon  these  societies.  It  was  said  that  the 
new  Poor-laws  had  made  the  poorer 
classes  come  forward  in  societiea  to  pro- 
vide for  themselves  in  sicknesfS  and  old 
age,  and  had  thus,  to  use  the  expression 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds,  rendered 
them  benefactors  to  themselves.  It  was» 
therefore,  a  duty  incumbent  on  the  House 
to  look  closely  at  the  regulations  by  which 
such  societies  were  governed.  He  should 
be  sorrv  if  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Southampton  was  not  granted. 

Mr.  Forster  observed,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers seemed  to  be  under  the  impression 
that  the  calculations  by  which  these  socie- 
ties were  governed  were  formed  upon  Dr, 
Price's  tables.  Now,  the  law  which  fixed 
those  tables  as  the  basts  for  the  calculations 
of  these  societies  had  been  repealed.  If 
bon.  Members  were  of  opinion  that  that 
law  ought  to  be  re  enacted,  that  might 
form  a  subject  of  inquiry.  At  the  same 
time,  he  must  observe,  that  he  was  in- 
clined to  think,  from  the  communications 
he  had  received  from  these  societies,  that 
there  were  not  sufficient  grounds  laid  for. 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee. 

Mr.  Thomas  Attwood  insisted  that  the 
operatives  of  £nt;land  disapproved  almost 
universally  of  the  system  of  law  by  which 
these  societies  were  governed.  They 
complained  that  it  was  unjust  that  they 
should  not  be  allowed  to  invest  thetr 
money  as  they  pleased,  but  that  they 
should  be  compelled  to  invest  it  in  a  man- 
ner of  which  they  disapproved.  Such  of 
them  as  lived  in  the  district  with  which  he 
was  locally  connected,  had  desired  him  to 
express  to  Parliament  their  earnest  wish  that 
the  present  law  should  be  changed,  and  that 
the  benefit  societies  should  be  at  liberty 
to  adopt  any  system  they  might  think 
proper,  liable  to  the  approbation  of  one  or 
more  of  the  neighbouring  justices. 

Mr.  Bernal  said,  that  he  had  had 
several  petitions  to  present  with  reference 
to  the  subject  then  before  the  House.  Ha 
had  also  intended  to  speak  upon  the  ques« 
tion  ;  buty  seeing  the  indisposition  of  the 
Speaker,  he  would  not,  unnecessarily, 
protract  the  discussion  upon  it. 
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The  Speaker  immediately  rose  and  said : 
—'*  There  is  no  reason  that  I  should  not 
sit  here  to  any  hour  that  the  House  may 
think  fit,  and  nothing  would  he  more 
painful  to  me  than  to  think  that  I  had 
been  the  cause  of  unnecessarily  postponing 
or  delaying  the  public  business." 

Mr.  B,  Hoy  briefly  replied.  He  could 
not  see  how  any  alarm,  inconvenience,  or 
incertitude,  could  be  created  among  the 
labouring  classes  by  acceding  to  his  mo- 
tion for  a  Committee.  He  could  not  ac- 
cede to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  for  this  rea- 
son^that  the  right  hon.  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  that  evening  informed 
him,  that  if  he  (Mr.  Hoy)  brought  in  a 
Bill  upon  the  subject,  he  should  feel  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  meet  it  with  the  most 
strenuous  opposition. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southampton  had  cer- 
tainly misunderstood  what  had  fallen  from 
him  when  he  last  addressed  the  House. 
He  had  not  said  that  he  would  oppose  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member ;  but  having 
heard  in  private  something  of  the  nature 
of  that  Billy  he  had  said  that  he  could  not 

Sive  it  his  support.  He  would  now  say, 
istinctly,  that  if  the  hon.  Member  chose 
to  bring  in  his  Bill,  he  would  give  it,  as 
was  his  duty,  every  consideration  in  his 
power. 

Mr.  M,  Philips  did  not  wish  to  enter 
into  so  wide  a  field  of  inquiry  as  the  ap- 
pointment of  this  Committee  would  of  ne- 
cessity open.  Though  there  were  many 
benefit  societies  in  the  south  which  he  re- 
presented, he  had  not  received  from  any 
of  them  any  complaints  against  the  existing 
state  of  the  law  upon  that  subject. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  66;  Noes 
142 :— Majority  76. 
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Molesworth,  SirW. 
Neeld,  J. 
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Palmer,  George 
Pechell,  Captain 
Pringle,  A. 
Pry  me,  G. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
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White,  Samuel 
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Wodehouse,  E. 
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Hoy,  James  B. 
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Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Agnew,  Sir  A. 
Alston,  Rowland 
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Attwood,  M. 
Barclay,  D. 
Barclay,  C. 
Baring,  T. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
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Betbell,  Richard 
Bewes,  T. 
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Brady,  D.  C. 
Braraston,  T.  W. 
Bridgman,  H. 
Brotberton,  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Buller,  E. 
Bulwer,  E.  L. 
Byng,  G.  S. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Canning,  rt.hn.SirS. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chaplin,  Colonel 
Chapman,  A. 
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Chichester,  J.  P.  B. 
Chisholm,  A.  W. 
Collier,  J. 
Coote,  Sir  C. 
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Finn,  W.  F. 

Fitzsimon,  C. 

Fitzsimon,  N. 

Folkes,  Sir  W. 

Fort,  J, 

Gaskell,  D. 

Gillon,  W.  D. 

Gordon,  R. 

Graham,  xU  hn.  Sir  J« 

Grattan,  H. 

Grimston,  Lord  Vise. 

Hall,  Benjamin 

Hamilton,  G.  A. 

Handley,  H. 

Harland,  W.C 

Hastie,  A. 

Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 

Hayes,  Sir  E.  S. 

Heathcote,  G.  J. 

Holland,  E. 

Horsmati,  E. 
Houstoon,  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
James,  William 
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Knight,  H.  G. 
Law,  hon.  C.  £• 
Lawson,  A. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Leveson,  Lord 
Loch,  J. 
Long,  .W. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Martin,  J. ' 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Miles,  W. 
Miles,  P.  J. 
Mosley,  Sir  O. 
Mostyn,  hon.  £• 
Murray,  rt^  hon.  J. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R, 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
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Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  V. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thomson,  C.  P. 
Town  ley,  R.  O. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Tynte,  C.  J.  K. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R, 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Wallace,  R. 
WaTburton,  H. 
Weyland,  Major 
Wigney,  Isaac  N« 
Wilde,  Sergeant 
Williams,  R. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W. 
Young,  G.  F. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Ingham,  R. 

Baring,  — 


North,  F. 
O'Connell,  D. 
0*Connel),M.  J. 
Parker,  J. 
Parry,  Sir  L.  P.  J. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Philips,  M. 
Phillipps,  C.  M. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Potter,  R. 
Poulter,  J.  S. 
Power,  J. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S. 
Richards,  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rickford,  W. 
Rippon,  Cothbert 
Roche,  William 
Roche,  David 
Rundle,  John 
Sandon,  Lord  Visct. 
Scott,  Sir  £  D. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 

The  Spiritual  Peers.^  Mr.  C. 
Lushingtan  said,  in  reference  to  the  obser- 
vation made  by  an  hon/Gentleinan  near 
bim  respecting  the  health  of  tbe  Speaker, 
that  he  was  perfectly  ready  to  postpone  his 
motion  if  such  were  the  wish  of  the  House. 
[Cries  of  "iVb,  no."]  He  would  then 
proceed.  So  much  had  at  different 
times  been  said  in  that  House  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Church  reform,  that  it  would  be 
unnecessary  for  him  to  trouble  them  with 
any  preliminary  remarks ;  and  he  felt  quite 
sure,  that  tbe  House,  would  be  disposed  to 
entertain  with  patience  such  statements 
and  reasonings  as  the  natureof  the  question 
rendered  it  necessary  to  lay  before  them, 
and  that  he  hoped  the  time  had  now  arrived 
when  the  question  which  his  motion  involved 
would  be  thougbt  to  merit  more  serious 
attention  than  motions  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter had  hitherto  obtained.  He  hoped 
also  that  in  any  remarks  which  he  might 
make,  he  should  manifest  that  which  he 
really  felt — a  sincere  respect  for  the 
motives  of  every  hon.  Member,  while  on 
the  other  hand  he  thought  he  had  a  right 
to  expect  that  his  own  motives  would  not 
be  misinterpreted.  The  question  was  one 
of  the  gravest  moment — it  was  one  of 
such  paramount  importance,  that  he  hoped 
the  House  would  feel  the  indulgence  ofany 
prejudice  whatever  on  such  an  occasion 
was  utterly  misplaced.  It  was,  be  would 
maintain,  the  duty  of  every  man  in  that 
VOL,  XXXVL  {EK} 


House  to  come  to  the  discussion  of  that 
question  with  an  earnest  wish  to  examine 
it  deliberately,  and  to  decide  upon  its 
merits  after  cool  reflection.     He  had  lono^ 
pondered  upon  the  question  with  much 
anxiety,  but  in  arriving  at  the  conclusioa 
to  which  all  his  deliberations  led,  he  must 
say,  that  he  paid   very  little  attention  to 
the  records  contained  in  the  journals  of 
the    House  of   Lords,  and    as   little   to 
the  proceedings   of  the  House  of  Com« 
mons.     He    rather    preferred     to    study 
the  effect  which  the  existence  of  spiritual 
Peers   had  upon  the  minds  of  the  peo* 
pie  than  the  opinions  or  feelings  which 
their   presence  within   the  walls  of  Par- 
liament might  have    produced   upon  the 
Members  of  either  House.     Besides  en^* 
deavouring  to  ascertain  the  effect  which 
such  a  practice  had  upon  the  minds  of 
the  public  at  large,  he  had  examined  se- 
veral polemical  writers,  and  he  had  gone 
the  length  of  consulting  upon  the  subject 
that  highest  of  all  authorities,  in  which 
there  was  no  error— that  code  which  could 
not  be  disputed.     The  House  need  not  be 
apprehensive  that  he  was  about  to  deliver 
a  homily — all  he  meant  then  to  trouble 
them  with  on  that  point  was^  that  in  the 
sacred  volume  there  could   be  found  no 
authority,  no  trace   of  an  authority,  for 
that  frequent  desertion  of  their  spiritual 
duties  of  which  Bishops,  so  long  as  they 
remained  Peers  of  Parliament,  must  ne- 
cessarily   be  guilty.     The  object  of    his 
motion  was  to  relieve  spiritual  Peers  from 
Parliamentary    duties — to    relieve    them 
from  duties  incompatible  with  a  discharge 
of  the  sacred  trusts  committed  to  them, 
and  which  they  had  vowed  and  sworn  in 
the  most  solemn  manner  to  fulfil.  He  was 
as  willing  as  any  man  to  allow  for  change 
of  circumstances — he  was  willing  to  make 
ample  allowance  for  an  alteration  in  the 
spirit  of  the  time,  but  he  could  not  help 
referring  once  more  to  the  fact,  that  the 
highest  of  all  authorities,  not  only  did  not 
contain  any  sanction  of  an  union  of  tem- 
poral dignities  with  the  episcopal  office, 
but  expressly  prohibited  to  Bishops  an  in* 
terference  with  secular  affairs.     Their  in- 
terference in   secular  administration  had 
been  by  Bishop  Watson  well  described  as 
a   pollution.     The  opinion  was  not  con- 
fined to  that  right  rev.  Prelate,  it  was 
shared  by   laymen  of  the  most  eminent 
character,  and  not  only  by  those,  but  by 
many  pious  clergymen  of  the  Established 
Church,  who  regarded  the  union  ofsecuUt 
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with  eccletiattical  duty  as  hig;hly  detri- 
mental to  the  interests  of  religion,  and  as 
incompatible  with  the  episcopal  character. 
The  reputation  of  Lord  Henley  as  a  writer 
upon  Church  Reform,  was  well  known  to 
the   House,   and  that  noble   Lord  most 
distinctly  recommended  that  the  Bishops 
should  not  retain  their  seats  in  the  Upper 
House    of    Parliament.      That    eminent 
person,  Mr.   Knox,  a  high   Churchman, 
whose  correspondence  with  Bishop  Jebb, 
must  be  known  to  many  hon.  Members, 
observed  in  another  work — ''The dignities, 
titles,  and  emoluments  of  our  establish- 
ment obviously  constitute  as  severe  a  test 
of  virtue  as  the  mind  of  man  could  well  be 
tried  by;  and  that  these  objects  minister 
to  the  bad  passions  of  thousands,  must 
be  admitted."    Such  were  the  sentiments 
of  an  enlightened  clergyman  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.     In  those  sentiments   he 
was  sure  many  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  both  lay  and  clerical,  cordially 
concurred.     But  he  would  read   an  ex- 
tract from  a  pamphlet,    published  a  few 
months  ago,  entitled  Fundimental  Church 
Reform,      This  tract,  he   premised,  was 
written  by  a  clergyman,  who  had  not  an- 
nounced his  name,  though  the  finger  of 
fame  had  pointed  at  the  author.     Young, 
noble,  liberal^  erudite,  eloquent,  and  pious, 
a  hundred  mitres  could  not  add  to  his 
impressiveness  in  the  pulpit,  nor  increase 
his  Christian  influence.  The  writer  remarks, 
speaking  of  the  Bishops,  ''  Some  of  our 
Bishops  are  still  too  wealthy.     Should  it 
be  said   that  their  wealth  is  needed  to 
maintain  their  dignity  as  Spiritual  Peers, 
it  may  be  replied,    that  their  Spiritual 
Peerage  is  worse  than  their  wealth.    They 
ought  to  retire  from  Parliament,  and  then 
their  wealth  would  be  no  longer  requisite. 
Retire   they   will  before    long.       Public 
opinion  cannot  long  permit  such  a  hind- 
rance to  their  usefulness.     Of  all  the  irra- 
tional practices  defended  by  some,   and 
allowed   by   multitudes,  just  because  we 
are  so  much  creatures  of  habit,    this  is 
one  of  the  most  irrational.     In  every  view 
of  the  case  it  is  mischievous.     It  makes 
the  whole  bench   a    moral    Maelstroom, 
sucking    even     remote    circles    of     t)ie 
clergy  into  a  gulf  of  worldly  ambition.   To 
the  Bishops  themselves  the  temptation  to 
worldliness  must  be  almost  insuperable." 
•     .     .     .     **  Sometimes  by  voting  with 
Ministers  against  popular  opinion"   (the 
rev.  Gentleman  must  refer  to  other  timeit), 
*t  however  cooKientiously,  they  have  dis* 


gusted  many.  They  have  increased  thai 
disgust  by  their  professional  defence  of 
our  establishment;  but  when,  except  io 
one  or  two  illustrious  instances  of  indivi* 
dual  fidelity  have  they  defended  evange* 
lical  religion,  or  taught  the  House  of  Lords 
to  base  all  legislation  on  a  reverence  for 
God  and  for  his  word?  It  has  stamped 
the  Church  with  an  aspect  of  secularity 
highly  detrimental  to  its  spiritual  influence. 
It  has  accustomed  the  more  licentious 
journals  to  throw  unmeasured  contempt 
upon  the  whole  episcopal  order.  It  hat 
made  Bishops  courtiers,  it  has  estranged 
them  from  their  clergy ;  with  the  dignity 
of  Peers  they  have  assumed,  perhaps  un- 
avoidably, a  forbidding  superiority  over 
their  brethren  ;  they  can  never  be  bro* 
therly — they  can  scarcely  be  paternal.  On 
all  accounts,  therefore,  their  retirement 
from  the  House  of  Lords  is  much  to  be 
desired ;  and  the  Bishop,  who,  in  his 
place  in  Parliament,  superior  to  self-io-i 
terest  and  prejudice,  and  the  animosity 
which  might  be  caused  in  the  minds  of  a 
few,  should  move  this  removal,  would 
deserve  to  have  his  name  enrolled  among 
those  of  the  most  distinguished  patriots.** 
Such  were  the  sentiments  of  an  enlightened 
clergyman,  in  the  substance  of  which 
immense  numbers  of  churchmen,  clerical 
as  well  as  lay,  cordially  participated* 
Those  were  the  observations  he  admitted 
of  an  anonymous  clergyman;  but  what 
said  the  Rev.  £.  Duncombe,  Rector  of 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  in  a  pamphlet^ 
entitled  A  Guide  to  Church  Reform?  Ha 
hoped  the  House  would  bear  with  him 
whilst  he  read  a  little  more  on  thesubjecL 
Mr.  Duncombe  said  "  Pomp,  and  form, 
and  absence,  have  supplanted  the  autbo-> 
ritative  powers  of  respect,  and  preeence^ 
and  affection.  Instead  of  flying  to  a 
diocesan  with  the  dependent  love  and 
anxiety  of  children,  many  of  his  clergy 
approach  him  with  fear  and  trembling, 
enter  his  palace  and  await  his  coming  with 
nervous  apprehension  and  breathless  pal* 
pitations.  and  quit  it  grateful  that  the  in* 
terview  is  over."  And  again  —  **  Oor 
Bishops  hold  merely  their  formal  and  pe* 
riodical  intercourse  with  their  cler^, 
are  rarely  ever  seen,  still  more  rarely 
known,  by  the  laity  of  their  dioceses/*— 
Besides  the  very  good  authority  he  had 
already  referred  to,  he  begged  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  evidence 
afibrded  on  this  subject  by  a  dignitary  of 
the  Established  Church.    "  A  good  and 
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honeit  Bishop^*'  says  a  canon  residentiary 
of  St.  PaoFs,  who  has  lately  written  a 
pamphlet,  commenting  on  the  acts  of  the 
ecclesiastical  commission  (1  thank  God 
there  are  many  who  deserve  that  cha- 
racter), **  ought  to  suspect  himself,  and 
carefully  to  watch  his  own  heart.  He  is 
all  of  a  sudden  elevated  from  being  a 
tutor,  dining  at  an  early  hour  with  his 
pupil  (and  occasionally,  it  is  believed,  on 
cold  meat),  to  be  a  spiritual  Lord  ;  he  is 
dressed  in  a  magnificent  dress,  decorated 
with  a  title,  flattered  by  chaplains,  and 
surrounded  by  little  people,  looking  up 
for  the  things  which  he  hafi  to  give  away  ; 
and  this  often  happens  to  a  man  who  has 
had  no  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
world,  whose  parents  were  in  very  humble 
life,  and  who  has  given  up  all  his  thoughts 
to  the  frogs  of  Aristophanes  and  the  tar- 
gum  of  Onkelos,  How  is  it  possible  that 
such  a  man  should  not  lose  his  head,  that 
be  should  not  swell,  that  he  should  not  be 
guilty  of  a  thousand  follies,  and  worry 
and  tease  Co  death  (before  he  recovers  his 
common  sense),  a  hundred  men  as  good, 
and  as  wise,  and  as  able  as  himself?" 
Various  writers,  at  various  periods,  amongst 
the  lait^,  amongst  the  subordinate  clergy 
— of  episcopal,  nay,  of  archiepiscopal  rank 
•—had  expressed  their  objections  to  the 
union  of  ecclesiastical  with  secular  dignity. 
Archbishop  Leighton  would  not  allow  his 
household,  or  any  over  whom  he  had 
authority,  to  address  him,  my  Lord  Bishop, 
and  when  strangers  so  addressed  him,  be 
never  failed  to  express  his  displeasure. 
That  eminent  Prelate,  as  well  as  the  va- 
rious other  authorities  to  which  he  had 
referred  in  support  of  his  motion,  con- 
sidered the  title  of  Lord  as  a  distinction, 
the  tendency  of  which  was  directly  the 
reverse  of  favourable  to  the  interesu  of  the 
Established  Church ;  so  far  from  securing 
the  affeciions,  it  did  not  even  command 
the  respect  of  the  people.  And  this  could 
hardly  be  matter  of  surprise,  for  the  in- 
fluence of  such  distinctions  naturally  was, 
to  engender  loftiness  of  demeanour,  con- 
temptuousness,  and  arrogance  —  habits 
which  they  carried  with  them,  even  into 
the  sanctuary.  He  would  suppose  that 
any  Memlier  of  that  House  happened  to 
go  into  a  provincial  cathedral,  he  would 
naturally  ask,  who  was  that  stately  per- 
sonagehsbiied  in  robes  of  white  and  black, 
with  lawn  sleeves,  walking  up  the  aile, 
accompanied  by  his  dean  and  chapter, 
Itnd  his  vicars  choral,  preceded    and  fol- 
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lowed  by  the  inferior  officers  of  the  cathe- 
dral ;  the  organ,  which  should  peal  in 
honour  of  the  Creator,  sending  forth  its 
notes  to  welcome  the  creature.  If  any  one 
inquired  for  whom  all  this  pomp  was  pro- 
duced, in  whose  honour  this  splendid  and 
imposing  ceremonial  was  gone  through, 
the  reply  could  hardly  be,  that  it  was  in 
honour  of  one  of  the  representatives  and 
successors  of  the  apostles ;  such  a  reply 
would  be  hardly  consistent  with  the  gene- 
ral character  and  aspect  of  the  spectacle 
then  presented  to  view,  and  yet  it  would 
be  nevertheless  true  that  that  elevated  dig* 
nitary  claimed  to  be  the  successor,  repre- 
sentative, and  imitator,  of  the  humblest  of 
mankind.  He  repeated,  that  if  the  inquiry 
were  made,  the  answer  would  be,  that  the 
personage  in  question  was  no  other  than 
the  Lord  Bishop  of  the  Diocese,  who  was 
now  welcomed  with  all  this  homage,  after 
seven  or  eight  months  absence;  who 
had  arrived  from  his  London  mansion 
at  his  country  palace,  and  as  a  part  of  the 
ceremonial,  was  then  mounting  his  throne 
in  the  house  of  God,  to  be  gazed  at,  and 
reverenced  as  something  above  humanity, 
exempt  from  the  frailties  and  imperfections 
of  our  common  nature.  While  seated  on 
that  throne,  if  his  thoughts  wandered  to 
the  last  vote  he  might  have  given  in  Par* 
liament,  it  would  probably  turn  out  to 
have  been  one  tending  to  disturb  the  peace 
of  8,000,000  of  his  fellow-creatures,  and 
to  plunge  into  desolation  and  blood  a 
whole  people,  and  yet  if  he  were  called  on 
to  defend  such  a  vote,  he  would  sav,  that 
it  had  been  given  in  the  service  of  God, 
and  in  the  faithful  discharge  of  his  sacred 
office.  Returning,  however,  to  the  grand 
ceremonial  going  forward  in  the  cathedral, 
he  would  say,  there  might  be  scoSera 
found  in  that  assemblv  who  would  think 
that  its  gorgeousness  ill  accorded  with  the 
humility  and  self-denial  which  were  gene- 
rally thought  to  be  one  of  the  most  impor* 
tant  duties  of  a  Christian  Minister  to  in* 
culcate  by  his  precepts  and  enforce  by 
his  example.  Might  not  a  person,  on 
leaving  such  an  assembly  as  that,  contrast, 
without  occasioning  much  surprise,  the 
humility  of  the  apostles  with  tne  magni- 
flcence  of  their  successors  ?  It  was  a  mag* 
niflcence  snflBcient  to  dazzle  one  of  the 
most  virtuous  and  amiable  men  that  ever 
sat  on  the  episcopal  bench — the  late  Bishop 
Jebb,  as  appears  from  his  correspondence 
with  Sir  R.  Inglis,  in  which,  within  the 
compass  of  one  short  pasiage,  hq  twice 
X2 
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referred  to  his  enthronement  as  a  matter 
in  which  he  felt  a  deep  interest  With 
the  permission  of  the  House,  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  reading  to  them  the 
passage  to  which  he  referred.  It  was 
really  not  beside  the  question  under  dis- 
cussion ;  and  he  considered  it  in  many 
points  of  view,  to  be  both  interesting  and 
important.  The  hon.  Member  read  the 
'following  extract  from  a  letter  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  : — "  This  is  the  first  dav  I  was 
able  to  set  apart  for  being  enthroned  in 
the  cathedral  of  Limerick.  On  many 
accounts — political,  moral,  and  relii^ious 
— I  do  not  like  the  reducing  this,  which 
ought  to  be  a  solemnity,  into  an  unim- 
portant form ;  matters,  therefore,  were 
so  arranged,  that  the  chapter,  headed  by 
the  dean,  met  me  at  the  cathedral  door,  a 
short  time  before  the  hour  of  daily  ser- 
vice, which  immediately  followed  the  act 
of  enthronement,  and  thus  one  had  some- 
thing more  than  a  legal  and  official  cere- 
mony.'' Thus  it  appears  that,  in  the 
Opinion  of  this  good  Bishop — he  who  so 
extolled  the  humility  of  that  "  human 
seraph'*  Archbishop  Leighton — political 
ends  were  to  be  promoted,  and  religion 
benefited  by  his  unusual  ceremonious  en- 
thronement. The  following  year  he  left 
his  diocese  or  pastoral  duty  in  the  month 
of  January,  and  did  not  return  to  it  till 
September.  The  exercise  of  their  baronial 
duties  greatly  interfered  with  the  clerical 
offices  of  Bishops ;  it  was  impossible  that 
a  Bishop  could  attend  to  the  duties  of  his 
diocese  and  to  his  duties  as  a  member  of 
the  Legislature  at  the  same  time.  But 
the  evil  was  rendered  still  greater,  as  it 
happened,  that  it  was  almost  always 
found,  that  the  bench  of  Bishops 
opposed  every  measure  of  a  liberal 
tendency,  or  which  enlisted  on  its  side 
the  feelings  of  the  people  ;  that,  in  fact, 
they  invariably  opposed  every  proposition 
that  had  for  its  object  the  extension  of 
liberty,  civil  or  religious.  It  was  not  the 
custom  of  any  other  Protestant  clergy  to 
mix  up  baronial  and  ecclesiastical  privi- 
leges. In  the  Church  of  Scotland  there 
was  no  union  of  civil  and  ecclesiastical 
offices ;  and  as  an  instance  of  the  rigour 
with  which  this  principle  was  enforced,  he 
might  mention,  that  Lord  Belhaven  was 
compelled  to  give  up  the  office  of  elder 
"when  he  undertook  the  office  of  Lord  High 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Assembly. 
Neither  was  the  English  form  of  Church 
OovernmeDt  permitted  in  Denmark,  Swe- 


den, or  the  United  States,  or  arooDgst  the 
Protestant    Bishops  of  Germany.      The 
Established  Church  in  England  was  the 
only  church,  except  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  which  suffered  the  heads  of  the 
church  to  intermeddle  in  political  aflTairs. 
But  in  some  Roman  Catholic  countries,  the 
Bishops  were  prevented  entirely  from  in- 
terfering in  political  affairs  and  the  coo- 
sequence  was  that  they  enjoyed  the  rever- 
ence and  respect  of  all  classes  and  parties 
in    the   country.     If  the   Bishops  of  the 
Church  of  England  followed  this  exam- 
ple, they  would  meet  with  the  same  reve- 
rence and  respect.     Let  them  remain  in 
their  dioceses,  let  them  promote  educa- 
tion,   let  them  exalt  their  clergy,    and 
apply  themselves  devotedly  to  those  duties 
to  which,  by  the  most  solemn   pledge, 
they  were  bound.    They  would  then,  no 
longer  be  assailed  ;  they  would  meet  their 
reward  in  the  affection  and  reverence  of 
a  whole  people.     When  he   used  the  ex- 
pression  of    **  exalting  the  clergy,"    he 
meant  it  in  a  very  different  sense  from 
that  in  which  it  had  been  lately  used  in 
the  address  of  a  certain  prelate  at  an  ordi- 
nation.    The  charge  to  which  he  alluded, 
comprised  forty-eight  octavo  pages,  forty- 
one  of  which  were  occupied  in  a  political 
discussion  of  certain  Acts  of  Parliament 
passed  last  Session,  one  of  which,  especi- 
ally, this  political  Prelate,  described  as 
**  degrading  and  corrupting,"  as  "  wholly 
unnecessary,"    **  as  pregnant    with    the 
most    disastrous    consequences    to    the 
Church  of  England,"  as  replete  with  dan- 
ger and   mischief;    and   he  charges  the 
members  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission 
with  **  a  proneness  to  extend  their  own 
powers,  a  mischievous  latitude  and  laxity 
in  construing  the  terms  in  which    their 
trust  is  confided  to  them ;  a  violation,  in 
short,  of  both  the  letter  and  the  spirit  of 
the  commission  under   which  they  act." 
He  would  ask  whether  charges  of  ibis 
description  were  calculated  to  increase  the 
respect  of  the  people  for  the  Established 
Church  ?     And  let  it  be  remembered,  that 
the  Acts  thus  described,  thus  commented 
upon,  received  the  sanction  of  his  Ma- 
jesty, who  was  not  only  the  political,  bat 
the  spiritual  bead  of  the  Church.     He  was 
not  surprised,  when  the  heads  of  the  Church 
thus   took  the    lead,    that    the    inferior 
clergy  should  follow  the  example  of  their 
superiors,    and  become   notorious,    from 
the  dean  down  to  the  lowest  curate,  for 
their  addiction  to  politics*    There  coald 
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not  be  a^better  proof  of  this  than  the  fact; 
that  Dr.  Hampden,  a  most  eminent, 
learned,  and  pious  man — was  made  the 
Tictim  of  clerical  vengeance,  because  he 
dared  to  advocate  the  admission  of  Dis- 
senters to  the  University.  A  political  bias 
extended  through  the  whole  of  the  clergy 
from  the  highest  to  the  lowest.  In  the 
case  of  Dr.  Hampden,  the  clergy  of  the 
University  of  Oxford  and  the  Vice-Chan- 
cellor,  objected  to  the  appointment,  al- 
though it  was  sanctioned  by  his  Majesty  ; 
and  they  had  seen  many  instances  lately, 
in  which  the  clergy  of  the  Establislied 
Church  had  shown  disrespect  to  his  Ma- 
jesty's representative.  The  people  saw 
these  things,  and  saw  them  with  regret, 
and  they  attributed  them  in  a  great  mea- 
sure, if  not  entirely,  to  the  political  cha- 
racter given  to  the  Church  by  the  admis- 
sion of  Bishops  into  the  House  of  Lords. 
The  hon.  Member  conckided  by  moving 
the  following  resolution  : — "That  it  is  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  that  the  sitting  of 
the  Bishops  in  Parliament  is  unfiivourable 
in  its  operation  to  the  general  interests  of 
the  Christian  religion  in  this  country,  and 
tends  to  alienate  the  affections  of  the  peo- 
ple from  the  Established  Church." 

Mr.  Hawes  rose  to  second  the  motion  ; 
he  did  so  most  cordially,  under  the  con- 
viction that  by  so  doing,  he  was  giving 
the  best  support  to  the  religious  character 
of  the  Established  Church;  and,  at  the 
same  time,  acting  upon  the  soundest  prin- 
ciples of  religions  liberty.  It  was,  in  his 
opinion,  contrary  to  the  doctrines  of  reli- 
gious liberty  that  any  one  sect  or  denomi- 
nation of  Christians  should  possess  politi- 
cal powers  which  others  did  not  enjoy. 
Those  who  had  advocated  the  Test  and 
Corporation  Acts,  and  the  measure  of 
Catholic  Emancipation,  but  who  now  op- 
posed Government,  ought  to  have  known 
that  the  vantage  ground  which  the  friends 
of  religions  liberty  had  thereby  obtained 
would  be  made  the  most  of  on  every  occa- 
sion in  their  power.  They  should  not  be 
surprised,  therefore,  at  the  motion  which 
was  now  made.  Lord  Henley  had  stated 
in  his  pamphlet  on  the  subject  of  Church 
Reform,  that  the  strength  of  the  Church 
should  rest  in  the  heart  and  good  esteem 
of  the  people,  and  ought  not  to  be  pol- 
luted by  politics.  It  was  mischievous  to 
the  Church,  therefore,  as  well  as  injurious 
to  theState,  for  the  Church  to  mingle  in 
politics.  If  any  argument  were  wanted  to 
prove  this,  he  would  point  to  the  Church 


of  England,  and  ask  what  had  it  gained 
by  its  political  supporters?  and  then  to 
the  Church  of  Scotland,  and  ask  whether 
that  Church  was  not  every  way  as  secure 
as  the  Church  of  England,  although  she 
had  no  Parliamentary  privileges  ?  Look 
at  the  Dissenters  of  England  also — was 
there  any  lack  of  defenders  for  their 
rights?  Not  at  all.  He  was  convinced, 
that  if  the  Church  of  England  left  her 
defence  in  the  hands  of  laymen,  instead 
of  taking  it  into  her  own  hands,  it  would 
be  much  better  for  her. 

Mr.  Hume  presumed  that  the  arguments 
which  had  been  used  by  the  hon.  Mover 
andSeconder  on  this  occasion  were  such 
as  could  not  be  answered,  at  least  nobody 
on  the  other  side  seemed  prepared  to 
answer  them.  He  rose,  therefore,  chiefly 
with  a  view  to  claim  the  vote  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. The  same  arguments  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  used  the  other  night,  in 
giving  his  candid  opinion  that  clergymen 
ought  not  to  belong  to  the  commission  of 
the  peace — applied  to  Bishops  sitting  in 
Parliament.  The  noble  Lord  had  im- 
pressed upon  the  House,  that  the  duties 
of  clergymen  were  inconsistent  with  the 
commission  of  the  peace.  If  that  argu- 
ment were  true  as  respected  clergymen  in 
general,  he  thought  it  peculiarly  applica- 
ble to  the  Bishops,  who  had  plenty  of 
duties  to  attend  to  if  they  chose,  and  were 
well  paid  for  it.  Now,  he  would  first  put 
this  question  to  the  noble  Lord  :  whether, 
upon  the  same  principle  he  had  formerly 
laid  down,  the  presence  of  the  Bishops  in 
ihe  House  of  Lords  was  not  inconsistent 
with  their  sacred  duties?  The  Bishops 
had  always  acted  the  part  of  political 
agents  in  the  House  for  the  Government 
which  had  preferred  them.  This  was  not 
precisely  true,  perhaps,  of  late  years,  for 
latterly  the  Bishops  had  been  generally 
opposed  to  the  Government.  But  let 
them  look  back  at  the  history  of  former 
years,  and  they  would  find  that  for  ages 
the  Bishops  had  been  the  constant  sup. 
porters  of  Government  in  everything  that 
it  proposed  militating  against  the  people, 
instead  of  interposing  as  peace- makers 
between  it  and  the  people  over  whom  it 
sought  to  tyrannise.  The  Bishops  had 
always  been  the  aiders  and  abettors  of 
tyranny.  Did  any  one  deny  it  ?  He  defied 
any  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
point  out  a  single  instance  where  the 
Bisbopsy  as  a  body  (he  did  not  deny  that 
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there  had  been  some  honourable  exceptions 
occasionally),  had  not  always  been  forward 
in  aiding  and  abetting  against  the  people, 
and  every  reform  to  which  they  aspired. 
They  had  opposed  the  abolition  of  the 
Slave-trade ;  they  had  thrown  impediments 
in  the  way  of  the  education  of  the  people, 
while,  on  the  contrary,  they  ought  to  have 
considered  their  own  immediate  business ; 
and,  as  for  every  improvement  in  the 
internal  state  of  the  country,  he  de6ed  any 
hon.  Member  to  show  that  the  majority  of 
the  Bishops  had  ever  always  aided  and 
abetted  it.  By  such  conduct,  the  Church 
had  essentially  diminished  the  strength  of 
its  hold  on  the  country,  and  the  sooner 
the  practice  of  Bishops  sitting  in  Parlia- 
ment was  done  away  with,  the  sooner  the 
Bishops  were  sent  back  to  the  duties  of 
their  dioceses,  the  belter  it  would  be  for 
themselves,  for  the  establishment  to  which 
they  belonged,  and  for  the  community  at 
large. 

Lord  John  Russell :  Sir,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  has  taken  upon 
himself  to  state  my  opinions,  I  shall  take 
the  liberty  of  denying  the  accuracy  of  his 
report,  and  at  the  same  time  take  the 
opportunity  of  informing  the  House  what 
are  my  opinions  in  my  own  way.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  brings  forward  this  motion 
in  so  doing  brings  forward  a  proposal  for 
a  change  in  a  very  essential  principle  of 
the  British  Constitution,  which,  as  he  must 
be  aware,  recognises  **  the  Lords  spiritual 
and  temporal  and  the  Commons,  in  Parlia- 
ment assembled."  The  change  which  the 
hon.  Member  proposes  to  make  in  this 
constitution  is  of  a  very  essential  and 
prominent  nature.  It  is  not  like  the  change 
which  we  effected  when  we  passed  the 
Reform  Bill,  which  was  done  upon  the 
ground  that  the  House  of  Commons,  which 
ought  to  represent  the  people,  did  not 
sufficiently  do  so,  and  that  it  did  not 
perform  the  functions  which  it  ought  to 
perform,  and  in  consequence  of  which  it 
became  necessary  to  make  it  more  in 
accordance  with  the  ancient  Constitution. 
Now  there  is  no  such  claim^  there  are  no 
such  pretensions,  in  support  of  the  present 
motion.  It  is  a  motion  to  alter  one  of 
the  most  ancient  points  in  the  constitution 
of  these  realms,  and  to  resort  upon  new 
grounds  to  a  new  constitution  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  say,  therefore,  that  to  such 
a  change  I  am  averse,  unless  I  have  the 
strongest  reasons,  not  vague  and  undeter- 
mined, but  strongp  and  well  defined  reasons 


in    its    support.     Now    the    reasons    by 
which  the    hon.    Gentleman    sought    to 
advocate  his  proposal  are  altogether  vague, 
desultory,  and  unsatisfactory.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  began  by  talking  of  removing 
the   Bishops  from   the  House  of  Lords  ; 
but  appeared    to  be  altogether  uncertain 
with  what  object  towards  the  Church,  and 
where  his   object  would   end.     The  bon. 
Gentleman  quoted  Bishop  Leighton,  and 
then  pointed  to  the  Scotch  Church,  where 
there  are  no  Bishops,  in  contrast  with  the 
pomp  with  which  the  Bishop   is  installed 
in    this    country,    and  the    state  of  his 
enthronement  on   attending  a  cathedral, 
which  ceremonies  and   state  I  have  seen 
attendant  upon  the  person  of  as  good  a 
roan  as  ever  lived  in   this  or  any  other 
country.     Now,  to  what  do  these  allusions 
tend  ?     Do  they  tend  to  the  question  of 
the    removal    of   the   Bishops  from    the 
House  of  Lords^     Not  at  all ;  but  to  the 
establishment  of  the  Presbyterian  system 
of  the  Church  of    Scotland.    The    hon. 
Gentleman  then   referred  to  the  United 
States,    where    there     was    no    Church 
Establishment    at  all.    When  the    hon. 
Gentleman,  therefore,  proposes  to  me  to 
have   no   longer  a   Parliament  of  Lords* 
spiritual  and  temporal  and  of  Commons, 
but  one  only  of  Lords  temporal  and  Com- 
mons, the  arguments  he  uses  lead  at  once 
to  two  altogether  distinct  considerations* 
namely,  in  the  first  place,  to  a  Church  in 
which  there  are  no  bishops ;  and  in  the 
second,  to  a  State    where  there    is  no 
church  establishment.     Now  I  must  own 
it  appears  to  me  that  if  these  are  the 
grounds  upon   which   the  hon.    Member 
proposes  the  change  he  particulariseii  in 
his  motion,  these  grounds  are  not  sufficient 
to  support  that  motion,  nor  will  the  change 
he  wishes  in  it  be  sufficient  to  answer  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  purpose.     This  cha  ge, 
if  agreed  to,  must  lead  to  farther  change, 
and  I  must  own  that  such  a  change  once 
commenced,  I  cannot  see  any  point  at 
which  we  may  consistently  stop  short  of 
the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  in 
which   there  is  no    established    church. 
The   hon.    Gentleman   who   makes    this 
motion,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex, argue  that  there  must  be  a  distinction 
between    civil    and    spiritual    functions. 
The   hon.    gentleman    should    recoliecty 
however,  that  in  this  country  the  bead  of 
the  gorernment  and    the    head   of  ibe 
Church  are  one.    The  King  is  the  head  of 
tho  Churchy  and  the  Government  of  Ibe 
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Cbur«h  becomes  that  of  the  Government 
of  the  country  ;  it  is  impossible,  therefore, 
with  such  a  Constitution  to  have  the  com- 
plete distinetion  of  civil  and  spiritual 
functions  which  the  hon.  Gentlemen  desire. 
Such  a  distinction  cannot  exist  consistently 
with  a  church  establishment.  It  is  a  very 
different  thing  for  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
to  have  said  that  in  the  appointments  of 
magistrates  it  was  advisable  not  to  select 
clergymen  where  laymen  could  be  found  to 
do  the  purpose ;  this  is  a  totally  different 
principle  from  that  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  remove  the  Bishops  from 
their  seats  and  their  duties  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  The  Established  Church  is  a 
distinct  part  of  the  constitution  of  this 
country.  The  Bishops,  by  holding  seats 
in  Parliament,  are  the  acknowledged 
representatives  of  that  pan  of  our  con- 
stitution. If  they  are  to  be  excluded  from 
their  seats,  I  then  do  not  see  by  what  rule 
we  could  exclude  the  other  orders  of  the 
clergy  from  seats  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  appears  to  me,  however,  that  the  Bishops 
are  that  portion  of  the  clergy  which  can  best 
execute  the  political  duties  of  the  Church, 
and  that  with  the  least  disturbance  or  in- 
terruption of  their  spiritual  functions,  many 
of  these  duties  being  of  such  a  nature  that 
they  can  be  attended  to  when  absent  from 
their  dioceses,  whilst  the  inconvenience  at- 
tendant upon  clergymen  leaving  the  flocks 
of  their  respective  parishes  would  be  very 
great.  However  this  may  be,  I  must  say 
1  know  not  upon  what  grounds  we  should 
pretend  to  exclude  this  great  body  of  men 
altogether  from  the  privilege  of  being  re- 
presented in  Parliament,  considering  the 
property  that  belongs  to  them,  and  the 
sla^Q  they  bold  in  the  country.  Would  it 
not  be  exceedingly  unfair  in  Parliament  to 
diecuss  and  pass  measures  affecting  all 
these  interests — as  tithes,  and  advowsons, 
and  ecclesiastical  property  in  general — and 
to  say  that  on  all  these  great  questions 
they  would  not  allow  those  who  are  most 
deeply  interested  in  them  to  take  any  part  ? 
With  respect  to  the  total  distinction  and 
distribution  of  civil  and  political  functions 
I  owD  that  all  experience  is  against  it,  for 
it  has  been  found  that  persons  who  have 
religious  functions  to  perform  have  not 
coitfiaed  themselves  to  the  exercise  of 
those  functions,  but  have  frequently 
taken  part  in  political  contests.  But 
if  this  IS  a  characteristic  of  Bishops, 
does  not  the  same  description  apply  to 
Sisseolerf?    Since  I  have  been  connected 


with  the  Government,  I  have  heard  of  ap  • 
plications  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  for 
livings  of  which  he  had  the  patronage,  and 
may  therefore  take  the  liberty  of  stating 
how  these  applications  are  made,  and  also 
the  manner  in  which  the  patronage  was 
given.  I  know  that  both  in  the  time  of 
the  former  Lord  Chancellor  as  well  as  the 
present  Lord  Chancellor,  such  a  case  as 
this  has  frequently  occurred.  Application 
has  been  made  in  favour  of  a  deserving 
clergyman  or  a  curate  of  fifteen  or  twenty 
years'  standing,  and  it  has  been  urged  that 
he  was  a  gentleman  greatly  beloved,  that  he 
attended  to  all  the  spiritual  wants  of  his 
flock,  and  that  all  parties  were  anxious 
that  the  vacant  living  should  be  given  to 
him,  and  he  was  appointed.  But  might 
not  those  who  contend  that  civil  and 
religious  functions  should  be  separated 
raise  their  voice  against  such  a  practice, 
and  say  that  though  the  curate  is  not  a 
violent  partisan,  his  brother,  or  his  nephew, 
or  his  cousin  is,  and  that  the  living  ought 
not  to  be  given  to  an  individual  connected 
with  a  person  of  such  political  opinions? 
With  regard  to  the  Dissenters,  I  know 
many  ministers  of  the  different  sects  for 
whom  I  have  the  greatest  respect  and 
regard ;  I  know  how  much  they  attend  to 
the  spiritual  interests  of  the  Church  to 
which  they  belong ;  but  if  I  were  to  select 
those  who  are  most  respected,  and  if  I  am 
asked  whether  they  separated  religious 
functions  from  political,  I  am  glad  to  say 
they  do  not.  I  am  glad  to  say,  that  so 
long  as  I  have  taken  a  share  in  politics, 
I  have  found  the  Dissenting  ministers 
the  warmest  friends  of  political  liberty, 
and  whenever  the  rights  of  their  fellow- 
subjects  have  been  in  danger,  they 
have  always  been  eager  to  promote  the 
cause  of  political  freedom,  and  I  give  them 
credit  for  it.  To  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  I  must  therefore  object,  be- 
cause in  a  country  like  this,  where  political 
and  ecclesiastical  duties  are  so  inter- 
mingled, I  cannot  see  how,  by  dint  of 
resolutions,' we  are  to  reach  the  millennium, 
and  have  a  certain  number  of  persons  of 
the  Established  church  ministers  of  religion 
—solely  and  exclusively  devoted  to  re- 
ligious interests,  with  their  eyes  constantly 
directed  to  what  is  above — and  another 
set  of  persons  who  shall  in  like  manner 
confine  themselves  to  political  interests. 
The  hon.  Member  who  moved  the  resolu- 
tions said  the  Bishops  had  for  many  years 
voted  against  measures  in  favour  of  political 
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freedom^  and  for  measures  calculated  to 
oppress  their  fellow  citizens.     Now,  though 
I  seldom  concur  in  the  votes  given  by  the 
Bishops,  yet  I  must  say,  while  their  ap- 
pointment 18  vested  in  the  Grown,   it    is 
natural  to  suppose  that  the  Minister  of  the 
day  will  raise  pious  and  learned  clergymen 
to  the  bench  who  are  favourable  and  not 
adverse  to  his  political  opinions.     That, 
however,  has  not  always  been  the  case, 
and  I  can  give  instances  of  Bishops,  even 
under  Tory  Governments,  who  have  advo- 
cated the  principle  of  separating  political 
from    religious     functions.     I    allude    to 
Bishop    Wight,     Bishop    Kennett,     and 
Bishop  Hoadley,  who   were  the  warmest 
advocates  of  political  freedom.    The  latter 
Prelate,  in  his  place  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
argued  in  favour  of  the  separation  of  the 
functions,  because  the  *'  kingdom  cf  God 
was  not  of  this  world,"  and  asserted  in  the 
strongest    manner    the    Whig    principles 
which   he  openly  professed.     And  as  it 
happened  in  these  days,  when  the  Govern- 
ment was  in  the  hands  of  the  Tones,  so  it 
happened  when  the  Whigs  were  in  ofifice 
in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne  and  George  1st. 
The  parties  in  power  appointed    men    of 
learning  and  piety,  but  at  the  same  time 
men  who  held  the  same  political  opinions. 
This  was  the  case  also  in  the  time  of  Lord 
Liverpool;  and  what   wonder,   then,   was 
there  that  these  prelates,   when   raised  to 
the  bench  of  Bishops,  retained  the  same 
opinions  which  they  held  before  their  ap- 
pointment ?     Had  they  acted  in  a  different 
manner— had  they  shifted  from  day  to  day 
'—had  those  prelates,  for  instance,  voted 
with  Lord  Grey  on  all  occasions,  and  then 
shifted  round  and  voted  in  a  different  way 
when    the   right  hon.    Baronet    was    in 
difficulty,  though  the  first  mode  of  acting 
might  have  been  more  agreeable  to  my 
opinions  it  would  not  have  made  the  bench 
of  Bishops  more  respected.     The   practice 
eitsted  one  hundred  years  ago,  and    con- 
tinued in  the  Government  of  Lord  Liver- 
pool, and  it  could  not  be  considered  any 
argument  for  the  proposed  change  that  a 
Government  which  had  been  in  office  for 
twenty  or  thirty  years  had  appointed  Bis- 
hops who  professed  the  political  opinions 
of  the  party.     Rather  general  reasons  had 
been  given  by  the  hon.   Gentleman.     I 
dissent  from  these  reasons,   because  they 
would  not  effect  the  object  he  has  in  view, 
and  lam  not  disposed, therefore,  on  such 
grounds  to  agree  to  the  alteration. 

lAt*  Ewart  said,  that  was  the  way  in 


which  the  question  was  generally  met.    It 
was  not  met  by  argument  but  by  clamour, 
for  he  had  heard  no  argument  from  the 
other  side.    The  noble  Lord  had  admitted 
that  in  former  times  men  were    created 
Bishops  for  their  political  opinions,  and 
that  under  Whig  Governments  they  were 
Whigs,    and    under  Tory    Governments 
Tories.     He  had  also  stated  that  within  a 
certain  time  they  had    assumed  a  Tory 
character.     Now   the    statements  of  the 
noble  Lord  were  at  variance  with  the  Con* 
stitution.    The  mitred  abbots  were  swept 
away  at  the  Reformation,  and  that  was  as 
good  a  precedent  for  the  change  as  any 
precedents   for  the  Reform  Bill.     He  was 
astonished  at  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord.     They  were  the  arguments  of  the 
learned  prelate,  the  Bishop  of  Exeter,  to 
whom  the  noble  Lord  had  referred  in  the 
early  part   of  the  evening.     He  was  sorry 
the  noble  Lord  had  become  the  patron  of 
that    reverend,     celebrated,     and     most 
polemical  prelate,  and   had  adopted    his 
argument,  that  the  Bishops  were  the  p<u- 
tores  pastorum,  and  not  the  pastares  popuH^ 
He  would  appeal  to  the  religious  feelings 
of  the  country  on  that  point,    and    ask 
whether  they  represented  the  clergy  in  the 
Houseof  Lords?  They  might  represent  the 
higher  order  of  the  clergy,  but  they  did  not 
represent  the  curates  and  the  clergy  in  hum- 
ble life.     His  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Middlesex,  had  correctly  stated   that  the 
votes  of  the  Bishops  were  not  in   unison 
with  the  feelings  of  the  country.     They 
had   repeatedly  voted   against  one  great 
measure  for  which  the  people  had  struggled 
so  much — the  abolition  of  the  slave  trade; 
but  he  could  state  more,  and  th^  instance 
which  he  was  about  to  give  would  show  the 
practical  grievance  of  allowing  Bishops  to 
sit  in  the  House  of  Lords.     On  one  occa- 
sion, and  he  had   seen  the  circular,  the 
Bishops    were  summoned  to  attend   the 
House  of  Lords  to  vote  against  the  aboli- 
tion  of  the  punishment  of  death  for  forgery. 
They  went  down  and  voted  against   their 
inward  feelings,   in  order    to  fulfil  their 
political    duty.       Men    of    the    highest 
character  concurred  in  the  necessity  of 
removing  the  Bishops   from  the  House  of 
Lords.     Hallam  stated  that  the  Bishops 
should  be  swept  away  as  the  mitred  abbots 
had  been.     Lord  Falkland  though  a  Tory, 
voted  against  them.     He  might  quote  also 
the  authority  of  Spenser  and  Milton,  who 
were  both  against  them.     He  hoped  the 
minority    on    this     division    would    far 
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exceed  the  minority  of  last  Session, 
that  minority  had  exceeded  that  of  the 
preceding  Session.  The  principle  was 
working  its  way  silently;  there  was  a 
current  underneath,  the  people's  minds 
were  changing  on  the  subject,  and  the 
public  feeling  would  eventually  carry 
the  question  through  the  House. 

Mr*  Charles  Btdler  was  disappointed 
with  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  be- 
cause at  an  early  part  of  the  evening  the 
noble  Lord  bad  made  a  capital  speech  on 
thiir  side  when  he  described  a  right  rev. 
Prelate  as  a  libeller  and  a  calumniator. 
It  was  strange,  therefore,  that  he  could 
fix  on  none  but  one  right  rev.  Prelate, 
and  he  was  astonished  at  his  chivalry 
in  running  a  tilt  on  behalf  of  one  whom 
he  had  so  described.  The  noble  Lord 
had  asked  the  usual  question  when  any 
refonn  was  proposed — how  far  would  they 
carry  the  plan  i  He  would  give  a  plain 
answer:  the  answer  of  the  Radicals  was — 
they  would  carry  the  Bishops  to  the  door 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  let  them  go 
whither  they  liked.  The  roost  decent 
course  they  could  take  would  be  to  go  to 
their  dioceses.  The  noble  Lord  had 
spoken  of  Presbyterian  ism,  and  said  if 
the  Established  Church  were  Presbyterian 
there  would  be  no  Bishops  in  the  House 
of  Lords;  but  did  not  the  noble  Lord 
know  that  in  France  the  Bishops  had  no 
seats  in  the  Upper  House  ?  And  the 
same  was  the  casein  Spain.  The  Bishops 
in  these  countries  had  no  legislative  func- 
tions to  perform,  and  why  should  not  our 
Bishops  be  placed  in  the  same  position  ? 
Formerly  there  were  three  estates  in  this 
country.  These  were  Lords,  Commons, 
and  Clergy;  for  the  Clergy  had  a  separate 
chamber,  and  were  as  much  entitled  to 
legislation  as  the  Commons  or  Lords. 
That,  however,  had  been  done  away  with 
when  the  Convocation  was  abolished; 
and  he  was  glad  it  had  been  abolished. 
The  effect  of  the  disposition  of  the  clergy 
to  meddle  in  political  matters  had  fre« 
quently  been  most  injurious  to  the  cause 
^  of  liberal  principles.  If  the  noble  Lord 
were  disposed  to  deny  this  fact,  he  (Mr. 
\Buller)  would  refer  him  to  a  late  con- 
gested election  for  Devonshire.  At  that 
e^lection  the  noble  Lord  was  defeated  by  a 
n^ajority  of  six  hundred;  and  he  had  un- 
derstood that  more  than  six  hundred 
parsons  voted  on  that  occasion  against 
the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  was, 
therefore^  one  instance  in  his  own  person 


of  the  evils  resulting  from  allowing  po- 
litical to  mix  themselves  with  ecclesiastical 
considerations.  At  the  same  time,  if  they 
took  the  Bishops  away  from  the  House 
of  Lords,  he  should  have  no  objection  to 
let  some  of  the  clergy  into  the  House  of 
Commons.  Indeed  he  should  be  glad  to 
see  them  there ;  for  he  was  sure  they 
would  be  less  noisy  there  than  elsewhere. 
In  his  opinion  it  was  most  unfitting  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  should  have 
religious  patronage  to  be  used  for  political 
purposes;  and  if  any  hon.  Member  would 
move  for  the  abolition  of  such  patronage, 
that  hon.  Member  should  have  his  sup- 
port. While  that  patronage  existed, 
what  could  be  expected  but  that,  as  the 
noble  Lord  had  stated.  Bishops  elevated  to 
the  bench  by  a  Tory  Government  should 
support  Tory  principles,  and  that  Bishops 
elevated  to  the  bench  by  a  Whig  Govern- 
ment should  support  Whig  principles  ? 
Let  them  look  through  the  annals  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  they  would  find  that 
the  Bishops  did  not  possess  one  legislative 
claim  on  the  gratitude  of  the  people.  On 
the  gratitude  of  Goyernments  they  had 
many  claims;  none  on  the  gratitude  of 
the  people.  On  the  contrary,  whenever 
any  question  was  brought  forward  which 
agitated  and  interested  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, the  Bishops  were  always  found 
banded  together  as  one  roan  to  defeat  the 
wishes  of  the  people.  They  had  opposed 
the  abolition  of  slavery.  [No,]  He  said  they 
had.  Let  the  lists  of  the  divisions  on  that 
question  in  the  House  of  Lords  be  ex* 
amined,  and  that  would  prove  to  be  the 
case.  On  all  questions  of  religious  toler- 
ation the  Bishops  had  shown  their  hos- 
tility to  liberal  principles.  He  was  for 
excluding  Bishops  from  the  House  of 
Lords  on  a  principle  recognised  by  the 
Constitution  in  other  matters.  Why  were 
Bishops  not  dealt  with  as  Judges  were  ? 
Judges  were  excluded  from  the  arena 
of  politics.  They  were  all  excluded  with 
the  exception  of  the  Lord  High  Chan- 
cellor. He  really  could  not  understand 
the  cause  of  this  extraordinary  denial. 
His  argument  was,  that  there  was  only 
one  Judge  recognised  as  such  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  namely  the  Lord  High 
Chancellor,  and  his  legal  merged  in  his 
official  functions.  Other  Judges  might 
be  raised  to  the  peerage,  but  they  did  not 
sit  in  the  House  of  Lords  as  Judges. 
Members  of  the  legal  profession  were  told, 
<*  If  you  become  Judges  you  must  tepa- 
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rate  yourselves  from  political  discussions 
and  contests."  This  was  most  fitting;  but, 
sorely,  if  it  were  neoessary  to  adhere  to 
such  a  principle  with  those  who  only  su- 
perintended the  temporal  concerns  of  the 
people,  it  must  be  necessary  to  adhere 
to  It  with  those  who  superintended  the 
spiritual  concerns  of  the  people.  If  it 
were  necessary  to  guard  the  character  of 
the  judges  from  imputation,  it  must  surely 
be  necessary  to  guard  the  character  of  the 
Bishops  from  imputation.  The  tendency 
of  the  present  system  was  to  make  at 
once  bad  Bishops  and  bad  Peers.  Instead 
of  attending  exclusively  to  the  discharge 
of  their  important  duties,  the  Bishops 
were  now  at  the  nod  and  beck  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  Hopes  of  promo- 
tion were  held  out  to  them  as  the  reward 
of  political  services.  The  hon.  Gentle, 
men  opposite  might  not  think  it  worth 
while,  or  they  might  not  think  it  prudent, 
to  argue  this  question.  They  might, 
perhaps,  be  desirous  to  leave  to  the  noble 
Lord  the.  unpopular  task  of  defending  the 
Bishops  against  the  feelings  of  the  people. 
It  was  of  little  importance  what  they  did. 
Let  them  go  on  in  the  way  they  were 
going.  The  question  itself  was  making  a 
rapid  progress  in  the  country;  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  ten  years  hence  the 
majority  in  its  favour  would  be  greater 
than  the  majority  against  it  might  perhaps 
be  on  the  present  occasion. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  if  any  un- 
popularity were  attached  to  the  most 
decided  opposition  to  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ash  burton,  to  his  full 
share  of  that  unpopularity,  he  begged 
leave  to  put  in  a  distinct  claim.  Feeling 
as  he  did  upon  the  subject,  he  certainly 
would  not  be  guilty  of  so  base  an  action, 
as  to  leave  the  whole  of  the  unpopularity 
with  the  noble  Lord.  It  might  not  serve 
the  noble  Lord  for  him  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
to  say  so ;  but  he  must  declare,  that  he 
never  heard  a  speech  delivered  in  a  more 
manly  manner  than  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  or  one  which  reflected  greater  credit 
on  the  Doble  Lord's  abilities  and  judg- 
ment. For  if  it  were  true,  as  had  been 
asserted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard, 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  lost  his  electiOB 
for  Devonshire,  by  the  votes  of  600. 
clei^roen,  and  it  being  undoubtedly  true, 
that  a  large  majority  of  the  bishops  were 
apposed  to  the  present  Government^  the 
noble  Lord  had  set  a  roost  laudable 
example  of  the  conduct  wbicbi  under  such 


circumstances,  ought  to  be  pursued  by 
every  man,  and  every  Minister;  and  had 
not  allowed  any  personal  feeling  to  pre- 
vent him  from  frankly  avowing  his  opinion 
on  a  great  constitutional  question  like  that 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
There  was  one  objection  to  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aehburton,  which 
struck  him  (Sir  R.  Peel)  as  being  at  once 
fatal  to  it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
them  to  proceed,  not  by  a  legislative  mea- 
sure, but  by  a  resolution.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  the  House  of  Commons 
to  agree  to  a  resolution,  depriving  a  por- 
tion of  one  branch  of  the  Legislature  of 
its  functions  and  privileges.  Now  what 
right  had  they  to  take  any  such  step  ?  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  were  desirous  of  in- 
volving the  House  of  Commons  in  a 
dilemma,  he  could  not  succeed  more  com- 
pletely, than  by  persuading  them  to  pass 
a  resolution  which,  if  passed,  would  have 
no  effect  whatever,  but  would  be  nearly  a 
piece  of  waste  paper.  In  former  questions 
of  a  similar  nature,  it  had  always  been 
proposed  to  proceed  by  Bill.  But  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ashburton  proposed  by 
a  resolution,  to  effect  that  which  he  de- 
spaired of  effecting  by  Bill.  Why  should 
the  House  of  Commons  risk  bringing  their 
own  resolution — he  would  not  say  into 
contempt — but  why  should  they  pass  a 
resolution  which  must  prove  invalid  and 
unavailing?  The  noble  Lord  had  justly 
observed,  that  the  inferences  to  be  drawn 
from  the  reasoning  of  the  hon.  Member, 
led  to  much  more  serious  and  extensive 
consequences  than  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self seemed  to  be  aware  of.  Not  only, 
however,  was  that  the  case  with  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Mover,  every  argument  which 
had  been  used  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  seconded  the  motion,  went  the  length 
of  showing  the  expediency,  not  merely  of 
removing  the  Bishops  from  the  House  of 
Lords,  but  of  abolishmg  the  establishment. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  when  Par- 
liament repealed  the  Test  and  Corporation 
Acts,  they  established  the  principle^  that 
no  religions  creed  should  have  any  ad- 
vantage over  any  other.  He  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
had  never  heard  such  a  principle  main- 
tained. The  hon.  Gentleman  also  con- 
tended, that  the  same  thing  took  place  oa 
passing  the  Bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Roman 
Catholics.  He  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  never 
heard  so  before;  but  he  had  heard  the 
direct  contrary.  It  would,  indeed,  be  a 
great  discouragement  to  any  attempt  to 
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relieve  any  portita  of  the  people  from  civil 
disabilities,  if  the  House  were  to  be  told, 
**  Yott  must  not  stop  here;  you  must  carry 
your  measure  infinitely  further,  and  stop 
only  with  the  destruction  of  the  National 
Church."  Because  the  Test  and  Corpo- 
ration Acts  were  repealed,  because  relief 
was  granted  to  the  Koman  Catholics,  was 
it  thence  to  be  infened,  that  no  one 
religious  creed  should  have  an  advantage 
in  this  country  over  any  other?  It  was 
evident,  that  if  these  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
to  succeed  in  expelling  the  Bishops  from 
the  House  of  Lords,  their  next  step  would 
be,  to  propose  that  the  Protestant  clergy 
should  no  longer  hold  the  exclusive  pos- 
session of  church  temporalities.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  had  mistaken,  not 
only  the  argument,  but  the  statements  of 
the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  had  never 
talked  of  any  rapid  changes,  on  the  part  of 
Bishops,  from  Whig  to  Tory , or  from  Tory  to 
Whig  principles.  The  noble  Lord  bad  never 
talked  of  Bishops  rewarding  their  patrons 
by  mean  political  subserviency.  What 
was  the  fact  ?  That  while  human  nature 
remained  what  human  nature  now  was, 
and  always  had  been,  men  possessed  of 
patronage  would,  ceteris  partpti^,  exercise 
that  patronage  in  favour  of  those  who 
agreea  with  them  in  opinion.  And  nothing 
could  be  more  reasonable.  Why,  if  his 
Majesty's  present  Government  were  to 
depart  from  that  usage,  and  were  ceteris 
paribuSf  to  select  political  opponents  for 
Bishops,  would  not  the  House  hear  the 
loudest  reprobation  of  such  a  proceeding  f 
Undoubtedly,  the  noble  Lord  stated,  that 
during  the  long  continuance  of  a  Tory 
Government  in  power,  the  Bishops  gene- 
rally professed  Tory  principles.  But  did 
the  noble  Lord  add,  that  that  was  out  of 
servility  to  their  patrons?  Not  at  all. 
They  were  originally  selected  for  advance- 
ment to  the  bench  of  Bishops,  because  they 
were  supposed  to  hold  certain  political 
opinions.  They  did  hold  those  opinions; 
and  they  continued  to  hold  them.  But 
it  was  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex, that  after  they  had  become  Bishops, 
the  hope  of  translation  to  more  lucrative 
sees  would  tempt  them  to  change  their 
political  opinions,  and  to  maintain  the 
principles  of  any  new  Government.  Had 
his  Majesty's  present  Government  found 
that  to  be  the  case?  The  political  opinions 
which  they  held,  at  the  time  of  their 
original  appointment,  they  still  held  and 
acted  upon.  The  hope  of  translation  had 
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no  jeffect  upcm  them :  there  was  not  one  of 
them  who  had  voted  that  black  was  while.. 
All,  therefore,  that  their  worst  enemies 
could  allege  against  tbe.m  was,  that  they 
were  consistent,  bigoted  politicians,  wha 
obstinately  adhered  to  their  own  opinions. 
As  to  the  separation  of  the  oivil  from  the 
religious  duties  of  the  clergy,  he  was  eon- 
yinced  that  it  would  be  a  measure  highly 
injurious  to  the  country.  He  did  not  wish 
to  see  the  Church  excluded  from  its  fair 
share  of  political  influence.  If  such  an  ob- 
ject were  to  be  accomplished ;  if  the  clergy 
were  compelled  to  confine  themselves  to  the 
discharge  of  their  ecclesiastical  duties;  if 
they  were  compelled  to  eschew  all  reference 
to^or  interest  in,  temporal  matters;  if  they 
were  forbidden  to  participate  in  the  feelings 
a^d  wishes  of  their  lay  countrymen,  he 
doubted,  whether  instead  of  the  active,  in- 
telligent, enlightened,  patriotic  men,  of 
whom  the  great  body  of  the  clergy  of  this 
kingdom  was  at  present  composed,  we 
should  not  have  a  set  of  laay,  worthless, 
cloistered  hypocrites.  Into  that  question  he 
would,  however,  not  now  enter.  As  to  the 
plausible  arguments  which  had  been  urged 
in  favour  of  the  destruction  of  a  monarch- 
ical, and  the  establishment  of  a  democrat- 
ical,  Government,  he  should  be  ashamed  of 
himself  if  be  condescended  to  say  a  single 
word  in  answer  to  them*  He  had  risen 
onl^,  because  he  did  not  wish  it  to  be 
believed  that  he  was  capable  of  desiring 
to  leave  all  the  unpopularity  of  resisting 
the  present  motion  on  the  riioulders  of  the 
noble  Lord.  Whether  ^e  declaratioD 
might  be  popular  or  unpopular  he  cared 
not ;  but  he  was  prepared  to  give  his  most 
decided  opposition  to  a  proposition,  the 
ultimate  tendency  of  which  would  be  to 
injure,  if  not  to  destroy,  the  civil  and  reli- 
gious constitution  q(  England. 

Mr.  Lushin^iim  expressed  his  convic* 
tion,  that  the  great  majority  of  the  people 
of  England  were  desirous  of  relieving  tlie 
Bishops  frotti  their  Parliamentary  duties. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  92 ;  Noes 
197 :  Majority  105, 
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(Iketerf). 

SvFRBiJD^  ad  BovcAJncoa*  fton 
AboGdcn  of  Ctmrcli  lUteu—Bj  dto  Enl  of  Clabx,  ftom 
tiM  SmgeooBp  Uiiifjiiitt  for  ttw  ABNDteKUt  of  Gmd 
Joriar  Act  (iTClBd). 

Reoisteation     axd       Marriage 
Acts.]     Oq  the  motion  of  ViflcoDDt  Mel-  * 
bourne,  tbe  House  went  into  Committee  ' 
on  tbe  Registration  and  Marriages  Acts 
Suspension  Bill.  I 

Lord  EUenborough  said,  their  Lordships'  j 
attention  had  been  drawn  by  the  nc^le  ' 
and  learned  Lord  (Brougham)  to  the  fact,  j 
that  as  this  Bill  now  stood,  no  parties 
conld  be  married  by  bans  before  the  30th 
of  June,  though  they  could  by  licence  at 
any  time.     He  was  of  opinion,  that  there 
was  too  much  legislation  in  the  Bill,  and 
be  conceived  that  the  best  way  to  get  rid 
of  the  difficulty  pointed  out,  would  be  to 
strike  out  the  words  "  Ist  day  of  March," 
and  let  proceedings  take  place  as  if  the 
words  "  30th  day  of  June*'  had  originally 
stood  in  the  bills  passed  last  Session. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  in  some  in- 
stances, it  was  necessary  that  the  Ist  of 
March  should  remain. 

Lord  EUenborough  said,  that  was  pro- 
vided for  by  the  latter  part  of  tbe  clause. 

Amendment  agreed  to.  The  House  re- 
sumed.   Report  to  be  received. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  February  17,  1837. 

MnriiTSB.]  Petitioni  prewnted.  By  Mr.  HAfnct  nd  other 
Hoo.  Mjcmbsiio,  ftom  varioiif  plaocf*  for  flie  AboHdoa  of 
CInireh  R«les^~Dy  leTtral  Hon.  MKMBmtM,  ftom  Tviooi 
placet,  for  Mtmicipol  CofponUona  (Ireluid).— By  Mr. 
StcmoLAB  Tntstuon  and  ottier  Hon.  MsMBBita,  from 
KiloaaMn  and  other  placet,  for  AboUttoa  of  Tithca  (Ire- 
land).— By  Mr.  Law  Hodom.  fhxm  Canteitury,  Hytbe, 
aad  other  placet,  for  the  AmendmcDt  of  Law  rriatfaig  to  , 
labkecpcn.— By  Mr.  AouoirBTt  ftom  Nantwich,  for  Re*  , 
yMaa  of  tfie  Citerfaal  Law.— By  Mr.  Fox  Maoxji,  ftom 
Bbdifowtii,  for  SnaU  Debit  (Scotland)  BiI].~By  Admi- 
ral AoAM,  ftom  Dollar  and  Logle,  againat  the  practioe  of 
Rcgitterinf  VleUtioiii  VoCea  (Scotlmd). 

Municipal    Corporations     (Ire- 
IiANd>«Skconi>  R^ADiNo.]      Oo  the 


Older  of  the  Daj  for  Aa  8«oftd  RMdiiM 
of  the  Mwmapfl  CoqioiatioM  (Iithsd) 
Bill  bdng  read, 

Mr.  ff.  Grattam  wished  lo  «sk  the  nohk 
Lord,  the  SccretRry  Ux  Iidand,  whedwr 
he  had  receiicd  anv  official  arcowH  of  Clis 
disturbances  that  had  lalelj  takeo  pbc« 
in  the  north  of  Ireland,  vh'ich  accotdiBf^ 
to  accounts  conlaioed  in  pmmte  letteta, 
were  of  a  very  exaggerated  character?  He 
did  not  know,  whether  tlw  Msanh  vas  the 
result  of  the  ae«tii^  at  tbe  Minsiae 
home ;  but  it  wjs  stated,  that  the  Ota^e- 
men  had  wajlaid  the  Catholica  wbo  were 
returning  from  a  fair,  and  that  wpwaida 
of  fifty  of  the  latter  were  dead  or  wovnded. 

Lord  Morpeth  had  not  leceived  any  an* 
thentic  information  on  the  sabject* 

Colonel  Perceval  wished  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  good  enough  to  stale,  wke* 
ther  it  had  come  to  his  icoowledge  that 
this  attack  had  been  committed  by  Orange- 
men. For  his  part,  hewas  not  aware  that 
any  such  description  of  penons  existed  ia 
Iieland. 

Lord  Morpeth  poaMSsed  no  anthcBtic 
information  on  the  solject;  and,  dMie* 
fore,  it  was  out  of  his  power  to  answer  the 
question  put  to  him  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer. 

Mr.  Shaw,  with  reference  to  the  motion 
before  the  House,  observed,  that  on  a 
comparison  of  the  schedules  of  this  KB 
and  that  which  was  presented  to  the 
House  last  year,  he  round  six  towns 
omitted  in  the  schedule  of  thb  Bill  which 
were  inserted  in  the  schedule  of  the  last 
year's  Bill.  He  wished  to  ask  tbe  noUe 
Lord  on  what  principle  these  towns  were 
now  omitted  ? 

Lord  John  Russell,  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  had  omitted  these  towns  on  account  of 
their  small  population. 

Mr.  Shaw  was  understood  to  remark, 
that  more  than  one  of  them  had  a  popnla* 
tion  of  10,000  persons. 

Lord  John  Russell  admitted  that  such 
was,  perhaps,  the  fact,  but  none  of  those 
(owns  had  enjoyed  the  advantages  of  a 
Municipal  Corporation  before.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  show  him 
that  any  of  these  large  towns  with  10,000 
inhabitants  had  had  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions, he  would  restore  their  names  in  the 
schedule. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Colonial  Banks]  Sir  Robert  Pool 
begged  to  ask  the  right  hon*  Preiident  of 
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tlie  Board  of  Trtck,  wbatber  any  proceed- 
ings had  been  taken  by  the  Goferninent 
with  respect  to  chartering  banks  in  our 
East  and  West  Indian  Colonial  pos- 
sessions? 

Mr.  Poulelt  Thomson  said,  that  with 
regard  to  the  West  Indiesi  a  charter  had 
been  given  by  the  Crown  last  summer  t6 
enable  a  company  to  establish  a  bank  in 
the  West  Indies,  not  conferring  any  exclu- 
sive privileges,  but  merely  giving  them  the 
power  to  bank  so  far  as  this  company  was 
concerned.  That  bank  was^he  believed,  now 
in  operation.  An  application  had  also 
been  made  in  the  course  of  last  summer 
for  a  charter  for  a  bank  to  be  established 
in  the  East  Indies.  He  had  communi- 
cated the  views  of  the  applicants  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control.  His  rifht  hon.  Friend 
considered  it  desirable,  before  the  Govern- 
ment came  to  a  decision  on  the  subject, 
that  a  communication  should  be  made  to 
the  local  government^  and  till  an  answer 
was  returned  to  that  communication,  no 
further  steps  would  be  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  wished  to  ask  the  right 
boo.  Gentleman  whether  an  opportunity 
would  be  afforded  to  those  who  were  con- 
oeeted  with  the  outports  of  representing 
to  the  Government  their  opinions  on  this 
question  ? 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  promised  that  they 
should  have  the  fullest  opportunity  of 
stating  their  sentiments,  and  that  he 
would  give  them  every  consideration. 

Beetroot  Sugar.]  An  hon.  Member 
wished  to  learn  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
whether  it  were  true  that  any  obstruction 
had  been  thrown  in  the  way  of  manufac- 
turing sugar  from  beetroot  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  said,  that  it  had 
been  reported  to  him  some  time  ago,  that 
preparations  were  making  in  this  country 
for  the  manufacture,  on  an  extensive  scale, 
of  sugar  from  beetroot.  He  at  once  called 
the  attention  of  the  Boards  of  Excise  and 
Customs  to  the  circumstance,  stating,  at 
the  same  time,  that  the  Government  would 
introduce  a  Bill  on  the  subject  in  the 
course  of  this  Session,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  checking  the.  manufacture,  but  to  pre- 
vent its  being  carried  on  without  paying 
%nY  duty  at  all,  while  other  sugar  was 
burthened  with  a  duty  of  24i.    A  Bill  of 


that  nature  was  now  under  the  consklent- 
tion  of  Government,  and  would  be  intro- 
duced as  soon  as  possible. 

Recorders'  Courts.]  Mr.  J.  S, 
Wortley,  in  moving  that  this  Bill  be  com* 
mitted,  stated  that  he  had  prepared  a 
clause  in  conformity  with  a  suggestion 
thrown  out  by  the  noble  Lord,  namely, 
that  a  Deputy  Recorder  should  not  be  ap- 
pointed ill  any  borough  unless  the  town 
council  determined  that  such  office  was 
necessary.  It  was  stated  on  a  former 
occasion  that  this  Bill  would  be  attended 
with  an  additional  expense  to  the  boroughs 
in  which  Deputy  Recorders  were  ap- 
pointed. Now,  there  were  returns  on  the 
table  which  showed  how  the  system  had 
worked  in  Leeds  and  other  places,  and 
proved  that  so  far  from  its  increasing  the 
expense,  that  it  had  led  to  a  great  saving. 
It  bad  been  argued  that  the  appointment 
of  the  deputy  ought  not  to  rest  with  the 
Recorder;  but  from  all  the  consideration 
he  had  been  able  to  give  to  the  subject,  be 
was  satisfied  that  that  was  the  best  ar-* 
rangement  that  could  be  made.  It  wouM 
be  highly  objectionable  to  leave  the  ap* 
pointment  of  a  judicial  officer  to  the  town« 
council  of  a  borough. 

Mr.  Leader  would  ask  the  Attorney- 
General,  whether  he  was  right  in  stating, 
that  by  the  Bill  the  Recorder  might  ap- 
point a  deputy,  if  the  town-council  wished 
for  one  ?  Now,  if  so,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  council  was  to  have  any  voice 
in  the  appointment,  either  by  a  veto  or 
otherwise,  or  whether  it  was  to  rest  solely 
with  the  Recorder. 

The  Attorney' General  said,  that  the 
council  were  to  have  no  veto  on  the  ap* 
pointment.  They  were  to  determine 
whether  a  second  court  was  necessary  or 
not,  but  the  nomination  was  to  be  in  the 
Recorder. 

Mr.  O'Cannell  suggested,  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Deputy  Recorder  should 
oe  in  the  same  hands  as  that  of  the  Re- 
corder. 

Sir  J.  Beckett  was  of  opinion  that  the 
responsibility  of  the  appointment  ought 
to  rest  with  the  Recorder,  and  not  with 
the  Government  or  the  council. 

Mr.  Harvey  thought  that  the  Crown 
should  have  a  veto  on  the  appointment  of 
the  Deputy  Recorder.  He  objected,  how- 
ever to  the  appointment  of  Deputy  Recor- 
ders at  all,  as  he  considered  that  it  would 
be  fatal  to  the  independence  of  the  bar. 
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Mr.  Boebuck  begged  the  House  to  re- 
eoUect  that  tbe  Recorder  was  responsible 
for  bia  own  acts,  but  he  could  not  be  00 
for  those  of  his  deputy.  The  object  of 
the  Bill,  as  he  understood  it^  was  to  state 
the  period  during  which  the  court  was  to 
sit.  Now,  he  would  suggest  a  remedy  for 
this,  instead  of  adopting  that  proposed  in 
the  Bill,  namely,  that  the  Recorder  should 
be  compelled  to  hold  his  court  oftener 
than  he  did  at  present. 

The  Aiiarnei/''G€neral  said,  that  although 
he  had  not  introduced  the  Bill,  which  had 
been  brought  in  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Halifax,  he  had  no  objection  to  state  that 
he  approved  of  the  provision.  It  had 
only  lately  come  to  his  knowledge  that 
great  inconveniences  had  arisen  in  conse- 
quence of  the  quantity  of  business  in  the 
Recorder's  court.  Before  the  Municipal 
Reform  Bill,  there  were  two  courts  sitting 
at  quarter  sessions,  but  since  the  passing 
of  that  measure  only  one  court  could  be 
held.  This  had  given  occasion  to  pro* 
tracted  sittings,  and  had  proved  very  bur* 
densome  to  the  jury,  and  expensive  to  the 
witnesses  summoned.  The  person  to  be 
appointed  would  not  be  a  Deputy  Re- 
corder, but  the  Recorder's  assistant,  be* 
cause  he  would  hold  his  court  con- 
veniently, and  he  would  act  only  pro  hoc 
vice;  so  that  if  he  were  found  not  to  give 
satisfaction,  the  Recorder  might,  at  the 
lime  be  held  his  next  court,  appoint 
another. 

House  went  into  Committee. 

On  the  1 0th  Clause, 

Mr.  C.  Buller  rose  to  move  an  amend* 
ment  to  the  effect  that  the  sessions  should 
in  future  be  held  once  a*montli. 

Mr.  Baines  contended,  that  the  gentle- 
men of  the  bar  could  not  attend  if  the 
sessions  were  held  once  a-month,  and 
that  the  business  would  in  consequence  be 
performed  in  an  incompetent  manner.  The 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  met  all  diffi- 
culties, and  the  Members  of  the  legal  pro- 
fession were  anxious  that  it  should  be 
adopted.  The  opinion  of  the  profession 
ought  to  have  weight  with  the  House,  and 
they  should,  he  thought,  be  guided  by 
that  opinion  rather  than  by  the  theoretical 
opinions  of  non-professional  Members  of 
that  House.  The  measure  now  brought 
forward  bv  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax 
had  satisned  all  demands,  and  satisfied 
them^  too,  without  adding  a  single  far- 
tiling  of  expense  to  the  system  at  present 
in  operation.    The  whole  profession^  as  | 


far  as  he  (Mr.  Baines)  oould  learQ,  faU 
under  great  obligation  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  bringing  forward  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Roebuck  contended,  that  there  were 
other  persons  deserving  of  the  considera« 
tion  of  the  House  as  well  as  the  barristers 
—  viz.,  the  prisoners.  Those  unfortunalo 
individuals  and  their  relatives  bad  strong 
claims  upon  their  attention ;  and  the 
House  would  best  consult  the  interests  and 
happiness  of  those  persons  by  consenting 
that  the  sessions  should  in  future  sit  once 
a-month,  instead  of  once  every  three 
months,  as  at  present.  Such  views  were 
not  theoretical.  He  wished  that  ail  should 
have  full  and  fair  justice  administered  to 
them ;  but  the  oftener  the  courts  sat  tbe 
better;  for  in  that  way  alone  oould  the 
anxiety  of  the  prisoners  and  their  relatives 
be  terminated,  and  the  guiltless  be  freed 
from  unmerited  confinement.  Why,  be 
would  ask,  should  not  the  Recorder  sit 
once  a-month  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds  said,  that  in  such  a  case,  they  would 
require  more  pay.  That  was  a  haber.. 
dashery  sort  of  reason,  and  not  entitled  to 
have  any  weight.  The  condition  of  the 
prisoners  was  tbe  point  to  be  considered^ 
and  to  have  the  sessions  once  a*mootb» 
would,  by  freeing  those  persons  from  CQh^ 
finement,  be  the  means  of  saving  ex^ 
pense. 

Mr.  Aglionby  thought,  that  prisoners 
should  not  remain  in  confinement  for 
three,  two,  or  even  for  one  month,  if  they 
could  be  brought  to  trial  sooner.  Why 
should  not  the  Recorder  sit  whenever  there 
was  a  prisoner  to  try  ?  The  answer  was, 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  procure  a 
respectable  Barrister  for  150/.  or  200/* 
a-year  to  discharge  the  duty  which  would 
require  to  be  performed  were  such  a  piaa 
adopted.  It  seemed  impossible,  with  the 
present  machinery,  to  have  the  Recorder 
sitting  so  often  as  bad  been  proposed  ;and 
the  question  was,  whether  they  should 
alter  that  machinery  altogether?'  Was 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  willing  to  do 
that?  If  he  was  not,  it  would  be  impoa. 
sible  to  have  the  Recorder  sitting  once  a* 
month.  He  differed  on  another  point 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  be  was  o( 
opinion  that  the  presence  of  the  barristers 
was  highly  beneficial*  From  his  own 
experience  he  could  say,  that  the  attend- 
ance of  the  London  bar  at  the  quarter 
sessions  had  contributed  much  to  inspire 
the  people  with  confidence,  and  had  been 
of  great  advantage  to  the  proper  adninis- 
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tration  of  justice.  In  his  own  county,  the 
county  of  Cumberland,  the  attendance  of 
the  London  bar  had  been  productive  of 
the  very  best  effects ;  and  as  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  would  render 
that  attendance  impossible,  he  could  not 
consent  to  its  adoption. 

Mr.  Harvey y  in  order  that  the  House 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  reconsidering 
the  subject,  thought  that  the  Bill  should  be 
sent  to  a  Select  Committee.  lu  a  desultory 
conversation  it  was  impossible  that  its  pro- 
visions could  be  properly  considered.  It  was 
proposed  to  pay  the  Deputy  Recorder  ten 
guineas  a  day.  He  (Mr.  Harvey)  objected 
to  such  a  mode  of  paying  a  judge,  as  it 
held  out  a  strong  inducement  to  protract 
the  sittings.  Another  point  was  the  mode 
of  appointing  the  assistant^recorders.  It 
was  true  they  were  not  to  be  appointed 
without  the  sanction  of  the  town-councils, 
but  the  clause  relating  to  their  appointment 
was  vague,  and  it  did  not  appear  whether 
they  were  to  be  elected  once  a-year  or  not ; 
or  what  was  to  be  the.  proper  proceeding 
should  the  first  intimation  made  to  the 
council  be  unattended  to.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  the  temptation  of  deputy- 
Tecorderships  would  fill  the  quarter  sessions 
with  a  race  of  stripling  barristers,  and 
thus  exclude  the  attornies  who  had 
hitherto  been  of  so  much  use.  In  a 
neighbouring  county,  he  could  inform  the 
House,  two  juvenile  members  of  the  pro- 
fbssion  had  presented  themselves  at  the 
sessions,  and  insisted  on  clearing  the  court 
of  the  attornies;  and  those  individuals, 
who  had  long  practised  before  the  court 
were  obliged  to  give  way.  Those  two 
barristers  made  the  bar ;  one  taking  one 
tide,  and  the  other  the  opposite,  in  all 
cases  which  were  to  be  decided.  But  the 
House  could  not  do  justice  to  such  Bills 
as  the  present  in  a  desultory  conversation. 
In  order,  therefore,  to  give  the  House  an 
opportunity  for  reflection,  he  moved  that 
the  Bill  be  sent  to  a  Committee  up  stairs. 
This  motion  it  was  suggested  could  only 
be  made  in  the  House,  not  in  the  Com- 
mittee. 

The  House  resumed  and  the  Chairman 
reported  progress. 

Mr.  Harvey  moved,  tha  t  the  BI  be 
sent  up  stairs  to  a  Committee. 

Motion  withdrawn.  Bill,  with  amend- 
ments, to  be  printed,  and  taken  into  further 
consideration. 

MlTKlCIPAX*        CORPQBATXOlfS        ACT 


Amendment).]  The  Attorney  Oeneral  in 
moving  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  bringing 
up  the  report  of  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions Amendment  Bill,  said,  that  he  bad 
done  every  thing  to  meet  the  views  of  bis 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  opposite.  One 
alteration,  he  had  made  related  to  the 
expenditure  of  the  town-councils.  The 
92d  clause  of  the  Act  specified  certain 
purposes  to  which  borough  funds  might  be 
applied.  To  provide  that  the  expenditure 
for  other  purposes  than  those  specified 
should  not  be  made  an  abuse,  he  had  pre- 
pared a«  clause  by  which  every  money- 
order  issued  from  the  common  council,  for 
any  purpose  not  specified  in  the  Act,  should 
be  lodged  with  the  clerk  of  the  peace  for 
three  weeks,  and  be  subjected  to  the 
opinion  of  the  recorder  of  the  place,  or 
other  corresponding  functionary,  and  if 
disallowed  by  him,  should  be  declared 
null  and  void. 

Mr.  Mafjoribanks  rose  to  complain  of  a 
want  of  courtesy  on  the  part  of  the  hoD« 
Member  for  Kent  in  bringing  forward  a 
petition  reflecting  upon  his  (Mr.  Maijori* 
banks's)  constituents  without  giving  any 
notice  of  his  intention  to  present  that 
petition.  The  petition  to  which  he  referred 
purported  to  be  from  certain  burgesses  of 
Hythe,  in  Kent,  and  was  presented  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  East 
Kenton  Wednesday  last. That  petition  was 
got  up  at  a  hole-and  corner  meeting,  and 
the  statements  it  contained  were  gross 
exaggerations  of  the  facts  of  the  case* 
What  he  complained  of  was,  that  the 
usual  notice  had  not  been  given  him  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet ;  and  although  they 
had  met  on  the  Monday  previous  to  the 
presentation  of  the  petition,  yet  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Kent  had  not  informed 
him  (Mr.  Marjoribanks)  of  his  intentions. 
He  had  thus  been  denied  an  opportunity 
of  stating  to  the  House  the  real  merits  of 
the  case. 

Sir  £.  KnatchhuU  begged  leave  to  ex* 
plain.  The  charge  against  him  was  of 
want  of  courtesy  He  did  not  think  the 
complaint  was  well  founded,  for  he  was 
always  most  anxious  to  consult  the  feelings 
of  every  Member  of  the  House  and  cer- 
tainly in  the  present  instance  no  offence  was 
intended.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said, 
that  they  had  met  on  the  Monday  previous 
to  the  presentation  of  the  petition  from 
Hythe.  •  On  that  day  however  he  had  been 
confined  to  the  House.  [  Mr.  Marjoribanke^ 
it  was  perhaps  Tuesday.^!     He  had  aq^ 
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a  specific  charge ;  but  as  the  bon. 
Gentleman  had  shifted  his  groood,  be 
hardly  knew  how  to  deal  with  the  comptaint 
which  bad  been  brought  against  him.  He 
admitted,  that  when  one  bon.  Member 
had  a  charge  to  bring  against  another,  it 
Wat  usual  to  give  him  notice  of  it.  Bat 
he  (Sir  E.  Knatchbull)  had  no  charge  to 
bring  against  the  bon.  Member.  "  But/' 
said  the  hon.  Member,  *'  you  brought  a 
charge  against  my  constituents,  and  you 
ought  to  have  given  me  notice  thereof." 
Now,  he  contended  that  no  such  duty  was 
imposed  upon  him  either  by  the  law  or  the 
usage  of  Parliament.  What  be  had  done 
was  this, — he  had  given  notice  to  the 
House  that  he  would  present  a  certain 
petition  complaining  of  the  misconduct  of 
the  Mayor  of  Hythe,  and  be  thought  that 
that  was  a  sufficient  notice  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  intended  to  present  such  a 
petition.  The  next  day  the  hon.  Member 
had  met  him  in  the  House  and  with  a 
degree  of  warmth  which  he  himself  was 
not  in  the  habit  of  exhibiting,  reproached 
him  with  not  having  given  the  hon. 
Member  the  ordinary  notice.  He  told  the 
hon.  Member  that  notice  of  his  intention 
was  inserted  in  the  papers  of  the  House ; 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  replied,  that  he 
had  left  his  house  at  ten  o'clock  and  that 
those  papers  had  not  then  arrived.  He 
thought  that  he  had  now  said  sufficient  to 
convince  the  hon.  Member  that  he  bad  not 
been  guilty  of  any  want  of  courtesy  towards 
him.  If  he  had  he  begged  to  state  that  it 
had  been  unintentionally.  He  would  now 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Hythe  whether 
he  was  in  the  House  during  the  discussion 
on  the  petition  ?  [Mr.  5.  Marjoribanks  : 
He  was  not.]  That  was  just  the  answer 
which  he  anticipated.  He  admitted  that 
the  petition  contained  a  serious  charge 
against  the  Mayor  of  Hythe,  but  he  had 
not  presented  it  with  a  view  of  instituting  a 
charge  against  any  person,  but  with  the 
▼lew  of  obtaining  such  an  alteration  in  the 
law  as  would  prevent  the  Mayor  of  Hythe 
or  the  mayor  of  any  other  place  from 
acting  in  a  similar  way  in  future.  He  had 
said  that  there  were  other  allegations  In 
the  petition,  which  showed  the  animus  of 
the  parties;  but  he  had  refrained  from 
noticing  those  allegations,  liecaose  be  did 
not  wish'  to  cover  those  parties  with 
obloquy.  These  were  the  fads  of  the  case, 
and  he  would  now  leave  the  Hoose  to 
judge,  whether  be  had  acted  wrongly  or 
unkindly  to  any  of  the  parties  cO0C#r0cd. 
VOL.  XXXVI.  {SO 


The  hon.  Member  for  Hythe  hsd  spoken 
of  the  meeting  at  which  this  petition  was 
got  op,  and  had  said  that  our  party  was 
very  skilful  in  the  practice  of  getting  up 
hole-and-corner  meetings.  Now  the  hon. 
Member  had  made  that  assertion  very 
boldly,  and  be  would  meet  it  as  boldly  with 
a  counter-assertion.  That  petition  was 
not  got  up  at  a  hole-and-corner  meeting. 
Any  opposition  which  he  had  given  to  the 
Bill  was  given  with  the  intentionof  amend- 
ing it,  and  the  clause  which  the  Attorney- 
General  had  brought  up  that  evening  ex- 
actly met  his  view  of  the  case.  He  hoped 
that  the  Attorney-General  would  let  the 
Bill,  as  amended,  be  printed,  in  order  that 
the  House  might  have  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  it  in  •  a  corrected  form  before  it 
left  the  House. 

Sir  WilUam  Folleti  asked  whether  the 
Attorney-General  intended  to  have  these 
clauses  printed  before  the  Bill  was  read  a 
third  time.  If  he  understood  correctly  the 
clause  which  his  learned  Friend  had  now 
introduced  for  the  better  control  of  the 
municipal  funds,  it  was  calculated  to  in- 
crease the  very  evil  which  it  was  pro- 
fessedly intended  to  check.  Oh!  then  be 
did  not  understand  the  clause  which  his 
learned  Friend  had  introduced,  and  that 
was  a  sufficient  reason  for  having  it  printed 
for  further  consideration. 

The  report  brought  up,  and  taken  into 
consideration. 

Mr.  Scarlett  begged  leave  to  bring  up 
a  clause  for  the  better  regulating  the 
election  of  aldermen.  The  present  mode 
of  electing  aldermen  was  in  violation  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  which,  as  be 
understood  it,  was  intended  to  place  cor* 
porations  under  popular  control  and  su- 
perintendence. At  present  the  alder- 
men were  elected  by  a  majority  of  the 
council.  He  proposed  that  thev  should 
in  future  be  elected  by  the  burg<>s«es 
at  large.  The  result  of  the  present 
mode  of  electing  aldermen  was,  that 
the  minority  in  the  corpor;iiions  had  no 
representatives  at  all  ainoop;  the  alderman » 
This  gave  both  parties  an  interest  \n  a^f" 
ryiog  the  election  of  a  m«jofiiy  of  ih^ir 
own  party  as  councillors  (  f^na  h  pfl^n 
happened  that  those  who  were  f»\»ai»A  as 
councillors^  were  fA^cta^  as  al<i<^rm^M  l)y 
their  party  m  the  council,  to  give  m  sddi- 
tion^l  «ir«flgtb  and  Uifimmti  T^  c^re 
Ums,  iMir would  givelothft  {m^^K^ntii^t  jfuuad 
of  to  the  tumnc}\,  i\iM  pow^r  of  uUaUn^ 
(be  ^uUffmHf 
V 
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Mr.  Scarlett  knew  of  no  case  where  the 
circumstance  of  the  office  of  sheriff  being 
executed  by  two  persons  occasioned  doubt 


The  hon.Member  brought  up  his  clause. 

The  Attorney- General  could  not  say 
that  the  plan  ofallowing  the  aldermen  to  be 
elected  by  the  burgesses  at  large  was  not 
a  good  one.  It  would,  however,  be  a  fun* 
damental  change  in  the  constitution  of 
these  corporations.  The  clause  which  his 
hon.  Friend  wished  to  alter,  was  a  clause 
framed  elsewhere,  no  doubt  with  the  same 
wisdom  which  pervaded  all  its  legislation. 
It  was  connected  with  many  other  clauses, 
and  any  alteration  in  it  would  dislo- 
cate the  Bill  exceedingly.  He  thought 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  better  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  state  of  the  law  affect- 
ing corporations,  and  to  cure  the  defects 
which  had  been  introduced  into  it  by 
amendments  made  elsewhere.  At  present, 
according  to  the  clause  framed  elsewhere, 
the  aldermen  were  elected  by  the  council. 
This  Bill  introduced  no  organic  change  into 
the  original  Bill,  and  he  therefore  must  ob- 
ject to  the  reception  of  the  present  clause. 

The  House  divided  on  the  clause : — Ayes 
34 :  Noes  93  :  Majority  59. 

Mr.  Scarlett  rose  to  move  another  clause, 
the  object  of  which  was  to  give  to  every 
corporate  town  two  sheriffs,  as  in  Lon- 
don and  Dublin.  The  circumstance  of 
there  being  but  one  executive  officer 
was  calculated  to  create  distrust  and  ex- 
cite political  and  party  feeling.  It  was 
perfectly  natural  that  men  should  feel,  or 
at  least  suspect,  that  juries  were  not  im- 
partially chosen  when  there  was  but  one 
sheriff*.  To  the  case  of  elections,  the  same 
objection  applied  with  equal  force.  The 
clause  which  he  then  submitted  to  the 
House,  would  neither  interfere  with  the 
duties  of  sheriff*,  the  mode  of  election, 
nor  the  persons  by  whom  elected, 
but  merely  alter  the  number  of  those 
officers  in  towns  corporate,  electing  them 
as  the  aldermen  were  elected. 

The  Attomey-Oeneral  would  oppose 
the  clause.  He  felt  some  hesitation  as  to 
the  election  of  aldermen,  but  he  should 
decidedly  object  to  the  application  of  the 
same  principle  to  the  choice  of  sheriffs. 
He  conceived  that  the  Bill  would  not  be 
improved  by  the  introduction  of  this 
clause.  There  appeared  to  be  no  reason 
whatever  why  two  sheriffs  should  be  ap- 
pointed. Why  not  have  three  or  five, 
that  there  might  in  case  of  differences  of 
opinioti  be  a  casting  voice  ?  If  there  were 
to  be  two  sheriffs,  why  not  two  mayors, 
and  carry  the  dual  number  throughout 
the  whole  corporation. 


or  delay.  The  duty  of  sheriff'  was  merely 
ministerial,  and  he  therefore  thought  that 
the  clause  he  proposed  might  be  advan- 
tageously adopted ;  but  as  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  did  not  concur  with  him, 
he  should  not  press  the  question  to  a  divi- 
sion. 

Mr.  Finch  proposed  the  insertion  of  the 
following  clauses,  declaring, 

"  That  nothing  in  the  MuDtcipal  recited  Act 
contained,  shall  prevent  the  levying  and  col- 
lecting of  any  rate  by  the  town-codncil  in  any 
such  borough  or  place  in  the  said  recited  Aot 
meutioDed,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  any  debt 
chargeable  upon  the  rates  of  any  borough  or 
place  contracted  before  the  passing  uf  this  Act 
or  the  said  recited  Act,  or  the  interest  of  any 
such  debt,  &c.*^ 

He  had  been  induced  to  propose  these 
clauses  to  prevent  the  hardship  to  indivi^ 
duals  which  otherwise  might  occur.  To 
show  that  such  a  provision  was  called  for, 
he  had  only  to  mention  a  case  that  had 
recently  occurred  at  St«  Alban'a.  BefiM 
the  passing  of  the  Munieipal  CorporatioM 
Act,  the  liberty  and  borough  of  the 
town  of  St.  Alban's  were  authoriaed  coq«- 
jointly  to  raise  money  on  the  security  of 
the  rates  for  certain  local  purpoaes*  A  fw. 
gentleman,  on  the  faith  of  the  law  as  it 
then  stood,  lent  a  sum  of  money  to  the 
corporation  to  build  a  court-house;  and 
since  tbe  passing  of  the  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations Act  a  question  bad  arisen  as  to 
whether  the  interest  should  be  paid  by  the 
liberty  or  the  borough  ?  The  effect  of  the 
doubt  was  to  deprive  the  party  of  his  in* 
terest;  and  unless  the  Legislature  inter- 
posed to  protect  him  by  an  enactment  of 
this  kind,  a  great  injustice  would  be  in- 
flicted upon  him,  as  it  was  by  no  roeaos 
certain  that  the  Court  of  King's  Beneh«  or 
any  other  legal  tribunal,  could  afford  him 
relief.  Under  such  considerationa  he 
trusted  that  the  hon,  and  learoed  Gentle- 
man would  not  oppose  the  motion. 

The  Attcmey-QmMral  was  very  sorry 
that  he  could  not  comply  with  the  hoo. 
Gentleman's  request.  The  clause  was 
unnecessary,  and,  therefore,  he  must  op- 
pose it.  It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that 
the  rev.  gentleman  alluded  to,  would  not 
get  his  money.  The  law  as  it  stood  woold 
afford  him  all  the  remedy  that  he  was  on* 
titled  to  have,  and  as  to  whteh  party, 
whether  the  borough  or  the  Nberty,  wat 
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li«Mf  to  the  payment  Qiibe  inter9t»  that  was 
a  natter  m  the  decision  of  the  Coart 
of  King's  Bench,  and  not  for  that  House. 

Mr*  Finch  regretted  that  the  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  Aould  think  this  was 
not  a  case  for  the  interposition  of  the 
House*  The  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  expressed  it  as  his  opinion,  that  the 
party  who  lent  the  money  had  a  remedy 
Id  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  but  although 
that  might  be  his  opinion,  and  he 
knew  that  the  Attorney  end  Solicitor-Ge- 
neral were  usually  considered^  no  doubt 
properly  so,  the  giants — the  Gog  and 
Magog«— of  the  Bar — still  it  so  happened, 
thai  in  this  very  case,  a  different  opinion 
had  been  given  by  another  lawyer  who  had 
been  consulted  upon  it. 

The  Solicitor' General  said,  that  as  it 
was  impossible  for  the  House  to  determine 
the  judicial  point  which  had  arisen  in  the 
case  referred  to,  it  would  be  most  impro* 
pelr  to  introduce  such  clauses  as  these  into 
the  BilL  He  must,  thereforei  give  it  his 
opposition* 

Mr.  Ooulbum  thoughts  that  the  case  had 
not  been  fully  stated  to  the  House.  The 
fact  waSft  thai  if  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
tion Bill  had  not  passed,  such  an  injury  as 
was  now  complained  of,  never  would 
have  arisen.  The  party  advanced  his 
money  on  the  faith  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ttentt  which  empowered  the  Corporation 
to  pledge  the  rates.  He  lent  his  money 
to  build  a  court*  hoose,  and  although  he 
bad  got  a  mortgage  on  the  rates,  it  turned 
out  that,  owing  to  a  diflBculty  which  had 
arisen  out  of  the  new  law,  he  had  been 
deprived  of  that  interest  to  which  he  was 
strictly  entitled.  This  was  not  just,  and 
Whatever  might  be  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite,  to  use 
the  words  of  bis  hon.  Friend,  **  the  Gog 
and  Magog  of  the  bar,''  he  must  deny 
that  it  was  consistent  with  justice  to  leave 
the  individual  alluded  to,  the  expensive 
ramedy  of  a  suit  in  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench,  when  the  evil  might  be  remedied 
by  a  provision  such  as  his  hon.  Friend 
had  proposed.  They  should  not  forget 
that  the  whole  of  the  difficulty  was  of 
their  own  creating. 

The  it/loffM^r-Genera/i  thought  that  in 
socb  a  case,  that  House  ought  not  to  in- 
terfere^  The  question  as  to  the  liability 
of  the  liberty  or  the  borough,  was  one 
which  a  legal  tribunal  alone  could  decide. 

iir.  Gonlhum  repeated  that,  as  the  In- 
justice bi^  arisen  out  of  the  Municipal 


Corporations  Bill,  they  were  bound  to  re« 
medy  it. 

Mr.  A»  Trevor  said,  that  if  the  course 
taken  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen 
opposite,  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown , 
were  justice,  all  he  could  say  was,  that 
justice  was  but  an  empty  name.  Equity 
and  justice  would  suggest  a  very  different 
cause. 

Mr.  O'Connell  did  not  think  that 
House  could  decide  such  a  question. 

Sir  T.  Fremanth  said,  that  all  they  re«> 
quired  was,  that  just  debts  should  be 
paid;  that  the  saddle  should  be  putpia 
the  right  horse. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  that  until  they  were 
in  the  position  to  say  on  which  party  the 
burthen  ought  to  fall,  it  would  be  absurd 
to  legislate  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Finch  said,  it  was  admitted  on  all 
hands  that  injustice  had  been  done.  That 
injustice  had  grown  out  of  their  own  Act 
of  Parliament ;  and  although  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  declared 
that  the  King's  Bench  could  apply  a  re* 
medy,  another  professional  man  had  stated 
that  the  only  way  in  which  the  evil  could 
be  rectified,  would  be  by  a  short  Act  of 
Parliament,  the  expense  of  which  he  said 
the  Government  ought  to  bear,  inasmuch 
as  it  was  occasioned  by  ''  their  own  stupid 
blundering."  Now,  had  an  application 
been  made  to  Lord  Melbourne,  or  any 
other  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  to  bring 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament  on  the  subject, 
was  it  likely  that  it  would  be  attended 
with  success?  He  thought  not;  but,  at 
all  events,  he  was  satisfied  that  the  hon, 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  was  So 
much  engaged  with  his  own  deep  specu- 
lations, as  to  be  unable  to  see  the  matter 
in  its  true  light. 

Motion  negatived. 

Mr.  Hodgson  Hind  moved  the  inser- 
tion of  a  clause  in  these  words :— ^'  And 
be  it  further  enacted,  that  all  hospi- 
tals for  the  maintenance  of  aged  and 
decayed  freemen,  their  widows,  or  daugh« 
ters,  which  have  heretofore  been  supported 
out  of  the  corporate  funds  of  any  city  or 
town,  shall  continue  to  be  supported  out 
of  such  corporate  funds;  and  that  so 
often  as  any  vacancy  shall  occur  in  any 
such  hospital,  the  same  shall  be  filled  up 
within  three  calendar  months^  by  the 
mayor,  alderman,  and  council,  of  the  citv 
or  town  in  which  such  hospital  is  situnted. 
Provided  always,  that  no  part  of  the  ex- 
pense of  such  hospital  shall  be  defrayed 
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Judges'  Opikions.]  Sir  Eardiey 
Wilmot  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Judges'  Opinions  Bill,  and  stated  that,  in 
former  times,  and  until  recently,  when  any 
difficulty  arose  in  any  cases  tried  at 
quarter  sessions,  by  persons  holding  the 
commission  of  the  peace,  such  difficulty 
was  not  to  be  decided  unless  in  the  pre- 
sence of  a  Judge  of  Assize.  At  present 
it  was  the  practice,  if  the  friends  of  a  pri- 


out  of  any  borough  rate,  or  out  of  the 
produce  of  any  tolls." 

The  Attorney' General  said,  that  as  the 
sense  of  the  House  had  been  so  fully 
taken  upon  this  clause  already,  he  felt 
himself  bound  to  oppose  the  motion,  that 
ij^tr  lirauj^ht  up.  On  a  former  oc- 
S^ion  a  majority  of  nearly  two  to  one 
had  decided  against  the  clause.  As  the 
law  at  present  stood,  the  Corporations 
were  empowered  to  apply  the  surplus  of 
their  funds  to  the  general  benefit  and  use 
of  the  inhabitants.  Unless  the  hon. 
MaQiber  meant  to  make  the  clause  com- 
pulsory it  would  be  useless,  as  the  Corpo- 
rations had  now  the  power  to  make  such 
a  provision  if  they  chose  to  do  so ;  and 
to  make  the  clause  compulsory  would  be 
an  injustice,  inasmuch  as  it  would  compel 
the  application  of  funds  intended  for  the 
general  use  of  the  inhabitants,  to  the  be- 
nefit of  a  particular  class. 

Mr.  H,  Hind  contended,  that  in  equity 
these  parties  were  entitled  to  the  benefit 
which  he  sought  to  obtain  for  them.  Those 
institutions  had  heretofore  been  maintained 
out  of  the  funds  of  the  Corporations,  and 
lie  sought  to  obtain  for  those  individuals 
a  continuance  of  those  advantages  which 
they  had  heretofore  enjoyed • 

Mr.  Burdon  said,  that  so  far  as  the 
Corporation  of  Newcastle  was  concerned, 
it  was  at  present  in  a  state  little  short  of 
bankruptcy,  and  it  was  not  likely  that  it 
had  money  lo  devote  to  this  purpose.  If 
the  hon.  Member  had  framed  a  clause  so 
as  to  include  decayed  men,  &c.,  instead 
of  confining  the  relief  to  a  particular 
cIh8<,  ho  would  have  supported  it. 

Mr.  Robinson  considered  the  clause 
would  be  nugatory,  unless  it  was  made 
compulsory  upon  the  town-council,  so  to 
apply  a  portion  of  the  funds  of  the  Cor- 
poration. He  thought  if  relief  of  this 
kind  were  to  be  provided,  it  should  not 
be  for  a  particular  class,  but  for  the  poor 
of  the  borough  generally.  He  felt  bound 
to  oppose  0\e  clause. 

Mr.  A,  Trevor  trusted  his  hon.  Friend 
would  take  the  sense  of  the  House  on  the 
clause.  He  was  not  surprised  that  justice 
and  equity  should  be  denied  the  freemen. 
He  had  no  hesitation  to  say  that  in  the 
language  adopted  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
-  opposite,  justice  and  equity  were  out  of 
the  question. 

Report  received,  and  Bill  to  be  read  a 
third  time. 


soner  convicted  at  quarter  sessions,  or 
before  a  recorder,  thought  that  the  convic* 
tion  was  illegal,  to  forward  a  memorial 
to  the  Home  Secretary,  who  generally  re« 
ferred  the  case  to  the  opinions  of  th<3  law 
officers  of  the  Crown.  He  objected  that 
the  officers  of  the  Crown  should  be  the 
justicial  referees,  and  he  preferred  return- 
ing to  the  ancient  practice.  He  proposed 
in  the  present  Bill  that  if  in  the  case  of 
any  prisoner  tried  at  quarter  sessions,  a 
difficulty  arose  upon  any  point  of  law  the 
opinion  of  the  going  Judge  of  Assise 
should  be  taken  thereupon.  He  proposed 
that,  in  the  meantime,  the  prisoner  ahoold 
be  respited.  If  the  Judge  decided  that 
the  conviction  was  legal  the  sentence 
should  be  carried  into  execution ;  if,  on 
the  contrary,  the  conviction  was  held  to 
be  illegal  the  prisoner  should  then  be  dis- 
charged. He  moved  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time. 

The  Solicitor^General  felt  that  the 
country  was  greatly  indebted  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  for  bringing  forward  his  meaaare, 
which  was  calculated  to  put  an  end  to  a 
most  objectionable  anomaly. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Fictitious  Voters  (Scotland) Com- 
mittee.] Mr.  Horsman  moved  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Roscommon  (Mr.  D. 
0*Connor)  be  discharged  from  his  attend- 
ance on  this  Committee,  and  that  *Mr. 
Divett  be  substituted  in  his  stead. 

Mr.  Gumming  Bruce  objected  to  the 
motion.  It  was  most  important,  ta  order 
to  render  the  result  of  this  inquiry  useful 
and  satisfactory,  that  the  Committee 
should  be  free  from  all  imputations  of 
party  nnotives,  and  have  the  character  of 
perfect  impartiality.  He  did  not  think  at 
the  time  that  this  Committee  was  proposed 
that  it  was  calculated  to  effect  the  object 
it  proposed  to  accomplish.  ,  However, 
seeing  that  both  sides  of  the  House  were 
unanimous  on  the  subject,  he  gave  way. 
He  thought,  however,  that  the  plan  on 
which  the  hon.  Member  intended  to  pro* 
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ceed  was  sufiBciently  indicated  when,  at 
the  commencement,  he  at  one  fell  swoop 
excluded  no  less  than  six  Scotch  Members 
of  counties,  and  subsequently  two  other 
Scotch  Members,  from  the  Committee,  on 
the  ground  that,  as  the  inquiry  would 
refer  particularly  to  their  constituencies, 
they  were  not  eligible  to  be  placed  on  this 
Committee.  He  protested  against  this 
unusual  course  of  disqualifying  Members, 
which  in  cases  where  party  influence  was 
involved  in  the  issue  might  be  carried  to 
a  dangerous  extent.  He  had  no  objection 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Roscommon, 
whose  impartiality  was  beyond  suspicion, 
should  be  discharged  from  his  labours,  as 
he  understood  that  he  had  urgent  reasons 
for  going  to  Ireland,  but  he  objected  to 
the  proposed  substitution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Exeter.  He  had  had  a  very 
old  acquaintance  with  that  lion.  Member, 
and  personally  he  entertained  for  him 
much  regard,  but  he  certainly  objected  to 
having  him  placed  on  this  Committee. 
He  perceived  that  the  hon.  Member  had, 
a  few  days  ago,  been  discharged  from  his 
attendance  on  the  Committee  on  private 
Bills.  Unless  there  was  a  particular 
motive  in  substituting  the  hon.  Member 
for  Exeter  he  did  not  know  why  such 
anxiety  should  exist  on  the  part  of  those 
at  the  other  side  of  the  House.  Now  he 
had  reason  to  know  that  Mr.  Patrick 
Stewart,  the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster, 
and  Lord  Robert  Grosvenor  had  stated 
that  they  had  no  objection  to  serve  on  this 
Committee.  He  had  not  any  objection  to 
the  appointment  of  either  of  those  hdn. 
Members,  but  he  certainly  thought  that 
there  must  be  some  motive  for  the  eager- 
ness to  place  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter 
on  this  Committee.  That  hon.  Member 
hady  on  a  recent  occasion,  shown  little 
capacity  to  separate  the  innocent  from  the 
guilty,  as  he  had  voted  for  the  punish- 
ment of  a  large  number  of  admittedly  in- 
nocent and  incorrupt  voters  because  cer- 
tain other  electors  of  the  borough  to  which 
they  belonged  had  been  proved  guilty  of 
bribery  and  corruption.  From  all  these 
considerations,  and  feeling  the  importance 
that  the  Committee  should  possess  an  un- 
doubted character  for  impartiality,  he 
should  oppose  the  motion. 

Mr.  Warburion  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  principle  on 
which  the  Committee  had  been  appointed. 
It  was  composed  of  an  equal  number  of 
Members  from  both  sides  of  the  House, 


with  an  intermixture  of  others  of  moderate 
politics.  One  of  the  Members  who  had 
been  placed  on  the  Committee,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roscommon,  was  obliged  to 
go  to  Ireland,  in  consequence  of  a  family 
affliction,  and  was  not  likely  soon  to  re- 
turn. The  Committee  was  to  sit  on  Tues- 
day next,  and  it  was  proposed  to  substitute 
in  his  place  a  Member  of  equally  pro- 
nounced politics,  in  order  to  keep  the 
balance  of  the  Committee  equal.  There 
was  nothing  in  that  proposal  which  could 
be  called  unfair.  And  to  take  an  hon. 
Member  from  one  Committee  to  serve  on 
another  was  nothing  unusual. 

Mr.  Maclean  said,  that  the  Committee 
was  of  a  peculiar  character,  being,  as  he 
considered  it  similar  to  an  Election  Com- 
mittee. For  his  own  part  he  saw  no  occa- 
sion whatever  for  it.  The  votes  on  which 
it  was  to  make  inquiries  had  been  already 
decided  on  by  the  Courts  of  Registration, 
and  there  was  no  necessity  to  go  over 
them  again.  Great  care  ought  to  be  taken 
in  meddling  with  the  Committee,  after  its 
having  been  once  appointed,  and  he 
thought  it  singular  to  remove  an  hon. 
Member  from  one  Committee  to  place  him 
on  another. 

Mr.  F,  Maule  was  of  opinion  that  to 
substitute  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  Roscommon  was  quite 
reasonable. 

Mr.  George  F,  Young  begged  leave  to 
observe,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Roscom- 
mon was  a  man  of  moderate  politics,  and 
that,  constituted  as  the  Committee  was, 
they  were  bound  to  substitute  some  Gentle- 
man whose  opinions  were  of  at  least  as 
moderate  a  nature,  in  order  that  the  House 
and  the  public  might  have  confidence  in 
the  result  of  the  inquiry.  He  believed  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lancaster  (Mr.  P.  M. 
Stewart),  who  was  in  every  respect  fitted 
to  assist  in  that  inquiry,  would  have  no 
objection  to  be  named  on  the  Committee 
in  the  place  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ros« 
common,  and  he  would  move  as  an  amend- 
ment that  his  name  be  substituted  there- 
fore. 

Mr.  R,  Sieuart  supported  the  original 
motion,  and  defended  the  original  constitu- 
tion of  the  Committee,  a  list  of  the  mem- 
bers of  which  he  had  previously  shown  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburghshire. 

Sir  T.  Fremantie  said,  that  when  a  noble 
Lord,  a  Member,  of  the  Committee,  and  of 
that  side  of  the  House,  was  likely  to  have 
been  obliged  to  absent  himself,  they  had 
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dotermioad  net  to  propose  die  fnbstllutioti 
of  any  other  hOn.  Member,  but,  although  a 
different  coorie  was  thought  necessary  on 
the  present  occasion  by  hon.  Members  op- 
posite, he  did  not  eipect  that  they  would 
bate  brought  forward  any  motion  to  alter 
the  constitution  of  the  Committee.  There 
were  many  hon.  Gentlemen  present  per- 
fectly con? ersant  with  the  subject  of  in- 
quiry, and  to  whom  there  could  be  no 
objection  on  the  ground  of  holding  very 
strong  political  opinions,  one  of  whom  he 
would  suggest  ought  to  be  named  in  place 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Roscommon. 

Mr.  Horsman  had  proposed  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckingham  to  select  one  of 
two  names  s  but  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
replied,  "  No ;  propose  your  man,  and  then 
I  will  state  my  objections  to  him." 

Mr.  (yConnell  begged  to  differ  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tynemonth,  in  defining 
the  polities  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ros- 
common as  of  a  moderate  character.  Now, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter  was  a  Whig  or 
irery  little  more,  while  the  hon.  Member 
for  Roscommon  was  a  thorough  Radical, 
who  had  pledged  himself  to  his  consti- 
tuency, at  the  last  election,  to  support  the 
present  Administration.  He  had  voted  for 
the  Ballot,  the  Shortening  of  Parliament, 
Universal  Suffrage,  and  was  a  decided 
Repealer,  and  yet  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tvnemouth  had  asserted  that  he  was  a  man 
or  moderate  politics. 

Mr.  Robinson  wished  to  state  the  reason 
why  he  felt  it  incumbent  on  him  to  vote 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter.  His 
predilections  were  in  favour  of  his  Friend 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster,  but  when 
he  recollected  that  the  former  Gentleman 
had  been  originally  proposed,  he  felt  that 
he  could  not  object  to  him  now  without 
casting  imputations  on  him. 

Mr.  ScarUtt  denied  that  any  imputation 
was  intended,  by  the  opposition  given  to 
the  substitution  of  the  name  of  the  hon. 
'Member  for  Exeter.  A  comparison  be- 
tween two  hon.  Members  was  an  extremely 
delicate  point,  and  he  thought  the  best  way 
to  avoid  it  would  be  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  acqaiesoing  in  any  reasonable 
proposal  emanating  from  his  side  of 
the  House.  He  was  sorry  to  hear  that 
the  politics  of  the  O'Conor  Don  were 
of  so  decided  a  character  as  that  described, 
hot  still  there  was  no  man  carried 
forther  than  that  hon.  Member  those 
ttotioiis  of  honour  and  impartiality  which 


in  a  judicial  tribonal  cotild  alone  lead  to  m 
correct  conclusion. 

Sir  Oeorge  CUrk  said,  that  although  be 
conceived  many  of  the  facts  as  originally 
stated  by  the  non.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Horsman)  to  have  been  founded  in  mis* 
conception,  yet  he  offered  no  objection  to 
inquii^,  stating,  at  the  same  time,  that  the 
Committee  should  be  so  constituted  as  to 
meet  with  the  confidence  of  that  House 
and  the  people  of  Scotland.  He  felt,  that 
as  it  was  to  be  an  inquiry  into  a  question 
of  a  legal  eharacter,  it  was  not  only  neces-* 
sary  to  have  a  Committee  free  from  pollti* 
cal  bias,  but  one  formed  of  men  who,  from 
their  professional  habits  or  other  sources, 
were  best  calculated  to  turn  their  attention 
to  a  question  of  so  difficult  a  nature. 
Being  still  of  that  opinion,  being  anxious 
for  full  and  fair  inquiry,  and  being  desirous 
that  the  Committee  should  be  placed  above 
all  suspicion,  he  would  suggest  that  a  con- 
ference should  take  place  between  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckingham  and  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  in  order  that  they  might  de. 
cide  upon  substituting  some  hon.  Member 
to  whom  there  would  be  no  objection. 

Lord  John  Russell  had  seen  the  origmal 
list  of  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
before  it  was  proposed  to  the  House,  and 
thought  it  a  very  fair  one.  When  it  was 
proposed  to  the  House,  the  only  objection 
made  to  it  was  that  some  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  belonged  to  the  other  side  of  the 
House  might  not  be  able  to  attend.  He 
had  observed  that  if  that  should  prove  to 
be  the  case  there  would  be  no  diffieulty  in 
filling  up  the  vacancies  with  Members  of 
the  same  side  of  the  House;  for  no  one 
contended  that  the  constitution  of  the 
Committee  was  irrevocable.  Now,  however, 
when  an  hon.  Member  from  his  side  of  the 
House  was  unable  to  continue  his  attend- 
ance on  the  Committee,  the  substitution  of 
another  hon.  Member  of  similar  political 
principles  was  opposed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Buckingham  vras  not  entitled  Co 
refuse  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cockermouth,  and  to  say,  *<Doyott 
propose  your  man,  and  I  will  state  my 
objections  to  him."  With  reference  to  the 
present  motion  and  amendment,  he  had 
only  to  say  that  he  had  every  confldeoce 
in  both  his  hon.  Friends*  names  (Mr. 
Divett  and  Mr.  Stewart);  but  that  as  a 
substantive  nootlon  had  been  made  for  the 
nomination  Of  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter 
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'b  f^iaee  of  the  hon.  Member  fbr  Roscom- 
mon, he  could  not  consent  to  the  substitu- 
tion of  the  name  of  his  other  hbn.  Friend. 

Mf.  Jamei  eould  not  avoid  observing 
that  the  discussion  which  had  this  evening 
occurred  was  cilculated  to  depreciate  this 
House  in  the  eyes  of  the  country. 

The  House  aivided  on  the  original  ques- 
tion that  the  hon.  Member  for  Roscommon 
be  discharged  from  further  attendance  on 
the  Fictitious  Votes  (Scotland) Committee: 
-^Ayes  130;  Noes  16:     Majority  114. 

The  House  again  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Exeter  be  substituted  for  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roscommon :— Ayes  111; 
Noes  40 :     Majority  7 1 . 


HOUSE     OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  February  20,  1837. 

MxNirrss.]  Petitioiit  pfwented.  By  tiie  Qidiop  of  Hvbb. 
roup,  ftom  Bridgenortti,  agunst  jniti  of  the  FourUi  Re- 
port of  tht  fiodeabtfUeal  Commbiioiicn ;  and  ftam  the 
AnhdflMBsry  of  BSy,  %ilMt  AboUtUm  of  Cbunh  lUt«i.-~ 
By  Um  Eail  of  BiroHf  from  Lincoln  {  Lord  Knmrov,  the 
MaftjucM  of  CiiAKiucAKDSf  the  Biihop  of  ExnTCR,  Lords 
IfABlrvownMH,  Bcxunri  the  Earia  of  Clahswdoit, 
SiurrflmmT;  tht  llwqpini  of  LAMBOowicni  ftom 
vwioos  placet,  agi^nst  the  Abolitian  of  Chureh  Ratec . — ^By 
the  Manpieu  of  LANSoowirn,  from  the  Guardiaaa  of  the 
Foot  of  liio  Hoaow  Union,  a^nat  tha  Allertfion  of  Poor 
Lanva  Amoidment  Act.— 4y  Lord  Bbouohaic,  from  Oko- 
haapton,  for  some  meaiuxe  to  extend  the  benefit  of  the 
Mimldpd  Corpontlooi  Act  to  (bat  Town. 

MiriftciPAL  Corporations  (Ireland) 
— PfcTiTiONS.]  Lord  Cloncurry  said,  iie 
had  to  present  a  petition  from  a  large  parish 
in  the  county  of  Westmeath,  in  Ireland  ; 
and,  as  it  aUuded  to  a  noble  Lord  who 
was  now  In  his  place,  he  considered  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  read  it.  The  petition  was 
respectfully  worded ;  but  it  alluded  with 
considerable  feeling — with  hurt  feelings— 
to  a  speech  made  by  the  noble  Lord  in  his 
place.  The  petition  was  from  tiie  house* 
raders  and  landholders  of  the  parish  of 
Bally  more,  in  the  county  of  Westmeatb, 
and  prayed  that  (heir  Lordships  would  take 
the  Municipal  Corporations  of  Ireland 
into  their  consideration,  with  a  view  to  a 
reform  of  them  as  extensively  and  as  fblly 
as  had  been  extended  to  those  in  England 
and  Scotland.  The  petitioners  expressed 
their  regret,  that  a  majority  of  their  Lord* 
ship^  House  had  thought  fit  to  refuse  their 
asaent  to  the  measure  to  this  effect,  which 
had  been  sent  to  them  from  the  House  of 
Comnsons,  thereby  inferring  that  the  Irish 
people  were  not  capable  of  managing  their 
own  affahri.  In  respect  to  the  enormous 
abtttea^whicli  existed  in  theae  eorporatioRa, 


and  the  injury  which  resulted  from  them, 
arising  from  the  want  of  a  wholesome 
popular  control,  they  had  been  so  fTe^- 
quently  detailed,  that  the  petitioners  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  state  them; 
but  they  could  not  avoid  referring  to  cer» 
tain  expressions  which  had  been  used  by 
an  influential  Member  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  in  wliich  he  called  the  Irish  people 
aliens  in  blood. 

Lord  Lyndhursi  rose  to  order.  Peti- 
tioners could  not,  he  believed,  regularly 
allude  to  any  expressions  that  had  been 
used  in  their  Lordships'  House. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanriearde  was  of 
opinion,  that  this  was  a  petition  which 
ought  to  be  received.  The  terms  of  the 
petition  did  not  aver  that  the  expression! 
alluded  to  were  used  in  that  House ;  but 
it  did  refer  to  expressions  which  might  ot 
migiit  not  have  been  used  there.  The 
words  of  the  petition  were,—"  The  peti- 
tioners cannot  avoid  referring  to  expressions 
which  had  been  used  by  an  influential 
Member  of  your  Lordships'  House/'  Now, 
he  did  not  mean  to  contend  that  these 
words  did  not  refer  to  expressions  which 
had  been  used  in  that  House,  for  he 
thought  they  did  ;  but  still  he  could  only 
arrive  at  that  opinion  by  inference ;  and  ft 
would  be  a  very  broad  principle  indeed,  If 
they  were  to  lay  it  down  as  a  rule  that 
they  were  not  to  receive  petitions  in  which 
allusion  happened  to  be  made  to  express* 
ions  that  had  been  used  by  a  Member  of 
that  House,  but  which  did  not  state  that 
they  were  uttered  in  that  House.  That 
would  be  taking  a  wide  range  indeed.  It 
was,  however,  for  their  Lordships*  const* 
deration,  whether  they  would  receive  the 
petition  or  not.  He  thought  that  the 
petition  ought  to  be  received. 

Lord  Cloncurry f  as  the  petition  had 
been  confided  to  him,  must  request  their 
Lordships  to  decide  whether  it  were  to  be 
received  or  not,  for  he  had  a  number  of 
petitions  to  present,  in  which  the  same 
unfortunate  expression  was  alluded  to. 
He  was  not^  however,  sufficiently  ac* 
quainted  with  the  forms  of  their  Lordships' 
House  to  give  an  opinion^  and  he  had  no 
desire  to  invade  their  Lordships*  regular* 
tions:  but  he  would  only  say  that  the 
expression  referred  to,  wherever  it  might 
have  been  used,  had  produced  a  strong 
impression  on  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  who  were  of  opinion  that  the 
person  who  had  uttered  it  most  be  an 
alien  to  the  feelings  which  should  reatilt 
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(torn  the  Christian  religion,  or  he  would 
not  have  ventured  thus  to  offend  so  many 
millions  of  people.  Whether  the  peti- 
tioners were  alien  in  blood,  in  languaf^e, 
and  in  feeling,  from  the  person  who  had 
used  the  expression  he  could  not  judee. 
Neither  could  he  judge,  whether  the  indi- 
vidual who  had  thus  spoken  was  alien,  or 
belonged  to  this  country  or  not ;  but  he 
wished  respectfully  to  say,  that  he  coin- 
cided in  the  opinion  of  his  countrymen, 
that  they  ought  to  have  that  measure  of 
relief  and  justice  extended  to  them  which 
they  claimed.  He,  therefore,  left  it  to 
their  Lordships  to  decide,  whether  he 
should  present  those  petitions  to  the 
House,  or  return  them  to  those  by  whom 
they  had  been  placed  in  his  hands. 

Lord  Holland  said,  it  was  a  very  nice 
question  to  decide.  Although  the  peti- 
tioners did  not  directly  assert  that  the 
words  to  which  they  referred  had  been 
used  in  that  House ;  yet,  if  it  were  their 
Lordships'  opinion  that  it  was  meant  to 
imply  that  such  expressions  had  been 
used  there,  he  thought  that  their  Lordships 
could  hardly  receive  the  petition. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  said,  it 
frequently  happened  that  petitioners  were 
obliged  to  allude  directly  to  what  had  been 
said  in  that  House,  and  yet  their  petition 
could  not,  in  many  cases,  be  objected  to. 
He  would  instance  petitions  in  Mhich 
judicial  decisions  were  referred  to.  [Lord 
Lyndhurst :  In  judicial  cases.]  He,  un. 
doubtedly,  alluded  to  judicial  cases;  but 
he  thought  their  Lordships  would  find  it 
very  difficult  to  draw  a  line  of  distinction, 
and  to  say  in  what  cases  petitioners  should 
be  absolutely  precluded  from  alluding,  even 
by  inference  to  expressions  used,  or  sup- 
posed to  have  been  used  in  that  House. 
He,  at  any  rate,  objected  to  the  petition 
being  refused,  without  knowing  what  the 
petitioners  really  did  say.  How  could 
they  know  that  without  going  to  the  prayer 
of  the  petition  ? 

Lord  Lyndhurst  had  only  thrown  out  a 
suggestion  to  the  noble  Lord  who  intro- 
duced the  petition,  in  order  that  if  any 
reference  were  made  in  it  to  what  had 
been  said  in  that  House,  the  noble  Lord 
might  see  the  propriety  of  withdrawing  it. 

Lord  Cloncurry  was  not  disposed  to 
withdraw  the  numerous  petitions  intrusted 
to  him,  all  complaining,  like  that  now  be- 
fore them,  of  the  ]ang*jage  which  was 
referred  to  in  it,  unless  the  House  refused 
to  receive  them.     In  presenting  those  peti- 


tions, he  was  the  representative  of  a  Jai^gt 
body  of  his  fellow  countrymen,  with  whom 
he  certainly  participated  in  the  indignation 
which  they  expressed  at  the  terms  which 
had  been  applied  to  them. 

Viscount  Melbourne  suggested  that  the 
petition  should  be  read. 

The  petition  was  accordingly  read  at 
length. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  it  would  be 
extremely  inconvenient  if  petitioners  weie 
permitted  to  allude  to  expressions  used  by 
noble  Lords  in  the  course  of  debate.  He 
was  opposed  to  the  reception  of  the  peti- 
tion  in  its  present  state,  and  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  consent  to  withdraw  it. 

Petition  withdrawn. 

Registration  akd  Marriages  Acts 
Suspension  Bill.]  On  the  Report  of 
the  Registration  and  Marriage  Acts  Sus- 
pension Bill  being  brought  up. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  observed,  that  the 
Bill  as  it  came  up  to  them  answered  every 
purpose  for  which  it  was  intended.  It 
provided,  that  the  two  Acts  relative  to 
Registration  of  Births,  &c.,  and  Mar- 
riages, which  were  to  come  into  operation 
on  the  1st  of  March  next,  should  not  take 
effect  till  the  dOth  of  June,  and  it  left  in 
operation  the  52nd  of  Geo.  3rd,  which 
related  to  registration  of  births,  and  the 
4th  of  Geo.  4th,  which  had  reference  to 
solemnization  of*  marriage,  which,  however, 
were  to  be  repealed  after  the  30tb  of 
June.  This,  as  he  had  before  said,  fully 
met  the  circumstances  of  the  case;  and, 
therefore,  the  amendment  introduced  by 
the  noble  Lord  (EUenborough)  on  a  former 
evening  was  unnecessary.  He  would, 
therefore,  now  move,  that  the  words  of  the 
second  clause  **  on  such  day  as  the  regis- 
trar shall  appoint''  be  left  out,  as  in  his 
judgment  there  was  no  necessity  for  the 
alteration. 

Lord  Brougham  was  of  opinion,  that 
the  alteration  was  necessary,  for  by  the 
operation  of  the  two  clauses  of  the  two 
Acts  as  they  now  stood ;  and,  as  without 
the  alteration  they  would  stand,  all  mar- 
riages would  be  prohibited  from  the  Ist  of 
March  to  the  30th  of  June,  and  all  mar- 
riages, except  those  authorised  by  licence^ 
would  be  null  and  void.  His  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
seemed  to  think,  that  were  the  proposed 
alteration  suppressed,  there  might  arise 
questions  of  doubt,  but  not  questions  of 
difficulty,  he   (Lord  Brougham)    would. 
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therefore,  merely  show  to  their  Lordships 
that  questions  of  difficulty  even  might 
arise.  His  Lordship  then  contrasted  two 
sections  of  the  two  Acts,  and  demonstrated 
that  the  dates  were  so  at  variance  with 
one  another  as  to  produce  the  effect  he 
had  described.  He  had  considered  it  ne- 
cessary to  make  these  remarks,  as  they 
would  bear  out  what  he  had  already  said. 

Amendment  agreed  to.  Report  re- 
ceired. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Monday^  February  20,  1837. 

ICoiVTSB.]  BUlB.  Read  a  tliixd  time^-Port  Office  Coii- 
tneti.— Read  a  Noood  tSme:— Charity  Commliiioaent 
SbiraHaDt. 

PMlCloM  iHMWiiil.  By  Mr.  Hmmuy  Wilboh.  Willlah 
OmD*  Mr.  LAMBToir,  Mr.  Cuthbbrt  Ripon,  Mr.  Hutt. 
Mr.  LnfWARD.  Mr.  Chablu  LusenroroN,  Mr.  Mark 
Pnuva*  Mr.  Haitbb,  Mr.  Baih »»  Mr.  Clat,  Mr. 
Wiucs,  Mr.  HAanc.  Mr.  A.  Sanovorp,  Mr.  Hutolrt, 
Mr.  G.  F.  VouKO^  Mr.  Prndartrs,  Mr.  Pattibom,  the 
ATTORif  BT-OBirxRAi.,  and  Sir  Rokald  Frrocsbov,  ttam 
Fopltt.  Hadmey,  and  oUier  plaoee,  fiir  the  AhoMtioo  of 
Chureh  Raten— By  Sir  G.  Clsrk,  Sir  V.  Bullbr,  Lord 
F.  KoaBTOK,  Mesm.  Prakd,  Jobk  Lib  SAifDRRsoir, 
and  Colonrt  SismoRP,  tmm  Tarioof  plaoa,  for  the  Aboli- 
tkm  of  Churdi  Ratoi.— >By  Mr.  J.  O'Conn bll  and  levcnl 
other  Hon.  Mrmrwrb.  ftom  varioua  places,  for  the  Aholi- 
tkm  ofTithee  (Ireland);  and  for  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
tSona  <Treiaad)  Bill ;  and  Vote  by  Ballot.— By  Mr.  Hiw dlrt 
and  oCber  Hon.  Mmfuaa,  from  vnioof  plaoei,  for  Muni- 
cipal Corpoiations  (Ireland)  Bill  i  and  for  Vote  by  Ballot. 
— By  Sir  R.  Faaoossoir,  Meens.  C.  LmHtiraTON,  H. 
Wf  laoH,  from  Nottingham  and  other  placee,  for  Repeal  of 
Duty  on  Fire  Iniuianoes.-- By  Mr.  A.  Wiluamb  and  BIr. 
Havtir.  from  Llandowry,  Llanfidock,  Llandllot  and 
Paisley,  for  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Soap. — By  Mr.  Hardt, 
fkom  Bradfoid,  for  Amondment  of  Fsctoile^  AcC— By  Mr. 
RiCHARoai  Mr.  Hmr,  Mr.  BaTRRLL,  from  Budcfastleigh« 
Dolgdiy.  Soathooates,  Drypool,  and  MarSeet,  for  Amend- 
nMBtoT  Poor  Law  Aet^-^  Mr.  Aouombt,  from  Cocker- 
month,  for  Poor  Laws  (Irelagnd). 

Municipal  Corporatioks  (Ire- 
LANp).  Committee.]  The  Order  of  the 
Day  for  going  into  Committee  on  the  Mu- 
DJcipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Bill  having 
been  read, 

Lord  Francis  Egerton^  in  rising  to  move 
an  instruction  to  the  Committee,  said,  that 
he  could  hardly  hope  that  the  circumstance 
of  this  being  the  second  occasion  on  which 
he  had  undertaken,  in  deference  to  the 
wishes  of  those  with  whom  he  poll  ically 
actedp  to  do  what  the  House  would  admit 
he  very  rarely  presumed  to  attempt  — 
namely,  to  offer  his  suggestions  as  to  the 
courae  which  it  was  befitting  the  House 
to  pursue  on  a  question  of  great  public 
interest  and  national  concern — he  could 
hardly  hope  that  the  circumstance  of  this 
being  the  second  time  of  his  bringing  for- 
ward the  motion  which  he  should  have  the 


honour  to  propose  would  bring  with  itself 
much  alleviation  to  the  embarrassment  and 
difficulty  which  he  felt  in  approaching  this 
subject.  Upon  this  occasion  so  many  inci- 
dental topics  had  been  introduced,  in  the 
first  instance,  by  the  noble  Lord  who  brought 
forward  the  subject,  for  reasons  which  he 
did  not  impugn,  and  to  which  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  object,  that  it  became  ex- 
tremely difficult  for  any  Gentleman  who 
wished  to  deal  with  the  subject  at  all  to  treat 
it  abstractedly  or  solely  with  reference  to  the 
merits  of  the  question  before  the  House, 
that  question  relating  to  the  manner  in 
which  they  should  deal  with  the  Bill  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  for  es- 
tablishing Municipal  Corporations  in  Ire- 
land. It  might  be  very  difficult  for  him,  in 
common  with  others,  to  avoid  altogether 
the  introduction  of  incidental  topics  which 
unfortunately  led  to  irritation  and  animo- 
sity, and  to  discussions  foreign  to  the 
immediate  subject,  but  he  would  do  his 
best  to  shun  any  unnecessary  introduction 
of  those  topics,  and  he  would  express  his 
anxious  hopes,  that,  in  discharging  to  the 
best  of  his  ability  the  duty  which  he  had 
undertaken  to  perform,  he  might  not  be 
supposed  desirous  of  referring  to  any  topic 
which  could  give  offence  to  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  There  were 
many  personal  reasons  for  his  wishing  to 
abstain  from  any  reflections  which  could 
give  offence  to  any  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment, because  that  Government  con- 
tained many  Members  for  whom  he  enter- 
tained feelings  of  friendship  and  regard. 
The  resolution  which  he  had  placed  on  the 
books  of  the  House  sufficiently  indicated 
to  the  noble  Lord  (J.  Russell)  and  the 
Gentlemen  who  supported  his  Administra- 
tion, that  inasmuch  as,  with  some  slight 
exceptions,  the  noble  Lord's  Bill  was  the 
same  as  that  which  he  introduced  last 
year,  the  course  which  he  and  those  who 
did  him  the  honour  to  act  with  him  thought 
it  proper  to  follow,  without  any  deviation, 
was  the  same  as  they  had  adopted  last 
year.  If  he  could  trust  to  the  recollection 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  of  what  occurred 
on  that  debate  in  preference  to  his  own, 
he  would  certainly  spare  himself  the  trou- 
ble of  recalling  to  the  attention  of  the 
House  any  topic  which  was  then  advanced. 
But  in  the  speech  with  which  the  noble 
Lord  introduced  this  measure,  he  com- 
pressed in  a  small  compass,  and  after  a 
version  of  his  own,  the  arguments  which 
were  brought  forward  in  opposition  to  the 
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used  by  the  noble  Lord  were,  that  the 
only  argument  advanced  in  support  of  the 
views  of  those  who  opposed  the  Bill  were 
—that  whereas  England  was  inhabited  by 
Epglishmen,  and  Scotland  by  Scotchmen, 
because  Ireland  was  inhabited  by  Irishmen, 
Ireland  was  not  fit  to  receive  the  particular 
institutions  in  question.  The  House  would 
seor-that  cheer  assured  him  that  the 
House  did  see — that  it  was  not  altogether 
unimportant  for  him  to  disclaim  the  ex- 
pressions, and  the  argument  which  was 
couched  in  the  terms  employed  by  the 
noble  Lord — terms  which  could  not  be 
otherwise  than  offensive  to  the  feelings  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  It  might  suit  the 
purpose  of  the  noble  Lord,  whose  tenure  of 
office  and  of  power  depended  on  the  de- 
gree of  the  political  thermometer  at  which 
he  could  keep  up  the  excitement  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  on  questions  of  public 
mterest,  to  couch  the  arguments  of  Gen- 
tlemen on  that  side  of  the  House  in  forms 
and  expressions  well  calculated  to  awaken 
the  national  pride  and  arouse  a  sense  of 
injured  honour  in  the  people  of  Ireland — 
feelings  which  he  should  be  the  last  man 
to  undervalue,  but  which^  when  misdirect- 
ed, were  not  likely  to  lead  to  a  cool  and 
dispassionate  judgment  on  political  ques- 
tions. He  never  said — and  he  believed  he 
might  say  for  his  Friends  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  that  no  Gentleman  who  usually 
sat  there  had  said — anything  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  a  right  to  strip  down  to 
the  naked  and  offensive  proposition  he  bad 
enunciated.  He  had  never  said  that  there 
was  any  thing  in  the  national  character  of 
Irishmen,  as  such,  which  should  disqualify 
them  ttom  participating  in  any  benefits 
which  Parliament  might  be  able  to  confer, 
but  that  there  were  circumstances  in  the 
social  condition  and  present  state  of  Ireland 
which,  in  his  judgment,  made  it  most 
unwise  to  apply  the  particular  nostrum 
which  the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  adminis- 
ter. The  noble  Lord  spoke  of  his  measure 
as  one  that  would  establish  justice  and 
promote  peace  in  Ireland.  They  told  him 
that  they  thought  it  would  inflict  injustice, 
exasperate  strife,  and  make  her  condition 
hic  rable.  The  noble  Lord  spoke  of  his 
measure  as  one  that  would  destroy  an  un- 
just monopoly ;  they  assured  him  that  it 
would  lead  to  its  resuscitation  and  transfer. 
The  noble  Lord  defined  justice  to  Ireland 
to  be  an  Identity  of  institutions  and  go- 
vernment by  means  of  local  corporations  ) 


they  quoted  in  answer  the  instances  of 
Manchester  and  Birmingham,  and,  refef^ 
ring  to  the  petition  at  Belfhst^  denied  thai 
the  terms  were  synonymous.  The  noble  Loifi 
spoke  of  identity  of  legislation ;  his  oppo- 
nents spoke  of  the  Assistant  Barrister's  ja« 
rfsdiction,  and  told  him  of  his  own  FoHce 
Bill,  and  he  now  had  to  thank  the  noble  Lord 
for  supplying  him  with  another  topic  fioffl 
the  measure  which  he  was  about  to  hitro- 
duce  for  the  establishment  of  Poor-laws  in 
Ireland.  He  believed  the  measure  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  yet  printed.  [Several 
hon.  Members:  Yes  it  is.]  At  all  events* 
the  report  of  Mr.  NicboUs  was  now  in  the 
hands  of  Members,  and  he  must  say,  that, 
whether  looking  at  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  which  did  him  the  utmost  credit*  or 
the  report  on  which  it  was  fbnnded.  In-* 
creasing  proofs  were  afforded  of  the  oiffi- 
culty  of  applying  that  identity  of  legislation 
which  the  noble  Lord  declared  to  be  JOB- 
tice  to  Ireland,  He  thought  that  the 
report  of  Mr.  NiohoUs  showed  in  every 
page,  at  least  in  every  important  pftge, 
a  laudable  desire,  without  the  aceompany- 
ing  power  to  apply  the  ideniieal  insthiitfona 
to  Ireland  which  were  established  in  Eng- 
land. To  take,  for  instance,  the  paragraph 
in  the  report  relating  to  the  union  of  pa- 
rishes under  a  board  of  Guardians,  Mr. 
Nicholls  said,  that  if  it  were  desirable  to 
establish  in  the  several  parishes  of  Ireland 
a  parochial  machinery  similar  to  that  whieh 
existed  in  England,  be  believed  the  attenpt 
would  fail,  for  the  description  of  persona 
requisite  for  eonstitating  such  a  aaaobioery 
would  not  be  found  In  the  great  majOfHy 
of  Irish  parishes.  And  he  went  on  to  say, 
that  the  system  of  united  parishes  acting 
under  a  combined  arrangement  was  there* 
fore  more  necessary  even  than  fbr  England. 
The  difference  between  the  measure  which 
the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  introduce  mto 
Ireland,  and  that  which  was  now  in  opera- 
tion in  this  country,  had  already  been 
adverted  to  in  the  speech  of  the  noUe 
Lord.  The  noble  Lord  had  alluded  to  the 
difficulty  of  appointing  county  magistrates 
ex  qficw  Members  of  the  board  of  Guar- 
dtans.  But  there  was  one  feature  of  dif- 
ference which  had  struck  him  as  being 
rather  more  remarkable  on  account  of  the 
number  of  instances  in  which  it  exhibited 
itself  when  the  measure  was  brought  to 
bear  on  Ireland.  He  had  occasion  lately 
to  inquire  of  one  of  his  constituents  relating 
to  a  question  which  he  was  afiraid  wonld 
press  itself  more  stroagty  on  the  noble 


Ml       Skankipid  e9fparaHoiki        {#£B.  26}        flreUnd)^ Commits.        66ft 


LordV  atteDtion  than  he  covld  wish^he 
m«atit  the  introduction  of  the  new  Poor- 
law  into  those  districts  of  the  north  in 
which  it  had  not  fnll;  come  into  operation. 
Hte  correspondent  had  told  him,  that  (or 
the  tasi  two  years,  he  had  never  failed  to 
attend  at  one  of  the  hoards  which  had  been 
formed  in  the  township  to  which  he  be- 
longed. That  correspondent  of  his  was  a 
dergyroao,  who,  in  the  discharge  of  his 
religioos  duties,  had  always  conducted 
himself  in  the  most  exemplary  manner, 
and  he  believed  it  would  be  found  through- 
out the  country  that  cfer^men  had  been 
most  valuable  assistants  in  working  the 
En^^ish  Bill.  He  did  not  know  whether 
that  observation  could  be  extended  to 
clergymen  of  other  persuasions.  It  sure- 
ly, then,  would  not  be  contended,  at  least 
by  ProtestantOentlemen,  that  the  Protest- 
ant clergy  of  Ireland  were  more  dis- 
oualified  for  this  office  than  their  Eng- 
lish brethren  ;  but  he  had  not  the  smallest 
donbt  that  the  noble  Lord  had  acted  right 
in  determining  that  neither  the  Protestant 
nor  the  Caiholic  clergy  should  be  mem- 
bers of  the  board  of  guardians.  Could 
there  be,  then,  a  stronger  proof  of  that 
difference  between  the  two  countries 
which  prevented  the  application  of  an  in- 
demnity of  institutions  to  both,  than  that 
no  clergyman  of  any  persuasion  whatever 
should  be  a  member  of  the  board  of 
guardians  in  Ireland  ?  It  might  be  de- 
sirable, if  they  were  dealing  with  the  details 
of  this  Bill,  to  show  that  a  scale  of  rating 
ahonld  rather  have  been  adopted  as  the 
mode  of  qualification  for  the  elective  fran- 
chise than  that  proposed  by  the  noble 
lord ;  but  as  they  were  not  dealing  with 
those  details,  he  would  not  at  present 
trouble  the  House  with  the  subject.  The 
honse  would  hardly  thank  him  for  endea- 
▼onring  to  recite  from  memory,  or  to  read 
from  Hansard,  the  precise  language  in 
which  his  arguments  were  conveyed  on  a 
former  occasion.  Supposing,  however,  that 
the  noble  Lord  continued  to  be  oncon- 
Yinced,  and  supposing  that  gentlemen  on 
that  fthe  opposition)  side  of  the  House 
stin  felt  the  same  objections,  he  admitted 
that  two  very  important  questions  re- 
maioed  for  consideration  on  the  present 
Occasion.  Re  believed  them  to  oe  im- 
portant, hecanse  he  did  not  rest  hn  oppo- 
sition to  the  BUI  on  any  faiternal  or  In- 
herent erounda  of  objection  founded  on 
the  IrIA  character,  which  would  better 
become  a  Vipginiao  planter  dealing  with 


the  slave  question  than  a  member  of  t 
British  House  of  Parliament  while  speaking 
of  his  Roman  Catholic  fellow-countrymen. 
Of  these  two  questions,  which  it  would  not 
take  him  long  to  discuss,  the  first  was  whe- 
ther this  Bill  contained  any  alterations  or 
modifications  which  could  remove  the 
objections  which  the  opposition  entertained 
to  it ;  the  next  was,  whether  the  state  of 
Ireland  had  been  so  much  altered  and 
modified  as  to  produce  a  change  of  opinion. 
With  regard  to  the  first  question,  toe  BW 
seemed,  with  one  exception,  to  be  much  the 
same  as  that  of  last  year.  On  that  except' 
tion  he  felt  it  his  duty  briefly  to  make  a  few 
remarks.  It  related  to  the  appointment 
of  sheriffs.  He  believed  that  in  the  Bill 
of  last  year  the  election  of  the  sheriffs  was 
left  to  the  town-council,  subject  to  the 
silent  disapprobation  of  the  Lord-Lieu* 
tenant.  The  elective  nature  of  that  ap«> 
pointment  was  objected  to,  and  il  was 
defended  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  likely  to  work  extremely 
well,  and  because  the  number  of  towns 
which  would  be  exposed  to  the  infliction 
was  limited  to  eight.  But  it  was  again 
urged  that  those  eight  cities  contained  the 
preponderating  fraction  of  those  who 
would  be  affected  by  the  Bill,  and  the 
prayer  of  Abraham  was  preferred,  that  even 
for  the  sake  of  those  eight  cities  that  pro* 
vision  might  be  excluded  from  the  Bill. 
That  request  was  no  sooner  made  than  it 
was  acceded  to,  and  thus  the  Bill  received 
a  modification  of  some  importance.  But 
on  the  present  occasion  the  Bill  appeared 
to  have  undergone  another  modification. 
The  recess  afforded  leisure  for  reflection, 
and  an  opportunity  of  listening  to  advice 
and  acquiring  information.  The  noUe  Lord 
had  doubtless  received  advice  from  some 
quarter  which  induced  him  to  repent  of  the 
solitary  sin  of  a  culpable  act  of  concession 
to  a  minority,  and  instead  of  the  old 
mode  the  noble  Lord  had  adopted  anothet 
modification,  which  left  the  ultimate  re^ 
sponsibility  of  a  veto  with  the  Lord-Lien* 
tenant  after  six  names  at  two  diflTereat 
periods  had  been  proposed  to  him  by  the 
town-council.  He  could  easily  conceive 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  th« 
Home  Department,  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  fi>r  Ireland,  could  not  antici** 
pate  any  possible  inconvenience  from  soch 
an  arrangement  so  long  as  they  held  the 
Oovemmeot  of  Ireland.  Really  the  opi* 
nions  of  the  present  Gotemment  of  Ireland 
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appeared  bo  extremely  liberal  on  the  sub- 
ject of  qualification  for  officers  of  trust  and 
confidence,  that  it  would  hardly  come 
within  the  compass  of  any  probability  that 
any  person  could  be  elected  under  this 
Bill  to  whom  the  Lord- Lieu  tenant  could 
offer  any  serious  objection.  It  was  per- 
fectly obvious  that  the  circumstance  of  a 
person's  being  a  notorious  and  eager 
political  partisan  could  not  form  any 
objection  to  the  prevent  Government,  sup- 
posing that  he  agreed  with  the  Govern- 
ment to  a  certain  extent,  however  much  he 
might  go  beyond  their  views.  They  might 
also  feel  confident  that  an  occasional 
violation  of  the  law  would  form  no  sub- 
stantive objection  to  an  individuaVs  ap- 
pointment, and  therefore  the  noble  Lord 
would  anticipate  no  inconvenience  in  work- 
ing the  machinery  of  Government  under 
this  provision.  But  he  might  be  allowed 
to  suggest  the  possibility  of  a  Government 
being  established  in  Ireland  holding  dif- 
ferent opinions  to  those  of  the  present 
Administration.  He  did  not  refer  to  a 
Tory  or  an  Orange  Government,  or  any 
particular  Government  whatever;  but  he 
could  imagine  the  establishment  of  a 
Government  which  would  think  that  a 
character  as  a  political  agitator  was  not 
much  of  a  recommendation  for  an  office 
which  was  largely  concerned  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  —  a  Government 
which  would  be  slow  to  act  on  the  prin** 
ciple  that  an  occasional  violation  of  the 
law  was  in  itself  a  qualification  for  the  due 
administration  of  it,  and  that  a  casual 
experience  of  its  minor  penalties  would  be 
likely  to  lead  to  its  merciful  administra- 
tion. This  was  the  principle  on  which,  as 
he  understood,  country  gentlemen  occa- 
siooally  acted  when  they  appointed  the 
principal  poacher  in  the  neighbourhood  to 
the  confidential  office  of  gamekeeper ;  the 
principle  upon  which  in  Italy  the  bandit 
became  the  escort  of  the  traveller;  and  the 
gentleman  who  had  figured  in  the  records 
of  brigandage,  the  discoverer  of  crime 
and  the  guard  of  his  sovereign's  person. 
However  unlikely  it  might  be  that  any 
Government  of  this  description  might  be 
established,  still,  looking,  not  at  particular 
government,  looking  not  with  reference 
to  any  particular  individuals,  but  with  a 
reference  to  the  policy  of  any  government 
whatever,  he  must  say,  that  he  wished  to 
legislate  for  all  possible  and  contingent 
governments ;  and  he  really  thought  that 
|t  would  be  better  to  leave  the  nomination 


of  sheriffs  at  once  subject  to  the  Lord* 
Lieutenant,  instead  of  exposing  the  Irisk 
Government  to  an  ultimate  collision  with 
the  town-council.     He  did  not  attach  aqy 
extraordinary  importance  to  this  change, 
but  it  certainly  contained  no  argument 
which  could  be  instrumental  in  reconciling 
Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the  House  to 
that  part  of  the  measure  to  which  tbey 
objected:    and,   to  do    the    noble  Lord 
justice,  he  did  not  suppose  that  he  hsd 
framed  it  with  any  such  intention.     Hav- 
ing disposed  of  this  question,  he  would 
next  turn  to  the  more  important  one — 
namely,  whether  any  change  which  might 
have  been    alleged  to    have  occurred  in 
the  situation  and  prospects   of   Ireland 
since  last  year  could    produce  a  corre- 
sponding change  in  the  aspect  of  the  ques- 
tion under  consideratipn.     The  noble  Lord 
who  introduced  this  subject  had  drawn 
a  very  flattering  picture  of  the  state  of 
Ireland ;    dipping  his  pencil  in  rainbow 
colours  when  he  spoke  of  matters  which 
were  usually  of  a  melancholy  and  sombre 
hue,    the  number    and   atrocity  of   the 
crimes  committed  in  Ireland.     This  state- 
ment bore  indirectly  on  the  question  so 
far  as  the  crimes  which  had  their  origin 
in    political    animosity  were    concerned. 
In  the  first  place,  the  noble  Lord  had 
taken  credit  for  the  Irish  Government  for 
the  extinction  of  those  singular  disturb- 
ances which  went  in  Ireland  by  the  name 
of  "  fair  and  faction  feuds,"  and  he  cer- 
tainly heard  with  some  surprise  that  these 
strange  disturbances  had  been  rather  en- 
couraged than  discountenanced    by   the 
local  authorities,  and  regarded  with  some* 
thing  like  favour  by  the  central  govern- 
ment, acting  on    the  odious    maxim   of 
divide  et  impera. 

Lord  John  Russell  had  not  made  this 
charge  against  the  central  Govemmenty 
but  he  had  stated  that  it  was  abetted  by 
some  local  magistrates. 

Lord  F.  Egerton  had  not  alluded  to  the 
speech    of  the  noble  Lord,  but  to   the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland.      [Viscount  Morpeth  \    You 
should  quote  correctly,  then.]    He  begged 
the  noble  Lord's  pardon,  but  he  under- 
stood the  noble  Lord  had  applied   that 
charge    to  the    central    Government     of 
Ireland.     But  he  could  not  guess  to  what 
Government  the  noble  Lord  alluded.    He 
was  not  there  to  answer  for  any  of  them  : 
he  was  not  there  to  defend  Lord  Anglesea, 
nor  Lord  Wellesley,  nor  any  other  Loxd- 
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LieutenaDt  of  Ireland ;  but  this  be  would 
say  for  bimself,  that  he  would  not  for  a 
moment  condescend  to  serve  under  any 
Lord- Lieutenant  who  would  so  act,  nor 
would  he  have  remained  one  hour  in  com- 
munication with  a  Lord  Chancellor  who 
refused  to  dismiss  a  magistrate  proved  to 
have  been  guilty  of  such  culpable  con- 
nivance. With  regard  to  the  singular 
cessation  of  these  disturbances  in  that 
country,  he  was  glad,  for  the  sake  of  the 
unfortunate  victims  who,  without  any 
intelligible  reason,  engaged  in  them,  to 
-hear  that  such  was  the  case.  But  he 
might  be  permitted  to  express  a  doubt  on 
one  or  two  features  of  the  case.  As  to 
what  they  had  heard  of  the  miraculous 
and  sudden  cessation  of  outrage,  he  ques- 
tioned whether  it  would  be  enduring. 
He  well  recollected,  when  the  Catholic 
Association  was  in  the  plenitude  of  its 
power  and  its  influence,  that  they  laid  an 
interdict  on  this  particular  description  of 
outrage,  and  it  was,  as  they  were  told, 
suppressed  by  the  Association ;  but  when 
the  Emancipation  Bill  had  passed,  it  very 
shortly  after  revived  in  fall  strength  and 
vigour.  The  same  sort  of  interference 
had  been  now  employed,  and  he  feared 
that  its  effects  would  not  be  more  lasting. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  Shanavests 
had  fallen  into  the  arms  of  the  Caravats,  or 
whether  the  Black  Hens  had  embraced 
the  Magpies,  and  the  Four-year-olds 
the  Three-year-olds — for  by  such  strange 
appellations  were  some  of  the  factions 
known  when  he  was  in  Ireland — but  it 
appeared  to  him  that  there  were  other 
reasons  besides  the  love  of  quiet  in  these 
people,  for  this  sudden  cessation.  With 
regard  to  the  flattering  picture  which  the 
-noble  Lord  had  drawn  as  to  the  state  of 
crime  in  Ireland,  he  should  be  most  happy 
to  find,  when  the  returns  were  presented, 
that  they  confirmed  the  noble  Lord's 
statements.  He  did  not  mean  to  question 
their  accuracy,  and  he  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  do  him  the  justice  to  believe 
that  no  disappointment  with  respect  to 
party  or  political  views,  would  prevent 
him  from  rejoicing  in  any  mitigation  of 
outrage  in  Ireland:  but  he  confessed  he 
felt  some  surprise  when  he  heard  the  case 
of  that  unfortunately  somewhat  famous 
county,  Tipperary,  cited.  If  the  returns 
with  which  he  had  been  furnished  were 
true,  as  he  apprehended  they  must  be, 
the  committals  to  the  county  gaol,  during 
the  last  twelve  months,  had  amounted  to 


1,557;  and  if  it  were  true  that  out  of 
these,  making  every  allowance  for  the 
difliculty  which  presented  itself  to  the 
successful  prosecution  of  crime  in  Ireland, 
a  difficulty  which  had  been  severely  felt, 
still  if,  in  spite  of  that  difficulty,  no  less 
than  1,350  persons  had  been  convicted 
of  the  ofiences  with  which  they  were 
charged,  it  would  be  too  much  to  say 
that  the  state  of  crime  in  Ireland  was 
altogether  satisfactory.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  these  returns  might  not  be 
more  favourable  than  those  of  some  former 
years,  or  of  any  particular  former  year.  If 
these  returns  showed  any  diminution  in 
the  progress  of  crime,  no  one  would  re- 
joice at  it  more  than  himself;  but  at  the 
first  blush  of  the  statement  made  by  the 
noble  Lord,  he  was  rather  surprised  to 
find  a  county  which  bore 'such  a  figure 
in  the  calendar,  quoted  as  a  favourable 
instance  of  the  improving  situation  and 
increased  tranquillity  of  Ireland.  There 
were  many  details  connected  with  this 
subject  with  which  he  might  easily  detain 
the  House,  and  perhaps  with  some  slight 
advantage,  but  as  they  were  not  relevant 
to  the  present  Bill,  and  as  he  was  not 
standing  there  to  make  out  a  case  against 
Ireland,  he  would  abstain  from  entering 
upon  them,  although  the  noble  Lord  was 
at  liberty  to  inspect  them  if  he  pleased. 
There  was  another  circumstance  in  the 
present  state  of  Ireland  which  it  was  far 
more  painful  to  deal  with  than  with  sub- 
jects that  did  not  concern  any  individual 
either  present  or  absent.  It  was  impossible, 
however,  for  him  to  dismiss  it  altogether 
without  some  remarks.  He  alluded  to  the 
National  Association,  and  which  appeared 
to  him  to  have  exchanged  its  former  name 
of  Catholic  for  one  not  much  improved, 
as  it  was  borrowed  from  revolutionary 
times,  and  which  called  itself  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Ireland.  [An  hon. 
Member:  No;  the  General  Association.] 
Indeed  !  then  it  was  much  to  the  credit  of 
the  Association,  that,  having  beg^n  with 
the  name  of  national,  it  had  changed  its 
name  to  that  of  general ;  and  he,  for  one, 
considered  it  a  proof  of  their  good  taste. 
He  believed  that  it  was  very  unnecessary 
for  him  to  trouble  that  House  with  any 
very  detailed  description  of  the  measures, 
proceedings,  and  objects  denounced  and 
professed  by  that  Association,  for  that 
description  had  already  been  given  very 
fully  and  very  accurately  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  which  bad  preceded  the  intro- 
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llttctim  of  tb«  noUe  Lord's  Bill    There 
wee  one  feature,  however,  about  it  that 
WM  remarkable.      It  might  have  been 
expecledi  uoder  the  popular  Goveromenl 
of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  aflfairs  in 
Ireland,  controlled  as  it  wae  in  the  admi- 
niatration  of  the  law  by  a  strong  disposition 
to  clemency — ^it  might  have  been  expected 
that  whatever  were  the  political  views  of 
the  General  Association,  it  would  have 
left  Ireland  to  the  exertions  and  protection 
of  the  Government,  as  far  as  regarded  the 
tranquilliEation  and   pacification  of  that 
country.     The  noble  Lord  had  spoken  of 
Lord  Mulgrave  as  the  pacificator  of  Ire- 
land.   Now,  what  did  the  General  Associ- 
ation say  upon  that  point  ?    In  his  opinion^ 
they  treated  the  power  of  Lord  Mulgrave 
with  the  greatest  disrespect.    One  of  the 
leading  measures  of  that  Association  was 
to  send  down,  by  a  resolution  drawn  up 
with  great  care,  singular  accuracy,  and 
much  legal  refinement,  pacificators  to  all 
the  parishes  of  Ireland.     He  did  not  know 
whether  the  party  who  drew  up  that  reso- 
lotioni  might  not  at  the  present  moment 
be  one  of  those  parties  who  were  officially 
engaged  in  advising  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  as  to  the  meaning  and  operation 
of  the  laws  which  he  was  to  administer ; 
he  did  not  know  whether  he  might  not  at 
that  very  moment  be  penning  an  opinion 
about  the  propriety  or  impropriety  of  send- 
ing out  troops  to  prevent  the  rescue  of 
property  seized  for  tithes ;  but  be  that  as 
it  mighti  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
that  he  had  never  seen  any  report  of  that 
House  drawn  up  with  more  cure  and  dili- 
genee  in  all  its  minutise  than  that  resolution 
of  the  Association  which  sent  two  pacifi- 
cators into  every  parish  in  Ireland.     Hiey 
were  directed  in  the  first  place  bow  to 
perform  the  functions  to  which  their  name 
more  particularly  applied.   Those  functions 
were  the  same  with  those    which  were 
performed  by  attomiesi  and  generally  by 
eleotiooeering  agents  in  England.     The 
aotiviiy  of  this  organisation,  and  its  exten- 
sion to  all  parts  of  Ireland,  together  with 
the  directions  which  it  had  received  to 
follow  the  Parliamentary  interests  of  the 
Association  into  all  corners  of  the  country, 
led  him  to  suppose  that  the  same  activity 
which  the  pacificators  were  directed   to 
apply  to  the  extension  of  the   elective 
suttrege  among  their  own  party  in  cases 
affecting  Parliamentary  elections,  was  also 
to  be  put  into  operation  to  carry  the  elec* 
tioas  of  local  officers  in  the  new  Miinicipal 


Ck>rporations*     Last  year,  the  Attoniej«« 
General  for  Ireland  had  spoken  of  the 
working  of  the  Act  of  the  9tb  of  George 
3rd,  and  had  said  that  sectarian  influence 
had  not  been  observable  in  its  operation 
wherever  it  had  been  put  in  force.    Would 
that  hon«  and  learned  Gentleman,  if  he 
were  now  in  the  House,  venture  to  tell  bim 
that  there  was  a  probability,  or. even  a 
possibility,  that  that  organization   whicli 
was  to  control  the  elective  franchise  in  all 
parts  of  Ireland   for  Parliamentary  puri 
poses,   would   not  be    extended  to    the 
electors  under  this  Municipal  Reform  Bill ) 
He  doubted  whether  there  was  any  town 
in  any  of  the  schedules  attached  to  the  Bill, 
so  humble  as  to  be  deemed  beneath  the 
notice  and  attention  of  these  pacificators. 
It  had  been  said,  that  it  was  very  desirable 
to  create  in  these  towns  a  species  of  local 
aristocracy  that  was  not  in  existence  at 
present.      For  his  own  part,  he  was  as 
little  a  friend  to  the  centraliaing  system  of 
France  as  could  be  well  imagined ;  and  he 
should,  therefore,    be  glad  to  see  that 
species  of  local  aristocracy  created  in  the 
towns  of  Ireland,  no  matter  whether  it 
were  elected  or  not.    But  was  there  any 
chance  that  the  local  aristocracy  created 
under  the  patronage  of  an  Association 
which  was  enoouraged,  if  not  patrons  d» 
by  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  would  take  out 
its  patent,  and  pay  its  allegiance  to  that 
noble  Lord  instead  of  the  General  Associa^ 
tion  ?     It  had  been  said  that,  even  after 
you  had  established  these  corporations  as 
arenas  for  political  discussions  in  every 
town  of  Ireland,  if  they  attempted  to  turn 
their  attention  to  any  Uiing  but  their  local 
concerns,  their  agitation  would  be  feeble 
and  without  effect.    Now,  would  any  man 
venture  to  tell  him  that  any  of  these  Cor- 
porations would  be  anything  else  but  a 
platform  for  a  battery  against  the  Estab- 
lished Chnrch  of  Ireland  ?  and  it  was  to 
this  part  of  the  su  iect  that  the  attention 
of  the  House  ought  to  be  most  particu- 
larly directed.       The  hon,  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  cheered  him  for  that 
expression.      He  thought  the  hon*  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  acted  with  the 
same  candour  and  honesty  that  he  had 
displayed  in  the  able  speech  which  he  had 
made  on  a  former  occasion  this  Session. 
His  wish  and  his  desire  was  to  see  the  de- 
struction of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland.     The  hon.  Member  was  therefore 
a  wise  and  consistent  supporter  of  the  Bill 
at  that  moment  before  the  Home.    The 
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nobk  Lord  opposite  (Lord  J.  Rutsell), 
however^  had  avowed  himself  determined 
to  support  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland.  He  had  beard  the  noble  Lord 
make  that  declaration;  and^  though  he 
was  not  inclined  to  comment  upon  the 
demeanour  of  individual^  he  must  be  for- 
given for  saying,  that  that  declaration 
conveyed  as  much  to  bis  mind  in  its  man- 
ner as  in  its  substance.  The  manner  of 
the  noble  Lord  was  not  that  of  a  sectarian, 
acting  under  the  spirit  of  stern  religious 
feelings ;  it  was  rather  the  calm,  deliberate 
manner  of  an  individual  who  had  weighed 
all  the  probabilities  of  the  case,  and  had 
made  up  his  mind  on  a  balance  of  the  ad- 
vantages and  disadvantages  to  support  the 
Eatablishmenty  and  to  avow  his  determina- 
tion to  support  It  to  the  public.  He  had 
had  gpreater  satisfaction  in  hearing  that 
determination  coolly  and  deliberately 
declared  by  the  noble  Lord,  than  he 
should  have  felt  If  the  noble  Lord's 
declaration  had  been  more  deeply  tinged 
with  religious  and  sectarian  feeling. 
And  after  the  manner  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  also  expressed  his  views 
recently  upon  another  great  question 
oonnected  with  the  maintenance  of  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  Church,  he  had 
no  doubt  that  there  would  be  as  much 
determination  in  the  execution,  as  there 
was  honesty  in  the  formation,  of  his  high 
resolve  upon  this  subject.  The  noble  Lord, 
however,  be  it  observed,  was  determined 
to  support  that  Church  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had  de- 
clared his  determination  to  destroy,  upon 
the  6rst  opportunity;  and  yet  the  noble 
Lord,  after  making  that  declaration,  with- 
out stating  his  views  at  all  definitely 
respecting  the  Irish  Church,  with  that 
great  question  yet  open,  and  not  at  all 
approaching  to  a  settlement,  called  upon 
those  hon.  Members  who  felt  for  the  cfan- 
gers  to  which  that  Church  was  exposed,  to 
consent  to  a  measure  which  would  place 
weapons  of  power  and  strength  in  the 
bands  of  those,  whose  first,  but  he  could 
not  say,  whose  only  object  was  its  subver- 
sion.  He  was  unwilhng,  with  his  own 
bands,  to  place  a  stepping-stone,  from 
which  they  could  stride  to  those  further 
measures,  which  they,  perhaps  conscien- 
tiously, deemed  necessarv  for  the  salvation 
of  the  country.  The  nonle  Lord,  upon  a 
former  occasion,  had  met  him  with  an 
argument^  which,  if  he  could  give  to  it 
the  same  credence  whioh  the  noble  Lord 
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did|  would  weigh  seriously  with  bim*  Tha^ 
argument  was  couched  in  a  few  wordsi 
but  those  significant,  for  the  noble  Lord 
talked  lagely  of  justice  and  peace  to  Ire* 
land.  There  was  no  political  opinion  or 
attachment  which  he  was  not  ready  to 
sacrifice  for  ever,  provided  he  could  pro« 
cure  by  it  that  justice  and  that  peace*  But 
would  any  of  the  hon,  Qentlemen  opposite 
favour  him  with  a  definition  of  what  he 
meant  by  justice  to  Ireland  ?  It  had  been 
well  observed  by  a  noble  Friend  of  bis 
last  Session,  that  justice  to  Ireland  was  a 
phantom  that  always  eluded  the  grasp; 
that  it  was  the  phase  of  the  rainbow  which 
was  perpetually  changing  its  shape, 


"  Omnia  transformant  sese  in  rairacula  renxm," 

and  defying  all  the  attempts  of  the  pea- 
sant, whose  ignorance  hurried  him  on  to 
pursue  it,  to  arrest  and  secure  its  beautiful 
but  transitory  hues, — which  to-day  as- 
sumed the  shape  of  Municipal  Reformy 
which  the  next  day  assumed  the  shape  of 
Universal  Suffrage»  whioh  then  changed 
into  the  shape  of  Vote  bv  Ballot;  but  wbleh 
under  every  shape,  at  all  timef»  and  under 
every  disguise*  meant  the  subversion  of 
the  Irish  Church,  and  the  bloodstained 
impost  of  tithes.  Peace  to  Ireland  I  Thitt 
was  not  the  first  occasion  on  which  peeoe 
to  Ireland  had  been  promisedt  It  bad  been 
promised  by  every  voice  which  had  hailed 
with  acclamation!  the  passing  of  the  Ca- 
tholic Relief  BiiU  He  would  not  detain 
the  House  by  examining  how  that  promise 
had  been  kept-— bow  the  expectations  then 
excited  had  been  disappointed  and  de- 
ceived. Such  an  examination  would  be 
worse  than  useless,  for  the  promise  was 
not  made  now.  Those  who  promoted  this 
Bill,  and  who  controlled,  in  consequence, 
the  central  government  of  Ireland,  did  not 
even  profess  to  be  satisfied  with  this  very 
measure,  which  the  House  was  now  called 
upon  to  pass,  as  calculated  to  give  peaoe 
and  tranquillity  to  Ireland.  They  toU  the 
countrv,  that  as  long  as  one  stone  re- 
mained on  another,  in  the  Church  of  Ire« 
land,  so  long  should  the  storm  which  their 
breath  had  raised,  and  which  their  exer- 
tions had  never  permitted  to  alomber» 
continue  to  rave  around  the  edifice.  When 
the  noble  Lord  talked  to  him  of  peace 
and  justice  to  Ireland,  it  was  fitting  to 
know  in  what  they  consisted,  and  by  what 
price  they  were  to  be  purchased*  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bath«  and  his  Friendf, 
asserted  that  be  was  prepered  t9  ptay  iU 
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full  price.     In  that  they  were  not  incon- 
sistent; but  how  was  it  with  the  noble 
Lord>  who  professed  to  maintain  the  Estab- 
lishmenty  and  yet  introduced  a  measure 
well  calculated  to  destroy  it  ?     If  the  Le- 
gislature were  to  grant  this  Bill,  for  rea- 
sons of  state  policy — if  it  were  so  just  and 
necessary  as  was  represented, let  the  people 
and  Parliament  of  England  grant  it ;  but 
let  them  not  grant  it  in  the  expectation  of 
its  producing  the  peace  which  had  been 
oflen  promised,  but  had  never  arrived,  as 
the  consequence  of  concession.    Let  them 
be  aware  of  the  fact,  and  digest  it  inwardly 
in  their  minds,  that  peace  was  not  to  be 
attained  by  the  price  now  offered  to  be 
paid  for  it.     With  reference  to  what  he 
had  said  respecting  the  General  Associa- 
tion, and  the  parties  connected  with  it  in 
Ireland,  he  had  endeavoured  to  avoid  any- 
thing that  savoured  of  personal  allusion 
and  attack.     His  opinion  was,  that  that 
Association,  from  the  state  of  society  in 
Ireland,    was    an    Association    of   great 
strength,  influence,  and  power ;    that  its 
efforts  had  been  directed,  and  would  per- 
severingly  continue  to  be  directed,  to  com- 
pass objects,    which  not  merely  he  and 
those  who  thought  with  him  deemed  objec- 
tionable, as  leading  to  the  repeal  of  theUnion, 
and  the  separation  of  the  two  countries, 
but  which  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Friends 
had  also  pledged  themselves  individually 
and  collectively  to  oppose.     On  this  ac- 
count, the  noble  Lord,  he  thought,  was 
mistaken  in  giving  to  this  Association,  by 
this  Bill,  a  hcus  $tandi  in  every  town  in 
Ireland.    Undoubtedly,  it  was  not  for  him 
to  say,  that  agitation  would  cease  if  you 
had  not  these  corporations  as  a  theatre  for 
agitation;  but  it  was  not  either  fair  or  just 
to  the  numerical  minority  to  legalise  the 
assumption  by  the  majority  of  the  ground 
of  that  field  of  agitation  which  they  pur- 
sued, he  would  not  say  under  the  sanction 
of  the  law,  but  almost  in  violation  of  it. 
'A  great  portion  of  the  numerical  minority 
— be  meant  the  Protestants  of  Ireland— « 
imagining  that  there  was  great  danger, 
and  great  evil  to  be  apprehended  from  the 
existence  of  that  Association,  seeing,  or 
thinking,  that  they  saw  its  efforts  at  agita- 
tion fostered,  instead  of  discarded,  by  his 
Majesty's  Government,   had  ventured  to 
approach  the  throne  by  the  constitutional 
mode  of  petition.    He  regretted  to  say, 
that  by  his  Majesty's  Government,  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  had  been  rebuked 
widi  something  almost  like  insult.    They 


might  have  borne  this^  had  it  proceeded 
from  the  leaders  of  the  opposite  party,  for 
they  mi|;ht  have  forgiven  much  to  the 
recollection  of  the  ancestral  wrongs  under 
which  they  laboured ;  but  they  argued  thus, 
'*  If  such  be  our  treatment  from  a  Govern- 
ment which  is  bound  to  protect  us,  what 
can  we  expect  when  we  are  subject  to  the 
strong  control  of  a   fierce   and  ignorant 
numerical  majority?"  Was  it  strange,  that 
under  such  circumstances  they  should  feel 
apprehension  and  alarm,  and  feeling  ap- 
prehension and  alarm,  was  it  strange  that 
they  should  object  to  the  passing  of  the 
present  measure  ?     And  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, was  it  for  him,  and  for  those 
who,  like  him,  had  chided  the  fears,  and 
rebuked  the  apprehensions  of  those  who 
anticipated  danger  from  the  passing  of  the 
Catholic  Relief  Bill — was  it,  he  said,  for 
him  and  his  Friends,  who  had   told  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland,  that  that  measure 
would  contribute  to  the  better  foirtificatibn 
and  greater  security  of  that  church,  whose 
ruin  they  feared — was  it,  he  repeated,  for 
him  and  his  Friends  now  to  turn  round 
upon  those  Protestants,  and  rebuke  them 
sternly,  and  say,  that  as  Englishmen  we 
could  not  see  the  dangers  which  they  con- 
templated with  so  much  alarm  and  trepida- 
tion ?    They  feared,  as  well  they  might, 
the  progress  of  the  Association  to  the  ac- 
complishment of  the  objects  which  had 
been   signally  and   significantly  avowed, 
not  only  in  its  resolutions,  but  also  in  the 
violent  language  of  their  opponents.  They 
feared  that  the  establishment  of  corpora- 
tions in  Ireland  would  be  the  means  of 
securing  the  abolition  of  tithes,  the  reform 
of  the  peerage,  universal  suffrage,  and  the 
vote  by  ballot,  checked  as  the  latter  mea- 
sure would  be  in  its  progress  by  the  Ca- 
tholic process  of  auricular  confession.  They 
might  be  justified  in  carrying  their  fears 
still    further;    and   presuming    that    the 
questions  to  which  he  had  just  adverted, 
were  carried,  he  did  not  know  how  soon 
he  might  be  told  that  there  was  an  insult 
to  the  people  of  Ireland,  in  having  a  Pro- 
testant Lord  Chancellor,  and  a  Protestant 
King.    This  might  be  deemed  by  some  to 
be  rather  superlative  fear,  but  with  respect 
to  the  first,  he  held  in  his  hand  a  quotation 
from  a  speech,  which  proved  that  it  was 
not  entirely  hypothetical ;  and  as  quota- 
tions   from    speeches     were    now  much 
in  fashion,  he  hoped   the  House  would 
bear  with  him  whilst  he  made  a  short  quo- 
tation from  the  speech  in  question,  and 
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would  recollect  that  it  was  the  only  quota- 
tion he  had  made  in  the  course  of  his  ob- 
sermtions.  It  was  part  of  a  speech  de- 
livered in  Dublin  on  the  19th  of  January, 
1837  •.—••In  1793  Roman  Catholic  bar- 
risters were  first  made  eligible  for  silk 
gowns."  He  need  not  detail  the  steps 
through  which  the  orator  pursued  the  pro- 
gress of  Catholic  Emancipation;  but 
coming  to  the  last  year,  he  said,  ••  We  have 
now  got  Sir  Michael  O'Loghlin,  a  Roman 
Catholic,  Master  of  the  Rolls  " — and  let 
the  House  mark  what  followed — ••  and 
would  he  not,  should  anything  happen  to 
Lord  Plunkett,  make  an  excellent  Lord 
Chancellor?"  He  was  ready  to  admit 
that  if  the  little  difficulty  afforded  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill  could  be  got 
over,  no  man  could  be  appointed  to  the 
office  of  Lord  Chancellor,  to  whom  he 
would  more  willingly  trust  the  adjudica- 
tion of  all  legal  questions.  It  was  not  for 
him  to  deny  that  Sir  M.  O'Loghlin  would 
be  an  excellent  person  to  appoint  Lord 
Chancellor,  provided  he  were  not  a  Roman 
Catholic.  It  was  upon  these  grounds,  as 
well  as  from  feelings  of  obligation  and 
duty,  and  attachment  to  the  inhabitants 
of  the  sister  country,  whom  he  had  en- 
couraged to  forego  all  the  apprehensions, 
and  to  dissipate  all  the  fears,  with  which 
the  Catholic  Emancipation  Bill  inspired 
them  — for  humble  as  he  was  individually, 
be  had  been  one  of  the  promoters  of  that 
measure — that  he  came  forward  on  the 
present  occasion ;  and  he  would  now  say, 
that  it  would  be  better  for  Lord  Plunkett 
that  •*  anything"  should  happen  to  him 
now,  than  that  he  should  live  to  forget  the 
pledge  which  he  gave  to  his  Protestant 
fellow-countrymen,  that  the  Catholic 
Relief  Bill  would  operate  as  a  security  for 
the  Protestant  Church.  He  had  appended 
his  name  to  that  security,  under  that  noble 
Lord's  great  and  powerful  sanction,  and 
he  therefore  felt  that  it  was  his  duty  not 
to  turn  a  deaf  ear  to  the  solicitations  of  his 
Protestant  brethren,  when  they  approached 
the  House  under  a  deep  sense  of  appre« 
hension  and  danger,  which  be  thought 
them  entitled  to  feel.  These  feelines  in- 
duced him  to  move  the  same  rcsoTotion 
which  he  had  moved  last  year,  and  in  the 
very  same  terms.  The  noble  Lord  con- 
cluded by  moving  •'  That  the  Committee 
on  the  Bill  for  the  regulation  of  Municipal 
Corporations  in  Ireland,  be  empower^  to 
make  provision  for  the  aU»UtiOD  of  such 
Corporations ;  and  for  such  arrangements 
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as  may  be  necessary,  on  their  abolition, 
for  securing  the  efficient  and  impartial  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  and  the  peace  and 
good  government  of  cities  and  towns  in 
Ireland." 

Mr.  Ward  said,  it  was  now  just  one 
year  since  the  noble  Lord  brought  for- 
ward a  motion  precisely  similar  to  the  pre- 
sent, similar  both  in  spirit  and  in  words, 
resting  upon  the  same  grounds,  supported 
by  the  same  arguments — for  the  only  new 
argument  which  the  noble  Lord  had  em- 
ployed, was  that  founded  upon  the  exis- 
tence of  the  General  Association — and 
leading  to  the  same  results,  which  would 
be  produced  by  the  present  motion,  if 
successful,  namely,  to  extend  and  perpe- 
tuate that  feeling  of  irritation  amongst  the 
Irish  people,  which  the  refusal  of  one 
branch  of  the  Legislature  to  do  them  jus- 
tice, had  unfortunately  caused.  Was  the 
House  never  to  escape  from  this  vicious 
circle  when  Ireland  was  concerned  ?  The 
people  complained  of  the  want  of  justice, 
and  justice  was  to  be  denied  to  them 
because  they  complained.  If  they  were 
silent,  what  would  be  the  inrerence? 
Why,  that  they  were  indifferent  to  the 
matter  in  dispute— that  they  could  not 
appreciate  the  value  of  municipal  institu- 
tions, and  cared  little  (or  the  boon  which 
the  Legislature  wished  to  force  upon  them. 
This  was  always  the  logic  of  the  Conser- 
vative party;  silence  and  iudifierencc  were 
always  svnonymous.  In  1831  the  people 
of  England,  according  to  Mr*  Croker, 
were  indiflTerent  to  the  Reform  Bill,  be* 
cause  the  three  preceding  years  there  had 
been  few  petitions  for  morm  $  nor  was  it 
until  the  table  had  groaned  under  the 
weight  of  petitions  from  every  corner  of 
the  empire  thatthev  could  be  undeceived. 
What  then  was  their  course  ?  Why,  ihev 
exclaimed  against  the  vehrmi^rice  wilh 
which  the  claims  of  the  people  were  ea« 
presied,  and  protested  ttUy  would  never 
yield  anything  upon  compulsion*  They 
did  yield,  notwithstanding,  and  Just  In 
time  to  preserve  ibis  country  from  a  r^^o* 
lotionary  struggle.  But  now,  untsught, 
unwarned,  they  were  repeating  the  ssme 
experiment  in  Ireland,  forgetting  that  It 
most  lead  inevitably  to  the  samo  ri*siilt. 
Yet  surelv  much  had  pas»ed,  even  sliit!!! 
last  Session  to  convince  them  of  llmlr 
error.  Was  the  noble  Lord  salisAfed  hitn* 
self  with  the  results  of  hU  inntlnM  f  llsd 
he  put  an  end  to  agifntion  In  Ifelaiwl,  by 
witholding  municipal  ln«tltulliiust  VVImU 
Z 
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was  the  argument  upon  which  he  had  now 
rested  his  case?    Why,  that  Ireland  was 
one  vast  arena  of  political  agitation.  That 
although  those  normal  schools,  of  which 
the  House  had  heard  so  much  last  Session, 
bad  not  been    established,    Ireland    was 
governed  not  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  not 
by  the  British  Parliaroeut,  but  by  a  Par- 
liament sitting  in  Dublin,  under  the  name 
cf  the  General  Association,  debating,  de- 
liberating, forestalling,  the  discussions  of 
that  House,  upon  every  point  in  which  the 
welfare  of  Ireland  was  concerned;  levying 
contributions,  and  extending  its  influence 
from  the  capital,  to  the  remotest  corners  of 
the  country.     He  admitted  -this  to  be  an 
evil.     He  admitted  that  society  would  be 
in  a  sounder  and  healthier  state  if  no  such 
Association  existed,  and  if  the  feelings  of 
the  people  found  vent  through  the  legiti- 
mate channels  which  the  Constitution  had 
provided.     But  if  the  Association  were 
an  evil,  what  bad  produced  it?     When 
and  why  was  it  formed  ?     What  was  the 
result  of   its  influence?     It  was  formed 
after  the  failure  of  two  successive  attempts 
to  bring  to  an  amicable  adjustment  the 
two  questions  in  which  the  Irish  people 
took  the  deepest  interest.  The  tithe  ques- 
tion  alone— odious  as  that    impost    un- 
doubtedly was  to  the  Irish  people,  and 
doubly  odious  as  it  had  been  rendered  by 
the  late  proceedings  in  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer, by  which  the  highest  powers  of 
the  law  had  been  vested  in  the  hands  of 
its  most   ignoble  and   degraded  function, 
aries — had  failed  in  producing  it.     It  was 
the  noble   Lord's   motion    negatived,  in- 
deed, in  that  House,  but  carried  through, 
in  odious  perfection  elsewhere,  under  the 
sponsorship  of  one  of  the   noble  Lord's 
political  associates,  that  was  the  parent  of 
the  Association.    No  sooner  were  the  Irish 
people  convinced  that  there  was  a  party 
here  determined  to  withhold  from   them 
rights  of  which  they  saw  Englishmen  and 
Scotchmen   in   the    tranquil    enjoyment, 
upon  the  insulting  plea  of  national  incom- 
petency, than  they  determined   to   avail 
themselves  of  every  resource  which  the  law 
adnaitted  of,  in  order  to  obtain  their  rights 
from    the   Legislature   of    their  country. 
They  combined  for  this  purpose.    There 
was  nothing  illegal  in  this  combination. 
There  was  no  law  under  which  the  sittings 
of  the  General  Association  could  be  inter- 
fered with  or  suspended:    its   members 
simply  exercised  that  same  rigjht,  which 
Was  exercised  in  various  ways  by  almost 


every  one  of  those  whom  be  was  then  ad- 
dressing. The  Conservatives  in  1831  were 
entitled  to  protest  against  political  unions ; 
they  did  not  then   belong  to  them.     But 
now  that  they  had  covered  the  land  with 
their  Conservative  Clubs,  and  Conserva- 
tive operative  Associations,  with  their  pre- 
sidents,  and  secretaries,  and  treasurers, 
and  public  discussions  duly  registered  by 
the  Conservative  press,  who  saw  in  them 
nothing  but  the  purest  effusions  of  pa- 
triotism, with  what  face  could  they  denounce 
an   Association  which  differed  from  their 
own  simply  in  this,  that  it  represented  the 
feelings  not  of  a  few  hundreds,  but  of 
some  millions  of  their  fellow-countrymen  ? 
Was  it  perfectly  legal  and  constitutional 
for  one  Association  to  bring  the  King's 
Government  into  contempt,  by  denouncing 
the  measures  which  the  Ministers  and  a 
majority  of  that  House  had  sanctioned, 
for  putting  an  end  to  the  disastrous  tithe 
war  in  Ireland,  so  little  better  than  spolia- 
tion and  sacrilege ;  and  was  it  illegal  and 
unconstitutional  in  another  Association  to 
pass  resolutions  expressing  its  contiction 
that  the  only  way  to  preserve  the  Prote»» 
tant  Establishment  in  Ireland  at  all  was  to 
reform  it^  for  that  nothing  but  a  different 
appropriation  of  the  tithe  fund,  could  re- 
concile the  people  to  its  existence?     No ; 
the  right  of  combi nation ,  which  always 
must  and  would  exist  in  a  free  country, 
and  which  was  now  applied  to  every  ques- 
tion of  general  interest,  must  be  exercised 
by  both  sides,  if  exercised  by  either,  and 
the  party  must  not  complain  who  hap. 
pened  to  be  the  loser.     What  was  it  that 
gave  to  the  Dublin  Association  its  national 
character,  but  the  existence  of  grievances 
which  nine  Irishmen  out  of  ten  had  an 
interest     in    removing?        Redress     th« 
grievance  and  the  Association  falls  to  the 
ground — though  this,  he  feared,  was  the 
last  mode  in  which  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  seek  to  suppress  it.     On  the  con- 
trary, whatever  expectations  might  have 
been  entertained   previously,  as  to    the 
course    which     the    Conservative    party 
would  pursue  upon  the  present  occasion, 
there  was  little  prospect  now  of  concilia- 
tion or  concession.  They  were  determined 
evidently  to  make  this  not  a  civil  but  m 
religious  question.    The  noble  Lord  had 
said  that  the  Corporations,  if  established, 
would  be  in  fact  so  many  batteries  agttiBSt 
the  Church;  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Cumberland,  bad  urged 
this  argument  with  still  greater  vehemence. 
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Talk  not  to  me  of  municipal  institutions, 
he  said,  or  of  the  claims  of  the  Irish 
people  to  local  government,  I  tell  you  that 
the  PrQtestaot  Church  is  upon  the  verge 
of  ruin.  The  majority  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  are  Catholics:  I  entertain  a  just 
dread  of  Popery  and  Catholic  domina- 
tion, and  I  will  never  assent  to  any  mea- 
sure by  which  the  hands  of  that  majority 
can  be  strengthened.  What  was  that  but 
to  say,  that  because  one  act  of  injustice 
liad  been  committed,  injustice  must  be 
perpetual.  Because  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, in  viitue  of  their  right  of  conquest, 
had  saddled  Ireland  with  a  Church  Estab- 
lishment which  ahe  did  not  want,  and  from 
which  seven-eighths  of  her  people  derived 
no  spiritual  benetit  whatever,  therefore 
they  were  to  deny  to  her  municipal  in- 
stitutions which  she  did  want,  and  for 
which  these  same  seven-eighths  of  her  peo- 
ple expressed  the  most  ardent  desire.  He 
admired  (be  zeal  of  the  right  hon.  Baro* 
net,  but  he  lamented  his  indiscretion.  He 
bared.  4hat  the  Protestant  Church  waa  not 
sufficiently  popular  in  Ireland  to  support 
the  additional  odium  which  would  thus  be 
o«#t  upon  it.  Ordinary  minds  would  have 
endeavoured  to  disconnect  the  two  ques* 
tions,  and  to  convince  the  Irish  people, 
that  it  was  not  from  motives  of  religious 
jealousy  that  the  reform  of  their  corpora- 
tions was  refused;  but  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  scorned  such  subterfuges.  He 
told  them  fairly,  that  it  was  as  Catholics 
that  he  mistrusted  them,  and  would  ex- 
clude them  now  and  for  ever  from  the 
pale  o^  the  British  constitution,  by  deny- 
ing to  them  rights  which  were  dented  to 
no  man,  whatever  might  be  his  creed,  in 
any  other  part  of  the  British  empire.  But 
this,  he  repeated,  was  the  policy  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  They  meant  to  fight 
the  battle  as  a  religiousqueation.  The  no- po- 
pery cry  was  to  be  raised  again  ;  the  preju- 
dices of  the  ignorant  were  to  be  inflamed, 
and  the  most  odious  imputations  cast  upon 
all  who  ventured  to  differ  from  them  in  the 
discharge  of  their  political  duties.  If  this 
were  not  their  intention,  for  what  pur- 
pose had  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Cumberland,  read  At  that 
table  the  other  night,  the  oath  taken  by 
Roman  Catholic  Members  on  entering  that 
House  ?  Everybody  knew  what  he  meant 
to  imply  by  it ;  and  what  he  had  insinu- 
ated, other  members  of  his  party  had  said 
without  reserve  or  hesitation.  He  did  not 
aUude  to  the  noble  Lord  who  had  brought 


forward  the  present  motion,  for  his  opi- 
nions were  always  expressed  with  charac- 
teristic moderation,  but  to  a  right  rev. 
Prelate,  who  had  very  recently  accused 
the  Roman  Catholic  Members  of  that 
House,  in  a  charge  to  the  clergy  of  his 
diocese^  of  treachery,  aggravated  by  per- 
jury : — '^  When  we  call  to  mind  that  such 
was  the  nature  of  the  measure,  such  the 
argument  by  which  it  was  enforced,  I 
know  not  in  what  milder  terms  the  indig- 
nation of  an  honest  mind  can  be  expressed, 
than  by  characterising  the  conduct  of 
those  who  demanded  it  as  treachery  ag- 
gravated by  perjury.  No  obloquy — how- 
ever it  may  be  attempted  to  heap  obloquy 
on  all  who  thua  feel  and  thus  proclaim 
their  feeling — no  violence  of  invective — 
from  whatever  quarter,  and  in  whatever 
place,  high  or  low,  it  may  be  uttered — 
shall  deter  me  from  giving  expression  to 
similar  indignation,  as  often  as  it  shall  be 
called  forth  by  similar  perfidy,  exhibited 
in  such  a  cause."  If  this  was  the  spirit  in 
which  the  contest  was  to  be  carried  on— 
if  this  was  the  animus  with  which  men  of 
high  ability  and  high  standing  were  to 
enter  into  it,  they  too,  whose  sacred 
calling  might  inspire  them-^if  noi  with  a 
little  more  of  Christian  charity  towards  our 
opponents,  at  all  events  with  more  of  de- 
cency and  of  moderation  in  expressing 
iheir  dissent  from  them,  he  could  see 
nothing  in  that  contest  that  would  not 
a(Ex  indelible  disgrace  on  the  national 
character.  But  be  this  as  it  might,  he 
would  never  shrink  from  professing 
and  defending  the  opinions  which  he  held 
in  that  House  in  the  face  of  the  country* 
He  had  seen  something  of  the  feelings  of 
Englishmen  of  late  upon  these  Irish  ques- 
tions, and  he  knew  that  when  the  facta 
were  fairly  stated,  an  appeal  might  always 
be  made  from  their  prejudices  to  their 
justice.  They  would  see  the  fallacy  of 
the  grounds  on  which  the  noble  Lord 
rested  his  present  motion — they  would  see 
that  there  could  be  no  monopolizing,  no 
exclusion,  no  transfer  of  powers  from  one 
exclusive  faction  to  another,  where  the 
power  transferred  was  vested  in  the  whole 
body  of  the  people.  They  knew  the  value 
of  municipal  institutions,  that  they  taught 
men  to  respeot  the  laws,  and  gave  them 
an  interest  in  enforcing  them ;  and  (hey 
would  see  no  reason  why  the  people  of 
Ireland  should  be  deprived  of  these  insti- 
tutons,  because  the  majority  were  Catho- 
lics. If  they  were  told  that  these  Catho» 
1% 
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Ires  were  hostile  to  £ng1and  and  to  British 
connexion,  they  would  point  to  the  fact 
that  the  agitation  of  the  repeal  question 
had  been  dropped  from  the  moment  that 
Ireland  possessed  a  Government  disposed 
to  do  justice.  Lord  Mulgrave  was  what 
the  hon.and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had 
termed  him — a  lucky  accident.  His  en- 
deavours had  as  yet  been  unassisted  by  the 
Legislature ;  not  one  Irish  question  had 
been  settled  by  Parliament;  and  yet  the 
spirit  which  had  been  infused  into  the 
executive  by  Lord  Mulgrave  had  produced 
both  tranquillity  and  confidence.  Of  this 
the  reports  of  the  judges  and  of  the  assis- 
tant-barristers^ afforded  the  best  testimony. 
But  in  effecting  this,  the  executive  had 
been  assisted  by  local  associations,  framed 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  an  end  to 
pnedial  disturbance,  by  that  very  people 
which  the  noble  Lord  declared  to  be  inca- 
pable of  self-government.  The  people  of 
England  were  perfectly  competent  to  judge 
of  these  facts;  and  they  would  outweigh 
with  them  a  thousand  vague  assertions 
Let  the  House  do  its  duty,  by  rejecting 
the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord — let  it  sane, 
lion  the  policy  upon  which  the  present 
CHhinet  had  staked  its  existence — and  they 
might  appeal  to  the  country  with  the  most 
perfect  confidence  that  public  opinion 
would  ratify  their  decision. 

Mr.  Maclean  said,  if  he  had  risen  for 
the  purpose  of  replying  to  the  arguments 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  he  certainly  should  not  have  been 
called  on  to  dischanre  a  very  difficult  task, 
for  he  had  listened  to  the  hon.  Member 
with  soMie  degree  of  attention,  and  could 
affirm  that  there  was  in  his  speech  but  one 
point  of  an  argumentative  character,  but 
one  question  put  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
lead  the  House  to  believe  that  he  desired 
an  answer  to  it.  That  question  was, 
"  What  did  the  Administration  of  the 
present  day  propose  to  do  with  the  Pro- 
testant Church  of  Ireland  P*'  But,  although 
this  subject  had  been  fully  investigated  by 
men  quite  competent  to  the  tai^k,  yet  he 
felt  that  it  was  still  the  duty  of  English 
Members  to  show,  however  humbly,  their 
sympathy  with  the  minority  in  Ireland — 
of  those  who  were  about  respectfully  to 
approach  that  House  with  proofs  that 
they  were  a  sufTering  minority.  The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  in 
that  House,  however,  had  lately  quoted 
sentiments  from  an  authority  which,  when 
mentioned  in  that  House,  invariably  re- 


ceived the  attention  that  was  its  du< 
sentiments  which  he  urged  on  the  House 
as  those  that  would  be  the  basis  of  thit 
measure  of  Corporation  Reform.  The 
language  which  the  noble  Lord  then 
quoted  from  a  speech  of  Mr.  Fox  was 
such  as  must  strike  even  the  most  unob* 
servant  person  with  no  ordinary  degree  of 
alarm.  The  noble  Lord  then  declared  that 
in  legislating  for  Ireland  he  would  not 
betake  himself  to  the  theories  of  Black- 
stone  or  of  Locke,  but  act  upon  the  sen- 
timents of  Mr.  Fox ;  that  he  would  con- 
cede, and  proceed  with  concession  until  he 
pleased  the  people  of  Ireland.  Here  was 
a  groundwork  that,  if  pushed  to  its  full 
extent,  would  furnish  matter  of  just  alarm 
to  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  and  of  the 
whole  empire.  But  the  noble  Lord,  in 
giving  the  observations  of  Mr.  Fox,  should 
at  least  have  also  let  the  House  hear  the 
answer  made  by  Mr.  Pitt,  and  the  reply 
to  that  answer  which  Mr.  Fox  thought  it 
necessary  to  give.  Mr.  Pitt,  in  his  answer, 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had,  in 
the  warmth  of  his  feelings,  broached  doc- 
trines of  a  mischievous  tendency,  and  had 
let  fall  some  incautious  expressions.  What 
was  Mr.  Fox's  reply  to  this  ?  He  said  :— 
"  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
asked  why  he  who  moved  the  independence 
of  the  Irish  Purliament  in  1782  should 
now  wish  to  exercise  a  controlling  power 
over  that  Legislature?  His  answer  was^ 
in  1782  he  was  for  giving  the  Irish  nation 
what  they  asked  because  they  thought  it 
was  best  for  them.  In  like  manner  he  did 
not  propose  the  measures  which  he  had 
recommended  on  that  evening  because  he 
approved  of  them,  but  because  the  people 
of  Ireland  desired  them."  But  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  now  say  that  he  disapproved 
of  the  measure  which  he  was  about  to 
introduce  because  it  pleased  the  people  of 
Ireland.  Yet  this  was  a  part  of  the  decla* 
ration  of  Mr.  Fox,  on  the  principle  of 
which  he  was  to  base  his  Irish  legislation. 
The  noble  Lord  made  no  distinction  be- 
tween the  circumstances  of  the  time  at 
which  Mr.  Fox  spoke  and  the  present* 
At  that  time  there  were  two  Legislatures 
in  existence,  acting  independently  of  each 
other.  Mr.  Fox,  indeed,  was  taunted 
with  surrendering  the  independence  of 
that  Parliament  which  he  had  guaranteed 
in  1782.  Mr.  Fox  was  for  that  kind  of 
concession  which  Roman  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation afterwards  granted ;  and  in  that 
very  debate  he  stated  that  there  was  an 
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eccleaiastical  establishment  in  Ireland  too 
large  for  the  actual  wants  of  the  people. 
All  these  circumstances,  taken  in  connex- 
ion with  the  declaration  of  the  noble 
Lord  on  a  former  evening,  formed  a 
ground- work  sufficient  to  alarm  those  who 
saw  in  this  measure  not  merely  a  reform 
of  Municipal  Corporations  in  Ireland,  but 
rather  that  which  the  great  leader  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  had  declared  to  be  its 
real  object — the  establishment  of  normal 
schools  of  agitation.  He  had  good  foun- 
dation for  his  assertion  when  he  main- 
tained the  intimacy  of  the  connexion  of 
the  Government  with  thehon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  and  his  designs. 
That  connexion  and  its  nature  had  been 
over  and  over  again  asserted,  and  it  had 
as  often  been  denied ;  but  had  any  man 
yet  risen  in  his  place  in  that  House  and 
denied  the  declaration  made  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Tipperary  to  his 
constituents  in  Ireland  at  the  commence- 
ment  of  that  connexion  ?  This  was  the 
emphatic  lang^uage  used  by  the  hon. 
Member  on  that  occasion  ?  '*  Accord- 
ingly we  entered  with  them  into  a 
close  alliance,  and  at  the  meeting  at 
Lord  Lichfield's  formed  that  compact, 
and,  I  trust,  indissoluble  junction,  by 
which  so  much  has  been  effecled." 
On  what  ground  was  this  compact  now 
said  to  be  based  ?  On  the  necessity  for 
corporation  reform.  But  was  that  the  pre- 
text then  put  forward  ;  No.  The  stand 
was  then  to  be  made  on  the  necessity  for 
diminishing  the  Church  Establishment  in 
Ireland — that  was  the  key-stone  of  the 
arch — that  was  the  corner-stone,  then,  of 
the  building  they  sought  to  destroy.  But 
look  at  the  declaration  the  hon.  and 
Learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  made  a 
short  time  ago  at  that  Catholic  Association, 
which  received  the  patronage  of  one  sec- 
tion of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  and  was 
repudiated  by  others.  And  here  he  would 
remark  that  it  was  rather  peculiar  that  no 
answer  had  ever  been  given  by  the  noble 
Lord  to  that  very  material  question  put 
by  an  hon.  and  learned  Member  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House — what  the 
noble  Lord  intended  to  do  with  respect  to 
the  Association  that  had  recently  sprung 
up  in  Ireland  ?  An  answer  had  been 
given,  it  was  true,  but  not  by  the  noble 
Lord*  When  the  noble  Lord  was  told 
that  the  noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  had  said  in  another 
place  tba(  be  knew  of  no  sufficient  cause 


for  the  existence  of  that  Association  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex   started  up, 
and   said  that  if  the  noble  Viscount  had 
made  any  such  declaration  he  had  com- 
mitted  a  great  indiscretion.     But,  from 
that  time  to  the  present,  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  had  given  no  answer  whatever  to 
the  question  so  pertinently  put  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.    The  noble  Lord 
had  never  yet  said  whether  he  intended  to 
look  at  the  existence  of  the  Association  as 
an  offence  against  the  laws  and  whether  it 
did,  or  did  not,  come  under  the  operation 
of  the  Act  of  1792.    Why  did  he  and  his 
Friends,  basing  their  operations  on    the 
declarations  of  thehon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber  for   Kilkenny,  say  that  the  present 
question  was  virtually  the  Church  question 
masked  under  that  of  corporate  reform  ? 
The  noble  Lord  had  thought  fit  to  rest  his 
Government,  not  on  that  principle  through 
which  he  came   into   power,  after  having 
overthrown  the   Government  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet, the  Member  for  Tamworth — 
not  on  that  Bill  which  thehon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tipperary   declared  was  the 
ground  work  of  the  indissoluble  compact 
and  junction  between  his  party   and  tha 
of  the  noble   Lord  opposite  ;  but  in    the 
first  week  of  the  Session  he  came  down 
to  the  House   parading  the  Corporation 
Reform  Bill,  and   took  the  opportunity  of 
stating  that  he  rested  the  existence  of  his 
Ministry   upon  it.     Why  did   the  noble 
Lord  take  this  step  ?    Because  he    very 
plainly  saw  that  the  majority  with  which 
he  had  originally  come    in  on  the  Church 
question  had    very   sensibly   diminished  ; 
and   that  there  was    a    probability    that 
on  this  question  of  corporation   reform- 
one   that   at  the   first  glance  wore  a  less 
objectionable  aspect,  and  seemed  founded 
on  more   plausible    grounds  —  a  greater 
number    of    votes  would    be    found    re- 
corded on  the  Ministerial  side  when  they 
came  to  a  division.     If  this  was  the  real 
and  true  explanation  of  recent  events,  and 
of  the  late  change  in  the  course  of  conduct 
adopted   by  the  other  side,  then,  were  not 
they  (the  Opposition)  justified  in  saying 
that  it  was  the  Irish  Church  question,  and 
not  that  of  the  reform  of  municipal  cor- 
porations, that  ou^ht  to  be   discussed  on 
this   occasion  ?     When    the   noble  Lord 
entered   into  his   general   defence   of  the 
Administration  in  Ireland — when    he   told 
the  House  of  the  peculiar  blessings  granted 
to  Ireland  by  the  presence  of  Lord  MuU 
grave  and  the  co-operation  of  the  hoii% 
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and   learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  —  he 
little  anticipated  the  complete  answer  that 
was  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bandon,  or  the  strong  array  of 
facts  by  which  that  answer  was  substan- 
tiated*    When  the  noble  Lord    taunted 
the   Protestants  of  Ireland   with  having 
allowed  weeks  to  elapse  before  they  came 
to   the   Legislature   for  redress    of  their 
grievances  he  was  asked  to  afford  a  tribunal 
before   which   the    accusation     could   be 
carried  ;  but  he  did  not  seem  by  any  means 
inclined  to  give  that  tribunal.     He  and 
his  Friends  were  taunted,  forsooth,  with 
the  charge,  that  they  took  every  oppor- 
tunity to   pour  out   the   phials  of  their 
wrath  and   indignation  on  the   hon.   and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  because  he 
chose  to  give  his  support  to  the  Govern- 
ment.    But  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
could  not,   at  all  events  say  that  he  had 
met  with  any   treachery  at  their  hands. 
What  did  his  own  Friends  say  of  him  ? 
Let  him  bear  in  mind  the  words  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  on  the 
first  night  of  the  Session.   Let  him  look  at 
a  publication  which  must  be  in  the  hands 
of  every  man,  in  which  the  most  positive 
declarations  were   made  as  to  his  Par- 
liamentary conduct,  and  as  to  the  views 
professed  by   him   on  the  subject  of  the 
Protestant  Church.     He  alluded   to  the 
pamphlet  recently  published  by  a  gentle- 
man, lately  a  Member  of  that  House  (Mr. 
Feargus  O'Connor)  who  said,  '*After  the 
acceptance  of  the  Lords  of  Corporate  Reform 
I  was  sitting  in  the  Westminster  Club ;  *  you 
arrived  there,  and  J  said,  'M^ell,  you  have 
sold  us  at  last — you  are  as  mere  a  Whig 
as  any  of  them.'  What    was  yonr  reply  ? 
'  Hold   your   tongue,   you    fool ;  I    only 
want  the  Whigs  to  do  my  dirty  work,  and 
then  ril  kick  them  out,  asl  did  the  Tories.' " 
Had  the  political  opponents  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  ever  gone  so  far 
as  this  in  declaring  their  opinion  of  him  ? 
Had  they   not  carefully  abstained  from 
doing  more  than  impugniDg  his  political 
conduct  and   views,  and  showing    their 
practical  effect  in  a  legislative  point  of 
Yiew  ?    But  Mr.  Feargus  O'Connor  went 
on  to  show  that  he  had  communicated 
his  views  on  the  subject  to  another  Gen- 
tleman, also  a  Member  of  the  House,  and 
that  this   Gentleman   had   concurred   in 
them,  thus  proving  that  among  the  sup- 
porters of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man there  had  been  communications  on 
the  subject  of  bis  political  conduct.    He 


further  said--^"  Your  conduct  upon  the  mea- 
sure is  before  the  public,  but,  as  all  public 
men  are  public  property,  I  shall  give  you  the 
opinion  of  one  of  Ireland's  best  Members 
relative  to  your  support  of  that  measure. 
The  Gentleman  alluded  to  and  I  spoke 
the  same  night,  and  shortly  after  I  had 
concluded  we  left  the  House  together.   At 
his  request  I  accompanied  him  down  Great 
George- street    to   the    Park-gate,    when 
he  thus  addressed  me,  '  Well,  0*Connor, 
what    are    we  to    do    with    this    man  ? 
Upon  my  soul,  I  have  observed  bim  of 
late,  and  he  is  ruining  us  and  selling  the 
country.' "      Here  were  opinions  from  a 
quondam  friend  !— ^The  community  must 
put  a  construction  upon  these  words  also. 
I  give  them  without  note  or  comment,  and 
am    ready   to   mention   who  the  patriot 
was."     Here  he  thought  was  ample  proqf 
that  in  taking  the  course  they  had  done, 
and  in  impugning  the  motives  of  the  hon. 
and  learned    Gentleman,  the  supporters 
of  the  Protestant  Establishment  in  Ireland 
had  done   that  which  their  duty  bound 
them   to   do;    and   also   that   they   had 
something  more  than  mere  reasoning  on 
probabilities  to  show  that  the  support  of 
the  measure  of  corporate  reform  was  only 
a    stepping*stone  towards   upsetting  the 
Church  Establishment  of  Ireland.     [The 
hon.   and   learned    Member   quoted    the 
opinion    of    Mr.    G.    Cornwall    Lewie, 
in  a  work  on  the  disturbances  in  Ireland, 
published  recently,  to  the  effect  that  any 
modification   merely  of  the  Church   Es* 
tablishment   in    Ireland  would   be  insuf- 
ficient, for  that  the  sole  aim  of  the  oppo^ 
nents  of  Protestantism  in  Ireland  was  the 
utter  destruction  and    demolition  of  the 
Establishment.]     Why,  then,  give  to  the 
supporters    of   such   views   the  immense 
power  that  this  Corporation  Bill   would 
confer?     If  they  were  now  in  a  situation 
to  be  able  to  impede  the  progress  of  the 
payment  of  tithe,  by  sending  out  from  the 
Association  pacificators  into  each  county, 
who  paraded    with   armed    bands,    and 
maintained  a  perfect  system  of  despotic 
authority  for  the  attainment  of  their  ob- 
jects, was  it  not  ^lear  that  when  they 
acquired  an  additional  fulcrum  in  these 
Corporations,  leading,  as  they  must  do, 
to  the  extension  of  the   Parliamentary 
franchise  on  a  basis  similar  to  the  muni* 
cipal  elective  franchise,  the  great  aim  and 
object  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny  would  have  been  attained, 
and   these  Corporations  would   become 
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normal  schools  for  the  agitation  of  the 
ultiioate  question  which  he  proposed  as 
the  result  of  his  political  exertions  ?    Was 
he  wrong  in  contrasting  with  these  de- 
clarations and  actions   of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  declarations  made 
by  himself  and  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy  at  a  former  crisis  in  their  affairs? 
It  could  not  have  escaped  the  recollection 
of  the  House  that  in   1826  the  Roman 
Catholic    hierarchy  had    protested    their 
desire  not  to  attack  by  insidious  means 
the  Established  Church   in   Ireland.     At 
that  time  the   Roman  Catholic   Bishops 
published  a  pastoral  letter  to  their  Clergy, 
to  which  the  signature  of  "  John  M*Hale" 
was    appended.      That    letter    contained 
these  expressions:  —  "The  Catholics  of 
Ireland,   far  from  claiming  any  right  or 
title  to  forfeited  lands,  resulting  from  any 
right,  title^  or   interest   which  their   an- 
cestors   may   have    had   therein,    declare 
upon  oaih,  '  that  they  will  defend,   to  the 
utmost  of  their  power,  the  settlement  and 
arrangement  of  property  in  this  country^ 
as  established  by  the  laws  now  in  being.' 
They   also   *  disclaim,  disavow,   and   so- 
lemnly abjure  any   intention    to   subvert 
the  present  Church  Establishment,  for  the 
purpose  of  substituting  a  Catholic  Esta- 
olishment  in  its    stead.'     And,    further, 
they  swear  that  they  will  not  exercise  any 
privilege  to  which  they    are  or  may  be 
entitled  to  disturb  and  weaken  the  Pro- 
testant Religion  and  Protestant  Govern- 
ment in   Ireland."      Here  was  a  solemn 
abjuration  and  declaration  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  Bishops  of  Ireland.     But  what 
was  their  tone  now  as  regarded  the  ques- 
tion  of  Corporation  Reform  and  of  the 
destruction  of  the  Protestant  Church  in 
Ireland  ?     He  would  for  one  moment  turn 
to  a  tetter  written  by  one  of  their  body — 
a  letter  that  must  be  familiar  to  every 
Member  of  that  House,  one    written  in 
very  striking  language,  and  pointing  out 
in  the  most  unequivocal  manner  the  views 
entertained  by  its  writer,  the  rev.  Gen- 
tleman from  whose  writings  he  had  just 
quoted  a  passage,  on  the  great  questions 
now  agitating  the   public  mind.     Let  it 
not  be   forgotten  that  this   was  a  letter 
from    Dr.   M'Hale,    one  of   those    who 
signed    the    previous  abjuration,    to  the 
Bishop  of  Exeter — that  rev.  prelate  who, 
but  a  few  minutes  ago,  had  come  in  for 
the  vituperation   the    hon.   Member   for 
St.  Alban's  bad  thought  proper  to  lavish 
upon  him*    Part  of  this  Utter  ran  thus  :-* 


"  It  is  scarcely  necessary  to  remark  that, 
whilst  I  proclaim  an  unappeasable  faosr 
tility  to  the  Church  Establishment,  I  en- 
tertain none  whatever  towards  any  indir 
vidual  for  his  honest  religious  opinions. 
*    *    *    After  all  the  evils  it  has  heaped 
on  this  devoted  land  it  is  some  consola* 
tion  to  reflect  that  the  legislative  axe  it 
laid  to  the  root  of  the  Establishment.    The 
pruners  of  the  ecclesiastical  vineyard  have 
not  read  the  Roman  history  in  vain,  and 
already   ten   of   the  lofty  plants,   which 
poisoned  by  their  narcotic  influence  the 
wholesome  vegetation,  are  laid  low.    This* 
doubtless,  is  a  prelude  to  a  further  and 
more   enlarged   process  of   expurgation. 
Wiih    every  successive    measure    of   re- 
form existing   abuses  will    be   removedi 
until,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  not  a  vestige  of  the 
mighty  nuisance  will  remain.    *    *    Wit- 
ness your  impotent  attempt  against  Catho- 
lic Bishops  assuming  their  ancient  and 
hereditary  titles.     Think  you  they  have 
any  force  in  binding  men's  consciences? 
The  Parliamentary  Church  may  enjoy  any 
temporary   privileges    which   Parliament, 
without  injury  to  the  people,  may  confer. 
His  Majesty  s  Bishops  may  surely  enjoy 
all  those  lordly  titles  which  his  Majesty, 
the  rich  source  of  worldly  titles,  can  be* 
stow.       I  shall   freely   declare   my  own 
resolves.     I  have  leased  a  small  farm,  just 
sufficient  to  qualify  me  for  the  exercise  of 
the  franchise,  in  order  to  assist  my  coun« 
trymen  in  returning  those,  and  those  alone^ 
who  will  be  their  friends,  instead  of  what 
their  Representatives  usually  were,   iheir 
bitterest  enemies.     I  must  therefore  con« 
fess,  that,  after  paying  the  landlord  his 
rent,  neither  to   parson,   or   proctor,  or 
landlord,  or  agent,  or  any  other  individual^ 
shall   I   consent  to  pay,  in  the  shape  of 
tithe  or  any  other  tax,  a  penny  which  shall 
go  to  the  support  of  the  greatest  nuisance 
in  this  or  any  other  country."     He  main- 
tained, then,  that  the  alarm  felt  on  thai 
side  of  the  House  was  not  unfounded.     It 
was  but   a  few  evenings  since,  that  the 
House  had  witnessed  a  proposition  to  drive 
the   Bishops   from   the    House  of  Lords. 
Was,  or  was  not,  that  an  attempt  to  dis* 
turb  the  Protestant  Church  as  established 
by  law  ?     Had  not  the  Bishops  their  right 
to  sit  in  the  House  of  Lords  by  virtue  of 
their   temporalities?       Take   away  their 
temporalities,   and  you  take   away  their 
right,  but  not  till  then.     But  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  might  say,  that  they  did  not 
conceive  that,  in  doing  this,  they  were 
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weakening:  the  Protestant  Church  as 
established  by  law;  yet  the  House  had 
seen  hon.  Members  voting  against  that 
motion,  who  would  not  be  understood  to 
wish  to  weaken  the  Protestant  Church , 
but  who  did  not  scruple  to  support  a 
measure  which,  by  the  declarations  of 
iBOine  of  its  most  powerful  supporters,  was 
to  be  looked  upon  as  a  mere  stepping-stone 
to  ulterior  and  more  important  measures. 
He  had,  however,  another  and  a  still  more 
recent  proof  of  the  intentions  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  as  to 
the  integrity  and  continued  existence  of 
the  Protestant  Established  Church  of 
Ireland.  No  later  than  the  day  before 
yesterday,  a  deputation  had  waited  on 
that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  from 
the  Radicals  of  Lambeth.  Now,  he  must 
say,  that  on  some  points,  and  in  some 
respects,  he  (Mr.  Maclean)  really  had 
great  respect  for  the  Radicals.  They  were 
men  entitled  to  this  praise — that  they  went 
straightforward  with  their  propositions. 
They  did  not  mince  matters.  They  were 
for  at  once  fighting  out  the  great  contest 
between  the  principle  of  a  democracy  and 
that  of  a  constitutional  monarchy.  They 
bad  held  forth  the  language  of,  he  sin- 
cerely believed,  men  honestly  believing  the 
principles  and  opinions  they  professed. 
They  fairly  told  what  they  meant,  and,  so 
far,  and  for  those  qualities,  he  (Mr.  Mac- 
lean) respected  them.  But  when  they 
(the  Opposition)  wished  to  bring  to  a  fair 
and  open  contest  the  truth  of  their  princi- 
ples, there  rushed  in  a  third  party — not 
agreeing  with  either — who  eflfeclually  pre- 
vented both  from  ascertaining  the  real 
feeling  of  the  people  on  the  respective 
principles.  They  acted  the  part  of  the 
Sabine  ladies.  At  one  time  they  could  not 
bear  those  with  whom  they  were  now  in 
strict  communion  ;  but  having  once  formed 
the  connexion,  they  were  ready  to  rush 
on  the  drawn  swords  of  their  opponents. 
What  was  the  reply  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  the  Lambeth  depu- 
tation ?  In  his  letter,  dated  Feb.  9lh, 
1 837,  would  be  found  this  passage : — "  You 
slate  twelve  points  of  the  Radical  creed. 
To  prepare  you  to  meet  me,  (  will  tell  you 
how  far  I  agree  with,  and  where  I  differ 
from,  you.  1.  A  truly  reformed  House  of 
Commons. — I  heartily  agree.  2.  Equal 
representation. — I  agree.  3.  Universal 
suffrage. — 1  agree.  4.  Vole  by  ballot.— 
I  «gree.  5.  Short  Parliaments. — I  agree. 
^.  No    property   qualification. — I    agree. 


7.  A  national  system  of  education.-— I 
agree.  8.  Just  taxation. — I  agree.  9.  No 
Established  Church.  —  I  agree.*'  Now, 
was  not  this  as  solemn  a  declaration 
as  that  House  could  require,  of  the  views 
entertained  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman on  the  subject  of  the  Church 
Establishment  in  Ireland  ?  By  the  ex* 
pression  '*  I  agree/'  he  must  also  be  held 
to  mean  that  he  would  use  his  exertions 
to  procure  those  things  which  he  thus 
showed  his  desire  to  attain.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  so  openly 
urge  such  views  here,  where  he  was  under 
some  sort  of  control,  how  much  the  more 
would  he  do  so  where  he  was  superior  to 
all  control  ?  It  was  on  a  consideration 
of  all  these  important  declarations  that  he 
was  of  opinion,  that  these  Municipal  Cor- 
porations ought  not  to  be  placed  under 
the  influence  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman ;  for  if  the  House  did  give  him 
that  vast  power,  if  they  did  open  those 
normal  schools  of  agitation,  they  would 
furnish  him  with  the  means  of  attaining 
all  those  objects  to  which  he  did  not 
scruple  to  declare  all  his  political  exertbns 
pointed.  He  would  appeal  to  the  opinions 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  expressed,  not 
whilst  speaking  in  that  House,  but  when 
writing  as  a  philosopher  In  his  closet.  In 
the  noble  Lord's  treatise  on  the  British 
Constitution,  he  stated,  that  in  the  con« 
cessions  made  to  the  Dissenters  in  the 
reign  of  William  and  Mary,  the  Roman 
Catholics  were  not  included;  and  the 
same  noble  Lord  further  observed,  that  ft 
was  true  that  in  the  reigns  of  Elizabeth  and 
James  1st,  the  Roman  Catholics  had 
sought  for  foreign  assistance,  had  engaged 
in  plots  and  assassinations,  had  struck  at 
the  root  of  British  freedom  and  independ. 
ence,  and  though  he  doubted  whether  the 
refusal  of  concession  were  wise,  he  folly 
acknowledged  that  it  was  just.  With 
such  admissions,  he  desired  to  know 
upon  what  principle,  or  by  what  maxim 
of  prudence,  could  hon.  Members  de« 
fend  that  course  of  policy  which  went 
to  place  the  Church  Establishment  in 
Ireland  at  the  feet  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic hierarchy?  There  was  a  great 
demand,  indeed,  of '*  justice  to  Ireland." 
Now,  if  that  meant  equality  in  every  re- 
spect, he  admitted  that,  in  some  respects, 
they  did  not  deal  out  equal  justice  to 
Ireland.  For  instance,  in  Ireland  they 
were  not  called  upon  to  pay  assessed 
taxes.    He  admitted  that  when  these  taxes 
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were  laid  on,  Ireland  might  have  bee 
taxed  as  much  as  she  could  bear;  but 
since  then  the  condition  of  Ireland  had 
materially  improved,  and  yet  Ireland  was 
not  called  on  to  bear  the  proportion  of  this 
species  of  taxation.  At  the  same  time  the 
analogy  which  had  been  said  to  exist 
between  the  Municipal  Corporations  of 
England  and  those  of  Ireland,  was  not  a 
just  analogy.  In  England,  the  Corporations 
were  much  older,  and  the  people  possessed 
a  much  larger  interest  in  them.  The 
Corporations  in  Ireland  were  in  some 
degree,  he  might  almost  say,  a  sort  of 
citadel,  for  the  protection  of  the  Protestant 
interests.  Those  Corporations  had  con- 
tinued to  give  to  the  Protestant  interest 
the  advantage  of  being  adequately  repre- 
sented in  Parliament.  Now,  these  and 
other  advantages  they  at  that  side  of  the 
House  bad  agreed  to  surrender.  He 
would  also  remind  the  House,  that  when 
it  bad  been  declared  as  the  opinion 
of  the  House  and  of  the  Crown,  that  it 
was  desirable  that  the  Orange  Society 
should  cease,  those  hon*  Members  who 
were  connected  with  that  society  came 
forward  in  the  most  honourable  manner, 
and  used  every  influence  in  their  power  to 
prevail  on  those  societies  to  dissolve  them- 
selves, and  their  efforts  were  successful. 
Were  not  those  instances  to  which  he 
had  referred,  a  proof  of  the  disposition  of 
those  at  that  side  of  the  House  to  make 
concessions?  Emancipation  was  granted 
to  the  Irish  people,  and  they  were  told 
that  that  measure  would  be  sufficient  to 
ensure  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  Ire- 
land. He  need  not  say  whether  that 
measure  had  succeeded  or  not.  The  Irish 
agitators  now  came  forward  to  ask  for  the 
establishment  of  normal  schools  of  agita- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  in  that  he  and  his 
Friends  refused  to  concur.  They  were 
fighting  the  battle  of  the  English  people, 
but  that  was  not  the  question  on  which 
the  contest  was  to  be  finally  decided.  The 
people  of  England  were  anxious  to  resist 
any  measure  by  which  the  interests  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  could  be 
injured  or  compromised.  That  was  the 
great  question  to  be  decided,  and  it  was 
their  duty  to  see  that,  neither  by  open 
nor  insidious  means,  those  great  and 
important  interests  should  be  compromised. 
On  a  former  occasion,  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell)  had  said,  that  no 
false  pride  would  prevent  him  from  at- 
tempting to  make  a  satisfactory  settlement 


of  that  great  question.  He  trusted,  then, 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  lose  no  time  in 
bringing  that  question  forward,  in  order 
that  they  might  see  how  far  the  noble 
Lord  was  prepared  to  propose  a  satisfac* 
tory  settlement  of  the  question.  He  did 
not  know,  however,  how  far  the  influence 
of  the  h on.  Member  for  Kilkenny  might 
interfere  with  the  noble  Lord,  in  reference 
to  that  settlement  which  he  appeared  to 
desire  so  much.  That  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  made  many  promises  an 
declarations,  but  it  was  unnecessary  to  say 
how  far  they  had  been  realised.  He  had 
stated  that  this  measure  was  necessary  to 
the  peace  of  Ireland,  and  that  its  rejection 
would  lead  to  the  most  dangerous  results. 
He  would  say,  however,  of  the  language 
of  the  hon.  Member,  *'  Sub  risu  lachrymas 
sub  melle  venenum."  For  the  reasons  he 
had  stated,  he  felt  bound  to  oppose  this 
measure.  No  sufficient  grounds  nad  been 
stated  in  support  of  the  plan  now  brought 
forward,  and  until  he  found  arguments 
stronger  and  more  sufficient  than  those  on 
which  the  supporters  of  this  measure  relied, 
he  felt  bound  to  meet  it  with  his  most 
decided  and  strenuous  opposition. 

Mr.  Bellew  would  feel  very  ranch 
obliged  to  the  House  if  they  would  for  a 
few  minutes  listen  to  the  observations 
which  he  wished  to  make,  and  he  assured 
them  that  he  would  not  abuse  their  indul- 
gence or  trespass  at  any  very  unreasonable 
length  upon  their  patience.  The  Catholic 
question  was  for  forty  years  the  great 
stumbling-block  amongst  statesmen  in 
legislating  for  Ireland,  and  it  appeared 
unfortunately  that  it  was  not  yet  removed, 
for  let  hon.  Gentlemen  disguise  it  as  they 
might,  the  whole  beginning  and  end  of 
their  argument  amounted  to  this — ''  The 
people  of  Ireland  are  Catholic  5  we  can- 
not, therefore,  trust  them  with  the  ma- 
nagement of  local  affairs  \  the  people  of 
England  are  Protestant,  and  they  may  be 
so  trusted."  For  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  it  was  not  sought  by  any  one  to  de- 
fend the  present  corporations,  or  to  con- 
sider their  total  abolition  as  any  injustice. 
The  interests  of  the  present  Protestant 
corporators  were  most  unceremoniously 
dealt  with,  just  in  the  same  way  as  were 
the  Brunswick  clubs  at  the  time  of  eman- 
cipation. .  He  regretted  the  more  deeply 
that  this  feeling  should  continue  to  be 
mixed  up  with  so  many  Irish  questions, 
because  he  had  the  other  night  a  most 
gratifying  proof,  when  this  feeling  did  not 
interfere,  how  anxious  Gentlemen  on  all 


691      Mumcipal  Corporations       {COMMONS}      ( Ireland J-^CommiHee.      6^% 


sides  of  the  Hou9e  were  to  unite  in  appro- 
bation of  the  Bill  for  the  relief  of  the  poor 
of  Ireland  \  and  there  was  no  one  who 
more  warmly  or  niore  eloquently  than  the 
noble  -Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire^ bore  testimony  to  the  kindly  feel- 
ing, and  the  naturally  good  and  generous 
sentiments  of  the  Irish  people.  "  From  all 
he  had  ever  heard  of  the  character  of  that 
noble  Lord  as  a  landlord^  the  persons  on 
bis  estates  would  be  ungrateful  indeed  if 
they  did  not  evince  the  warmest  regard 
and  personal  attachment  to  him.    He  only 
regretted  that  the  noble  Lord  should  not 
have  an  equally  good  opinion  of  the  higher 
class^  who  would  become  possessed  of  the 
franchise  under  the  present  Bill— a  class 
having  the  advantages  of  education,  of  a 
more  extended  intercourse  with  their  fel- 
low-citizens, and  in  many  instances  being 
in  a  situation  which  gave  them  a  positive 
intereet  in  standing  well  with  their  fellow- 
townsmen  of  all  ranks  and  persuasions. 
Indeed  the  manner  in  which  the  power 
intrusted  to  boards  chosen  under  the  9th 
of  Geo.  4th>  for  cleaning  and  lighting 
towns  in  Ireland  had  been  exercised,  was 
a  practical  proof  that  no  partiality  in  the 
selection  of  persons,  on  religious  grounds, 
waa  to  be  apprehended.    In  the  only  town 
in  his  county,  namely,  Dundalk,  where  a 
board  of  this  kind  existed,  he  would  ven- 
ture to  say  that  no  man  of  any  party  com- 
plained of  the  persons  elected.     He  could 
not,  for  his  part,  understand  how  Gentle- 
men who  opposed  this  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  the  persons  who  would  gain  the  chief 
benefit  from  it  were  Catholics  could  ob- 
ject on  the  same  principle  to  a  Bill  for 
superseding  all  the  magistracy  of  Ireland, 
nine-tenths  of  whom  were  Protestant,  and 
vesting  in  the  bands  of  Government  the 
entire  administration  of  justice  in   that 
country ;  for,  much  as  they  had  heard  of 
the  abuse  of  power  by  the  present  Go- 
vemmenty  it  seemed  there  were  no  objec- 
tions to  confiiling  to  them  all  the  addi- 
tional power  to  be  given  under  the  present 
Bill.     If  religion  and  not  6tness  were  to 
be  the  test  for  the  depositaries  of  power  in 
Ireland,  and  that  such  was  the  feeling  on 
the  part  of  Tories  he  had  a  right  to  assume 
from  the  fact  that  there  was  hardly  a 
single  instance  of  a  Catholic  having  been 
promoted  to  office  under  a  Tory  Govern- 
ment, bow,  he  asked,  was  it  possible  that 
any  Government  could  be  carried  on  with- 
out having  one  or  other  party  enlisted  in 
perpetual  and  irreconcileable  hostility  to  it  ? 
Gentlemen  were  verv  fond^  when  it  an- 


swered their  purpose,  of  referring  to  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  Ireland.    Now 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  Ireland  were^^ 
that  there  were  7,000,000  of  Catholics 
and  700,000  Protestants.  This  peculiarity 
was  never  dwelt  on  when  the  Church  was 
in   question.    As   Mr.  Cobbett  observed 
once,  "  we  talk  of  his  Majesty's  army  and 
his  Majesty's  navy,  but  we  never  talk  of 
his  Majesty's  debt— O,  no,  it  is  the  na- 
tional debt."    The  preponderance  of  Ca- 
tholics,   though    a  very    strong    reason 
against  their  being  admitted  to  corpora- 
tions, was  none  in  the  world  against  their 
paying  tithes.     Indeed,  the  proposed  re- 
form of  the  corporations  was  opposed  lest 
it  might  ultimately  interfere  with  the  col- 
lection  of  tithes,     it  was    opposed  ex- 
pressly on   the  ground  of  danger  to  the 
Irish  Church.     Legislation,  in  fact,  as  far 
as  Ireland  was  concerned,  must  stand  still 
because  they  had  a  Church  Establishment. 
The  same  argument   was  used   against 
Emancipation  and  the  Reform  Bill,  and, 
in  his  opinion,  with  considerable  show  of 
justice.     But  how,  after  having  conceded 
the  principle  of  this  Bill — as  he  main- 
tained they  had  done,  by  the  two  mea- 
sures which  gave  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
the  power  of  returning  a  miyority  of  Irish 
representatives  to  this  House — they  could 
think  that  they  could  for  any  time  prevent 
a  perfect  equality  in  every  respect  between 
the  two  countries,  appeared  to  htm  most 
extraordinary.     Wlien  it  was  stated  that 
the  effect  of  the  Bill  at  present  before  the 
House  would  be  to  confer  power  exclu- 
sively ou  Catholics,  he  was  tempted  to 
refer  to  a  piece  of  evidence  in  the  Irish 
Poor-law  Report,  as  he  thought  it  afforded 
a  very  good  illustration  of  the  ideas  of  ex- 
clusive power  entertained  by  some  persons. 
A  witness  of  the  name  of  Rowan,  in  the 
county  Down,  was  asked  if  many  persons 
would  emigrate  if  a  free  passage  were 
given  'i  His  answer  was — ''  Several  would, 
because  their  privileges  are  infringed  upon 
I  as  Protestants."    The  explanation  of  this 
turned  out  to  be  that,  until  lately,  the  Ca- 
tholics got  no  leases,  but  the  Protestants 
had  good  ones  \  but  now  the  landlord  todc 
whoever  paid  the  highest  rent.    Just  in 
the  same  way  as  Mr.  Rowan  considered 
that  the  landlord  who  preferred  the  tenant 
who  was  most  industrious,  and  who  paid 
him  the  highest  rent,  was  trenching  upon 
his  privileges  as  a  Protestant,  did  lu>n. 
Gentlemen  opposite  seem  to  consider  the 
present   Bill    as    interfering  with    their 
rights.  That  it  was  inteadedby  theEman- 
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cipfttioB  Bill  to  admit  Catholics  to  cprpo- 
ratioBS  there  could  be  no  doubts  as  there 
were  special  enactments  in  that  Bill  pro- 
viding that  the  insignia  of  office  belonging 
to  the  mayor  or  other  officer  should  not  be 
displayed  at  any  house  of  worship,  save 
that  of  the  Bstablished  Church.    But  it 
was  every  day  becoming  more  evident^ 
and  the  late  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet^  the  Member  for  Tarn  worth,  left 
no  doubt  of  the  fact  j  that  the  Mi  nistry  who 
passed  Emancipation  only  yielded  to  a  dire 
and  irresistible  necessity,  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  Catholics,  having  once 
obtained  an  equality  in  the  eye  of  the  law, 
would  not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the 
practical  working  of  the  machine  of  Go- 
vernment, and  with  a  fixed  determination 
on  their  part  to  retain  place  and  power  in 
the  hands  that  had  hitherto  possessed  them. 
Now,   the  Catholics  of   Ireland  by   no 
means  acquiesced  in  this  plan )  and  if  it 
were  imagined  that  any  Government,  such 
as  might  be  supposed  to  be  formed  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  could  exist  in  this 
country  in  direct  collision  with  a  large 
majority  of    Irish   representatives  on    a 
question  altogether  Irish,  it  was  easy  to 
foresee  that  Ireland  would  only  add  one 
more  to  the  number  of  Ministries  she  had 
already  broken  up.    The  people  of  Ireland 
were  never  so  united  as  at  the  present 
moment.  They  were  never,  considering  their 
power,  so   reasonable  in   their  demands. 
But  in  addition  to  all  further  incentives  to 
resist  a  Tory  rule,  they  had  now  the  con- 
▼ictfon,  that  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
fbr  Tamworth,  could  not  afford  to  act  with 
forbearance,  but  must  deliver  himself  up 
into  the  hands  of  the  most  uncompro- 
mising of  the  Orange  party,  and  the  rule 
of  that  party  in  Ireland  would  meet  with 
a  resistance  so  fixed,  so  decided,  so  tem- 
perate, but  so  powerful,  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  any  Government  to  contend 
with  it.     If  the  battle  were  to  be  fought, 
he  rejoiced  it  was  on  such  a  question  as 
tlie  present;  and   he  rejoiced  the  more 
when  he  contrasted  the  sentiments  of  Gen.- 
tlemen  opposite  with  those  expressed  by 
his  Majesty's  Ministers.    After  the  fall 
and  clear  statement  made  during  the  past 
week  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  as  to  the  line  of 
policy  pursued  by  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  Ireland,  and  after  the 
unflinching   determination  expressed  by 
that  noble  Lord  to  continue  to  carry  on 
the  Government  on  the  same  principles, 
he  could  not,  as  an  Irish  Member,  refuse 


himself  the  gratification  of  bearing  his 
humble  testimony  to  the  blessings  prOf- 
duced  by  Lord  Mulgrave's  government, 
and  of  expressing  the  debt  of  gratitude 
which  he,  in  common  with  nine-tenths  of 
his  countrymen,  felt  to  that  noble  Lord> 
and  the  noble  Lord>  the  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, for  the  good  they  had  already  ef- 
fected. Gentlemen  opposite  might  ex- 
press what  opinion  they  thought  fit;  but 
this  he  fearlessly  stated,  that  this  w{is  the 
first  Government  considered  by  the  great 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  as  identified 
with  their  interests,  and  in  whose  admi- 
nistration of  justice  they  had  confidence  3 
— by  thatmcgority  recollect  who  returned 
sixty-three  Members  to  this  House,  and 
who  would  increase  that  number  on  the 
first  opportunity.  The  present  Govern- 
ment, it  was  true,  had  not  as  yet  been 
able  to  dry  up  the  springs  of  discontent^ 
but  the  waters  of  bitterness  had  been 
stopped  in  their  course.  They  had  pre- 
pared the  mind  of  the  Irish  people  for 
good  laws  by  the  manner  in  which  they 
had  administered  the  existing  ones.  They 
had  done  more  to  attach  Ireland  to  Bri- 
tish connexion  in  two  years  than  had 
been  achieved  by  their  predecessors  in  the 
course  of  their  whole  lives  j  and  by  pla- 
cing their  tenure  of  office  on  the  fate  of 
the  present  Bill,  they  had  shown,  that  as 
they  came  into  power  on  the  principle  of 
doing  justice  to  Ireland,  they  were  deter- 
mined not  to  retain  it  one  hour  after  they 
were  unable  to  carry  that  principle  into 
effect. 

Mr.  John  Young  wished  to  state  briefly 
his  own  view  of  the  question.  As  an  in- 
dependent roan  be  had  hoped  that  parties, 
after  engaging  in  the  warmest  opposition, 
might  have  made  mutual  concessions,  and 
arranged  this,  as  ihey  had  frequently  done 
other  questions,  on  the  solid  basis  of  the 
public  good.  Such  a  consummation  seemed 
hopeless,  and  he  regretted  that  this  would 
but  add  another  to  the  melancholy  instan- 
ces how  difficult  it  was  to  legislate  for  Ire- 
land, a  country  where  every  private  inter- 
est was  permitted  to  interfere  with  public 
interests,  and  where  the  heads  and  hearts  of 
both  parties  were  heated  not  merely  by 
political  but  by  religious  enthusiasm.  There 
were  objections  which  had  given  great 
umbrage  to  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
in  which,  as  a  Protestant  Irish  Member,  he 
thought  it  his  duty  to  say  he  did  not  par- 
ticipate. It  had  been  urged  that  the  cor- 
porc^tions  would  be   filled    by   Romaa 
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Caibolics  hostile  to  British  interests,  and 
disinclined  to  British  connexion.  At  first 
It  was  probable  violent  political  partizans 
would  nil  all  the  offices ;  subsequently  he 
hoped  ihey  would  settle  in  the  hands  of  the 
merchants  and  traders — bodies  little  likely 
to  be  inHuenced  by  religious  enthusiasm, 
whose  feelings  and  attachment  would  in 
all  probability  follow  their  positive  and 
material  interests.  As  to  the  question 
mooted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Alban's, 
whether  the  granting  or  denying  these  cor- 
porations would  cause  a  transfer  of 
political  power  in  Ireland,  that  should  form 
no  ingredient  in  the  consideration  of  this 
question.  Parties  in  that  country  would 
find  their  own  level,  and  send  propor- 
tionate numbers  of  Representatives  to  that 
House,  but  it  ought  not  to  be  dragged  in 
or  affect  the  question  under  discussion. 
What  most  surprised  him  was,  the  undue 
importance  given  to  the  corporations,  and 
the  eagerness  of  the  demand  for  them. 
Formerly  they  might  have  been  useful 
and  necessary.  They  implied  the  protec- 
tion of  the  King  or  of  some  powerful 
Lord,  and  were  a  defence  against  feudal 
rapacity  and  unjust  aggression.  The 
consciousness  which  they  gave  the  towns- 
men that  they  could  not  be  individually 
despoiled  of  their  possessions,  inspired  an 
industry  and  perseverance  which  all  sub- 
sequent assaults  were  unable  to  daunt  or 
overcome.  But  such  defences  are  no 
longer  wanting.  The  power  of  the  law, 
backed  by  public  opinion,  has  long  ago 
stopped  those  excesses  which  prevailed  in 
ruder  ages.  These  institutions,  therefore, 
though  so  vehemently  demanded,  were 
out  of  date,  and  ill-suited  to  the  temper 
or  the  exigencies  of  these  times  :  while, 
It  must  be  admitted,  all  the  ends  and 
advantages  of  self-government  could  be  as 
well  and  more  cheaply  attained  by  the 
means  pointed  out  in  the  noble  Lord's 
amendment.  The  violence  with  which 
they  were  sought  begot  suspicion  and 
alarm  in  the  minds  of  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland.  They  knew  not  to  what  uses 
they  were  to  be  turned,  or  how  they  might 
be  injured  by  these  new  engines,  if  once 
set  in  motion.  The  Member  for  Kilkenny 
declared  openly,  "  Give  me  Corporations, 
and  I  will  do  anything."  What  were  the 
minority  to  conclude?  They  knew  his 
vast  powers  of  perverting  measures  to  his 
own  purpose ;  they  saw  that  progress  of 
knowledge  and  improvement,  which  had 
taken  place  in  England  and  made  reforms 


safe,  had  not  attained  equal  extent  in 
Ireland — and  they  saw  themselves  sur- 
rounded by  multitudes  so  blinded  by  pre* 
judice,  and  so  credulous  from  ignorance, 
as  to  receive  the  most  palpable  absurdi- 
ties, and  to  suffer  themselves  to  be  blindly 
guided  by  leaders  so  little  scrupulous  as 
to  counsel  them  in  the  readiest  and  safest 
modes  of  eluding  or  breaking  the  very 
laws  which  they  had  themselves  been 
lately  engaged  in  framing.  Under  such 
circumstances  the  apprehensions  of  the 
Protestants  were  well  founded,  and  their 
resistance  just  and  reasonable.  The  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Alban's  talked  of  strength- 
ening the  hands  of  Government.  He  did 
not  know  how  the  hon.  Member  proposed 
to  effect  that  object;  but  undoubtedly 
the  weakness  of  the  Government  was  one 
of  the  great  mischiefs  of  Ireland.  The 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  an  adjustment  of 
the  question  had  been  greatly  added  to  by 
the  unfortunate  position  of  the  Govern* 
ment,  which,  instead  of  softening  down 
animosities,  and  holding  a  balance  be* 
tween  contending  factions,  had,  on  all 
occasions,  been  obliged  to  come  forward 
as  the  advocate  and  champion  of  one 
party,  on  which  it  relied  for  its  very 
existence.  While,  therefore,  they  called 
themselves  Liberals,  and  loudly  professed 
their  principles  to  be  the  right  of  freedom 
as  to  opinion,  and  security  from  persecu- 
tion, what  was  taking  place  under  their 
rule  in  Ireland? — what  freedom  of  opinion 
could  the  Protestant  elector  exercise? 
What  security  from  persecution  was  en- 
joyed by  the  Protestant  clergymaii? 
He  did  not  blame  the  Government  for 
their  attention  to  the  wishes  and  demands 
of  the  Roman  Catholics ;  their  numbers, 
their  rapidly  increasing  wealth,  their  io- 
telligence,  must  enforce  the  attention  of 
any  and  every  statesman.  But  if  this 
attention  were  exclusive— if  Government 
as  they  had  lately  done,  selected  only  the 
more  violent  and  hot-headed  even  of  that 
party,  the  consequence  must  be  un- 
compromising resistance  from  the  Pro- 
testants and  Presbyterians — a  resistance, 
he  would  say,  to  which  at  any  other  con- 
juncture, and  in  quieter  times,  neither 
their  wishes  nor  their  principles  inclined 
them — necessity  compelled  them  to  it — 
by  it  they  might  not  ensure  ultimate  suc- 
cess, but  they  had  all  the  chances  of 
delay  in  their  favour.  They  would  earn 
the  respect  of  their  opponents — teaoh 
them  not  to  count  on  a  light  and  ea^y 
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triumph — and  on  other  occasions,  and 
probably  even  on  the  present,  wring  from 
them  fairer  terms  and  a  more  honourable 
compromise  than  they  seemed  willing  to 
ofier. 

Mr.  Charles  Bullet  observed,  that,  al- 
though he  had  already  risen  once  and 
had  not  been  fortunate  in  catching  the 
Speaker's  eye,  he  was  rather  glad  it  had 
happened  so,  as  it  had  afforded  him  an 
opportunity  of  listening  to  two  speeches 
from  Gentlemen  on  opposite  sides  of  the 
House  —  speeches  which,  temperate  in 
themselves,  had  this  very  remarkable  no- 
velty in  their  favour,  that  they  spoke  to  the 
question  before  the  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  preceded  the 
last  two  hon.  Members  had  taken  a  very 
different  course.  He  had  found  appa- 
rently so  little  to  grapple  with  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Alban's,  that  he  had  been  obliged  to  recur 
to  the  first  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  on 
bringing  this  question  forward  the  other 
night,  and  to  a  speech  made  by  Mr.  Fox 
ibrty  or  fifty  years  ago,  for  materials  for 
his  speech.  The  noble  Lord  the  other 
night  had  certainly  made  one  quotation 
from  Fox  which  had  evidently  made  a 
very  deep  impression  upon  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
It  was  where  the  great  orator  spoke  of  a 
**  miserable  monopolizing  minority,''  a 
description  perfectly  true  in  itself,  very 
personal,  and  moreover  very  alliterative. 
This  it  was  which  had  evidently  galled  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  no  little.  For  his  own 
part,  however,  he  did  wonder  very  much 
whether  it  would  be  possible  at  any  time 
to  carry  on  a  discussion  on  this  subject 
without  endless  references  to  policemen 
and  magistrates,  whom  under  other  cir- 
cumstances they  would  never  have 
heard  of — eternal  allusions  to  the  Ca- 
tholic Association,  and  interminable  ex- 
tracts from  all  the  speeches  delivered  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny, at  public  dinners  for  the  last 
fifteen  or  twenty  years.  Above  all,  he  was 
anxious  to  know  whether  it  would  ever  be 
feasible  for  hon.  Gentlemen  to  conduct 
such  an  argument  without  constantly 
using  taunting  allusions  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  the  subserviency 
Of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  to  him — themes 
which  he  had  himself  heard  repeated  ten 
thousand  times  on  a  moderate  calculation, 
and  which,  therefore,  might  well  be  sup- 1 


posed  to  have  worked  all  the  effect  upon 
the  human  mind  which  could  possibly  be 
expected  from  them.  The  hon,  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  he  ad- 
mitted, said  many  things  at  different  times 
which  he  ought  not  to  have  said.  It  was 
very  wrong;  but  he  would  ask,  had  hon* 
Gentlemen  opposite  always  been  so  very 
careful  at  Conservative  festivals  not  to  com- 
mit themselves  in  anyway  ofthe  like  kind. 
But  he  would  go  further.  He  would  con- 
cede the  charge  that  Ministers  were 
playing  into  the  hands  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  ;— he  would 
admit  all  this,  and  then  he  would  ask 
what  had  it  to  do  with  the  question, 
whether  they  should  grant  free  municipal 
institutions  to  the  people  of  Ireland.  We 
are  shallow  legislators,  continued  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  if  we  devise  our 
schemes  of  government  without  taking 
into  account  the  invariable  disposition 
in  human  nature  to  attempt  the  per- 
version of  all  great  institutions  to  the  pur- 
poses of  personal  aggrandisement,  and  the 
profit  of  party ;  if  we  apprehend  this 
evil  from  this  O'Connell  alone,  and  dream 
that,  if  he  were  to  die,  no  other  O'Connell 
would  ever  again  rise  to  trouble  us  ;  and 
if  we  do  not  so  shape  the  institutions  which 
we  give  to  the  Irish  people  as  to  secure 
them  from  something  more  than  the 
factions  of  a  day,  or  the  ambition  of  a 
single  individual.  What  matters  it,  then, 
what  the  designs  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  are,  or  what  he  avows  ?  We  want 
not  what  you  call  confessions,  but  what  I 
regard  as  boasts,  to  set  us  on  our  guard 
against  a  danger  which  we  ought  to  ap- 

Srehend,  if  not  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
(ember,  from  somebody  else.  It  is  our 
business  to  take  care,  that  neither  he  nor 
any  one  else  shall  be  able  to  turn  to  evil 
ends  the  institutions  which  we  purpose  to 
erect  for  the  behoof  of  millions  and  of 
ages.  I  could  have  much  wished,  Sir, 
that  it  had  been  possible  to  discuss  this 
great  question  free,  not  only  from  per- 
sonalities, but  also  from  all  considerations 
of  a  party  or  a  temporary  nature.  I  do 
not  know  whether  I  shall  get  many  per* 
sons  to  go  along  with  me  in  my  estimate 
of  the  importance  of  this  question,  but  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that,  in  my  opinion, 
these  questions  respecting  the  municipal 
institutions  of  a  country  are  the  most  in* 
teresting  which  a  Legislature  is  called  on 
to  consider  in  the  present  day.  The  more 
experience  that  I  derive  from  the  ttndy 
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either  of  books  or  of  the  events  which  are 
passing  around  ns,  the  more  deeply  am  I 
ooDvincedi  that  the  government  of  the 
parish  or  the  town  is  the  most  important 
nsatore  in  the  general  government  of  the 
state;  and  equally  strong  and  daily 
strengthening  is  my  conviction,  that 
whatever  may  be  the  best  species  of 
national  constitution,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  most  complete  democracy 
is  the  only  rational  principle  of  municipal 
institutions  ;  that  be  your  central  Govern- 
ment monarchical  or  oligarchical  or  re- 
publican, the  real  guarantee  for  the  pro- 
gress of  mankind  in  civilization,  and 
order  and  freedom,  In  moral  elevation, 
and  in  material  prosperity,  is  to  be  found 
in  the  adoption  of  local  self-government, 
I  am  much  inclined  to  think,  that  I  am 
right  in  these  views  when  I  observe  the 
tendency  towards  similar  opinions  which 
strikes  me  as  very  apparent  in  the  most 
profound  of  modern  speculations,  either  in 
the  history  of  past  times  or  the  institu- 
tions of  existing  nations.  Noti  only  do 
the  labours  of  learned  scholars,  in  lifting 
up  the  veil  that  conceals  from  us  the  me- 
cnanism  of  ancient  policy,  show  us 
the  greatness  of  the  Roman  empire 
contemporaneous  with  the  wise  system, 
which  left  the  Government  of  every  pro- 
vincial city  to  the  magistrates  elected  by 
the  inhabitants,  and  the  whole  fabric  of 
that  empire  crumbling  into  dust  from  the 
hour  in  which  the  central  tyranny  invaded 
the  municipal  rights  of  self-government, 
and  substituted  the  nominee  of  the  em- 
peror for  the  freely  elected  magistrate 
of  the  people ;  not  only  do  we  find  these 
municipal  democracies  the  last  fastnesses 
of  liberty  and  knowledge  during  the  dark 
reign  of  feudal  barbarism,  and  order  and 
civilisation  reasserting  their  dominion 
JQst  as  events  secured  a  greater  develop- 
ment to  the  freedom  of  the  towns ;  but 
when  a  philosopher  endeavours  to  deduce 
a  theory  of  government  from  the  institu- 
tions of  existing  nations,  when  a  De 
Tocqueville  seeks  to  read  the  future 
fortunes  of  mankind  in  the  spirit  of  de- 
mocracy, I  find  his  admirable  work  per- 
vaded  by  this  one  idea  of  the  importance 
ef  municipal  self-^government ;  and  I  find 
him  tracing  the  proud  pre-eminence  in 
freedom  and  order  exhibited  by  the  Eng- 
lish race  living  under  a  monarchy  in 
Etirope,  and  living  under  a  republic  in 
America,  to  their  common  habits  and 
common  institutions  of  local  self-govern- 


ment.  But  I  do  not  think  that  this  is  a 
matter  in  which  we  are  left  to  the  vague 
inferences  which  may  be  drawn  from  such 
experience  either  of  the  past  or  of  the 
present.  We  do  not  merely  see  that  such 
admirable  effects  have  been  produced,  but 
1  think  we  may  see  why  they  must  have 
been  produced.  I  think  it  stands  to 
reason  that  if  you  want  to  provide  for  the 
vigorous  undertaking  of  local  works,  and 
a  careful  provision  for  local  wants,  you 
should  leave  the  localities  as  much  as 
possible  to  shift  for  themselves.  Teach 
the  people  that  if  they  want  roads  made 
or  streets  paved,  if  they  want  to  have 
their  towns  lighted,  or  watched,  or  drained, 
they  must  see  and  do  it  themselves,  and 
experience  teaches  us  that  they  will  do 
it  better  than  any  one  else  will  do  it  for 
them.  Trust  to  the  same  principle  for  an 
efficient  police :  if  a  theft  or  a  murder  be 
committed,  let  the  locality  catch  the  thief 
or  murderer  as  they  can ;  and  1  will  be 
bound  they  will  catch  him  sooner  than 
any  one  else  can.  This  is  the  first  great 
advantage  of  local  self-government,  that 
by  making  every  locality  dependent  on  its 
own  energy  for  provision  for  its  own 
wants,  it  stimulates  the  activity  and  keeps 
alive  the  watchfulness  of  the  inhabitants, 
and  thus  secures  the  best  provision  for 
those  local  wants — the  best  discharge  of 
municipal  functions.  Then,  again,  there 
is  the  great  advantage,  that  by  giving  a 
town  some  voice  in  the  election  of  its  own 
judicial  officers  and  magistrates  you  make 
the  people  a  party  to  the  administration 
of  justice,  and  enlist  the  sympathies  of 
every  man  in  behalf  of  law  and  order, 
as  part  of  his  own  business.  I  cannot 
but  think  it  an  inestimable  auxiliary 
advantage  that  this  municipal  republic 
forms  a  most  admirable  apprenticeship 
for  the  higher  electoral  duties  of  the 
people ;  that  it  accustoms  them  to  choose 
among  their  neighbours  those  who  are 
most  able  and  upright,  and  naturally  to 
look  for  guidance  in  political  matters  to 
the  man  of  whose  good  management  of 
their  local  affairs  they  have  had  a  close 
experience ;  that  it  teaches  the  habits  of 
mutual  forbearance  and  concession,  so 
necessary  in  political  matters;  and  that 
by  multiplying  the  questions  daily  dis- 
cussed in  a  community,  it  has  a  tendency 
to  create  many  parties,  and  consequently 
to  prevent  the  division  of  the  whole  peo- 
ple into  two  great  and  irreconcileable  fac- 
tions; and  that  by  affording  a  sufficient 
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arena  for  local  emulation^  it  saves  the 
state  from  many  an  ambition  which  would 
otherwise  agitate  it,  and  consolidates  the 
power  of  the  people,  by  placing  in  its 
gift  not  merely  the  lofty  prizes  of  na- 
tional, but  the  cheaper  objects  of  muni- 
cipal, distinction.  I  hope  the  House  will 
excuse  me  for  having  taken  a  course  of 
argument  always  rather  unpopular  in  such 
an  assembly,  and  for  having  apparently 
gone  into  a  description  of  the  abstract 
policy  of  municipal  self-government,  in- 
stead of  confining  myself  to  its  applica- 
bility to  Ireland.  I  have  done  so  because 
I  think  it  shortens  my  argument;  because, 
if  I  am  right  in  my  estimate  of  the  general 
advantages  of  free  municipal  government, 
I  may  now  with  confidence  ask,  what 
country  in  the  world  stands  more  in  need 
than  Ireland  of  the  vivifying  and  human- 
izing influence  of  institutions?  I  know 
no  country  in  the  world  which  wants 
more  than  Ireland  the  stimulus  to  its 
industrial  energies,  the  vigilant  watch 
over  its  local  management,  which  muni- 
cipal self-government  would  give.  I  know 
no  country  in  which  it  is  so  necessary  to 
do  something  to  rally  public  sympathies 
around  the  laws,  and  make  the  preserva- 
tion  of  order  and  the  administration 
of  justice  a  part  of  the  business  of  the 
people.  And  perhaps  the  most  important 
consideration  of  all  is  one  which  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  seem  always  in- 
clined to  forget  in  these  discussions, 
namely,  that  Ireland  has  a  representative 
Government;  that  rave  as  you  may  at  the 
mode  in  which  the  Irish  people,  in  a  great 
majority  of  instances,  exercise  their  fran- 
chise, no  sane  man  can  dream  of  depriving 
them  of  it;  that  this,  therefore,  is  a  fact 
of  which  you  cannot  get  rid,  but  to  which 
you  must  confine  your  policy;  that  you 
must,  in  short,  educate  the  Irish  people 
for  the  exercise  of  political  rights.  Now, 
it  is  because  I  think  that  the  Bill  intro- 
duced b^  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  imper- 
fect as  It  is  in  some  respects,  is  founded 
on  the  principle  of  local  self-government, 
and  because  I  think  it  will  produce  these 
beneficial  effects  that  I  have  been  enume- 
rating, that  I  give  it  my  most  hearty 
support,  and  think  that  its  adoption  would 
be  a  great  and  permanent  guarantee  for 
the  future  happiness  of  Ireland.  The 
counter  plan  of  the  noble  Lord  differs 
wholly  from  this  plan,  and  proposes  to 
substitute  for  corporations  elected  by  the 
people  the  choice  of  the  Crown,  as  far  as 


the  magistracy,  the  police,  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  and  the  management  of 
the  local  funds  raised  for  these  purposes 
are  concerned,  and  the  division  of  the  rest 
of  the  municipal  functions  among  boards 
of  commissioners  chosen  for  the  purposes 
of  paving,  lighting,  draining  and  watching. 
The  first  part  of  this  plan  seems  to  roe  to 
require  little  discussion.  It  is  a  simple 
adoption  of  the  worst  kind  of  centralisation, 
of  which  we  have  seen  the  melancholy 
results  in  the  feeble  and  enfeebling  system 
of  local  management  which  has  for  the  last 
forty  years  existed  in  France.  A  system  so 
contrary  to  our  national  habits  and  the 
whole  spirit  of  our  institutions  will  hardly 
be  adopted  in  a  period  in  which  we  have 
ample  and  satisfactory  testimony  of  the 
mischief  which  it  has  done  in  every  country 
in  which,  for  the  misfortune  of  its  in- 
habitants, it  has  been  allowed  to  prevail. 
There  is  some  plausibility  in  the  proposal, 
of  the  noble  Lord  for  subdividing  municipal 
functions,  and  intrusting  the  different  de- 
partments to  commissioners;  but  the  great 
objection  to  this  is,  that  such  subdivisioa 
will  produce  apathy  among  electors*  and  get 
an  inferior  class  of  men  to  take  on  them*- 
selves  the  management  of  local  affairs. 
Collect  all  these  powers  together  and  pdt 
them  in  the  hands  of  somebody ;  let  the 
same  people  superintend  all  the  details  of 
mu  nicipai  government,  manage  thefinances, 
administer  justice,  and  direct  police  ;  and 
the  wielding  all  these  powers  will  be  an  ob- 
ject of  ambition  sufficient  to  tempt  persons 
of  property  and  intelligence  to  compete  for 
these  offices,  and  excite  the  interest  of 
people  as  to  the  election  for  them.  But 
subdivide  these  functions  and  place  them  in 
separate  hands,  and  the  mere  single 
business  of  lighting,  or  paving,  or  draining, 
will  possess  no  temptation  for  any  persons 
of  education;  and  these  powers,  will  past 
into  the  hands  of  an  inferior  class  of  men. 
I  should  say  that,  as  far  as  I  know  any* 
thing  of  the  personal  history  of  these 
bodies,  experience  fully  justifies  these  ap- 
prehensions ;  and  that  generally  speaking 
the  persons  who  compose  these  local 
boards  are  not  so  high  a  class  of  persons 
as  those  who  compose  corporations 
wherever  freely  elected.  But  next,  as  to 
these  sweeping  deductions  from  fact,  which 
are  what  Gentlemen  opposite  dignify  by  the 
title  of  experience.  First,  that  Birming- 
ham and  Manchester  have  swelled  into 
enormous  towns  without  corporations  under 
the  management    of  these  boards;  and 
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hence  we  are  asked  to  infer  that  such  a 
system  of  municipal  government  is  calcu- 
lated to  promote  prosperity.  Now  this  is 
one  of  the  usual  arguments  by  which  the 
great  prosperity  of  this  country  is  always 
urged  to  defend  every  abuse  in  it.  It  is 
rather  too  much  to  say  that  because  the 
absence  of  a  mavor  has  not  neutralised  all 
the  advantages  of  coal,  and  the  rule  of 
boards  has  not  driven  capital  and  industry 
from  the  spot  to  which  nature  invited  them, 
that  therefore  you  are  to  take  all  the  insti- 
tutions of  these  towns  as  models  for  muni- 
cipal government.  There  have  been  larger 
towns  than  these;  greater  masses  of 
human  beings  congregated  together  in  the 
ancient  cities  of  Africa;  and  Gentlemen 
ought  in  consistency,  to  call  upon  us  to 
adopt  municipal  governments  like  those  of 
Babylon  orTimbuctoo.  You  must  analyse 
these  matters  roost  narrowly  ;  must  not  be 
content  with  the  general  state  of  towns, 
but  examine  particularly  their  condition  as 
to  matters  which  come  immediately  under 
the  influence  of  municipal  government; 
and  you  cannot  settle  the  question  by 
urging  one  narrow  objectbn  to  our  plan. 
The  great  argument  is,  not  because  Irish 
are  Irish,  but  because  the  majority  are 
Catholics ;  that  the  effect  will  be,  to  take 
the  tyranny  out  of  the  hands  of  one  faction 
and  give  it  to  the  other.  This  is  the  lot  of 
all  free  governments ;  and  cannot  be  other- 
wise until  some  one  finds  out  a  third  form 
of  government  besides  that  of  the  majority 
governing  the  minority,  or  that  of  the 
minority  governing  the  majority.  I  know 
DO  other ;  and  while  this  is  the  case  I  roust 
roake  up  roy  mind  to  the  majority  ruling 
the  minority,  as  far  the  least  of  two  evils. 
You  think  to  avoid  it  by  giving  power  to 
central  government ;  but  have  we  not  had 
experience  enough  of  Ireland  to  convince 
us  that  the  King's  Government  there 
always  must  be  the  Government  of  party ; 
that  the  castle  always  governs  by  one  party 
or  the  other ;  that  the  only  difference  is, 
that  the  present  Ministry  govern  by  the 
Liberal  majority,  and  that  the  Tories  have 
always  governed,  and  would  always  govern, 
by  tlie  Orange  minority.  Between  two  par- 
ties I  prefer  that  of  the  majority.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  first  use  Catholics  will  make 
of  power  will  be  to  exclude  from  all  local 
authority  those  who  have  hitherto  so  shame- 
fully monopolised  and  abused  it.  They 
will  do  no  more.  The  central  Govern- 
ment, this  House,  and  the  Executive,  will 
prevent  their  exercising  any  active  tyranny 


over  the  minority ;  and  if  all  that  happens 
is,  that  the  Orange  leaders  are  excluded 
from  ofiice  in  all  the  towns  of  Catholic 
Ireland,  this  will  be  a  temporary,  and  con- 
sequently an  insignificant,  evil,  if  I 
thought  that  the  placing  these  powers  in 
the  hands  of  the  people  would  lead  to  a 
perpetuation  of  the  horrible  party  divisions 
of  Ireland,  and  cause  the  exclusion  of  the 
Protestants  from  municipal  office  for  ever, 
I  should  not  look  on  this  change  with  any 
complacency.  I  see  in  the  noble  Lord's 
plan  no  means  for  the  extinction  of  the 
present  party,  or  rather  sectarian,  divisions ; 
on  the  contrary,  it  would,  by  keeping  alive 
the  hopes  of  the  minority,  have  some  ten- 
dency to  strengthen  them.  But  in  the 
complete  triumph  of  the  people  I  see  a 
security  for  the  extinction  of  those  party 
feelings;  and  I  believe  that  the  establish, 
ment  of  municipal  self-government  would 
most  powerfully  promote  this  desirable  end, 
by  casting  men  into  new  local  parties  with- 
out reference  *o  religious  opinions.  In  the 
first  place,  I  have  no  doubt  all  Orangemen 
would  be  excluded,  and  very  few  Protes- 
tants be  admitted  into  the  council.  Bat 
do  you  suppose  the  Catholic  majority 
would  keep  together,  and  not  quarrel  with 
each  other  about  various  questions  of 
municipal  government?  One  part  of  the 
majority  would  support  this  street,  the 
other  that ;  one  would  prefer  Mr.  A.  for 
mayor,  the  other  would  think  the  town 
could  be  saved  by  no  one  but  Mr.  B.  In 
these  squabbles  of  the  majority  the  Protest- 
ant electors  would  find  <their  interests  or 
feelings  ranging  them  also  on  different 
sides:  they  would  become  merged  in 
the  supporters  of  one  or  the  other  local 
question,  or  this  or  that  local  leader. 
Take  away  the  present  monopoly,  the 
attack  and  defence  of  which  keep  Catho- 
lics and  Protestants  separated,  each  being 
united  to  oppose  the  other,  and  I  don^ 
believe  it  possible  for  them  to  stand  the 
dissolvent  effects  of  the  agitation  of  local 
questions.  Nothing,  I  believe,  prevents  so 
effectually  the  continuance  or  growth  of 
great  parties  as  the  giving  opportunities 
for  the  formation  of  several  small  parties, 
by  making  every  matter  of  local  govern- 
ment a  subject  of  discussion  among  the 
people.  It  is  said  the  plan  of  the  Govern* 
roent  will  increase  the  influence  of  the 
priests  and  demagogues,  but  I  know  not 
the  country  in  which  it  has  not  proved 
fatal  to  the  influence  of  a  priesthood.  Nor 
do   I   believe    it    would    increase     thf 
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pover  of  a  demagogae.  It  would  create  good  gOTernment  in  Great  Britain.  Thk 
leYerai  sources  of  agitation,  but  thereby  is  the  real  mischief  of  that  churdi,  lis 
diminish  the  intensity  of  heat  now  col-  ;  mere  existence  has  indeed  been  a  dreadfbl 
lected  into  one  focus.  I  think,  with  Gen-  e?il.  It  has  been  a  constant  insuU  to  the 
tlemen,  that  the  influence  of  the  priest-  '  great  mass  of  the  community,  a  constant 
hood,  particularly  of  the  Catholic  priest-  cause  of  irritation,  a  perversion  of  a  great 
hood,  is  an  evil,  and  that  the  immense  ;  national  fond  to  the  miserable  purposes  of 
influence  which  the  hon.  and  learned  a  sect  and  a  faction,  and  an  obstacle  to 
Member  for  Kilkenny  enjoys  is  one  which  the  endowment  of  the  national  religion  in 
no  one  desires  to  see  in  any  well-ordered  the  country  in  thi:  world  which,  perhaps, 
state*  And  this  is  why  I  call  for  freely-  ^  more  than  any  other,  wants  the  connexion 
elected  corporations  in  every  town  in  Ire-  ;  of  the  State  with  the  Church  of  the  people* 
land,  because  I  think  that  human  wit  has  \  But  the  observant  mind  can  discover  in- 
sever  devised  a  more  effectual  counter-    direct  effects  far  worse  than  these.     For 

Soiie  to  the  absorbing  influence  of  a  party  in  order  to  maintain  this  institution  in  de- 
ader, or  a  more  potent  barrier  against  fl-i nee  of  the  hostility  of  the  nation,  you 
the  encroachments  of  the  priesthood.  But  have  been  obliged  to  pervert  every  other 
the  ground  on  which  the  right  hon.  institution  of  the  country,  and  the  train  of 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  has  auxiliary  grievances  has  been  far  worse 
rested  his  opposition  to  the  measure  pro-  than  the  one  which  they  have  been  sum- 
posed  by  Ministers  is  a  simple,  and,  with,  moned  to  aid.  It  is  for  the  maintenance 
out  meaning  any  offence  to  any  other  of  the  church  that  the  administration  of 
Gentleman,  is,  I  believe,  the  real  ground  justice  has  been  corrupted — tt  is  for  that 
on  which  it  is  resisted.  With  the  general  turbalence  and  disorder  have  been  deliber* 
effects  of  different  forms  of  municipal  ately  encouraged^  it  is  for  that  the  local 
government,  he  seems  to  trooble  himself  mal-admiotstration  of  the  flnances  m 
very  littJe*  He  asks  but  one  question —  '  allowed — it  is  for  that,  above  all,  that  the 
'*  What  effect  will  the  establishment  of  Irish  people  have  been  as  long  and  as 
these  popular  bodies  have  on  the  Irish  much  as  possible  deprived  of  the  free  ex* 
Church  ?*'  He  imagines  a  prejudicial  ercise  of  the  elective  franchise*  But  the 
effect ;  and  therefore  he  refuses  to  establish  connexion  between  these  evils  and  the 
them,  because,  in  his  opinion,  every  other  '  existence  of  the  Establishment  was  what 
consideration  most  be  sacriflced  to  the  \  it  required  some  reflection  to  trace*  In 
maintenance  of  that  Church.  He  believes  this  case  we  are  spared  the  trouble  of  that 
that  whatever  power  you  put  into  the  proof.  It  is  confessed,  and  every  man 
hands  of  the  Irish  people,  it  will  be  used  ;  who  sees  that  Ireland  is  deprived  of  that 
to  rid  them  of  that  Church;  and  in  order,  municipal  government  which  has  been 
therefore,to  maintain  the  Church,  he  insists   established  as  the  best  for  Scotland  and 


on  debarring  the  people  from  any  voice  in 
the  arrangement  of  their  local  affairs.  I 
rejoice  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
avow  such  a  principle  of  government.  I 
have  always  been  an  undisguised  enemy 


for  Englsnd,  sees  also,  that  that  privation 
is  a  consequence  of  the  esistence  of  the 
Church  Establishment.  I  do  not  quarrel 
with  the  premises  of  this  reasoning*  (  be- 
lieve that  the  existence  o(  the  ^tablish- 


bf  the  existence  of  the  Irish  Church  Estab-  ment  is  incompatible  with  the  exist- 
lishment.  I  have  never  dissembled  the  ence  of  good  municipal  or  any  other 
horror  with  which  I  have  always  regarded  good  institutions  in  Ireland*  Rest  voor 
it  as  the  most  revolting  profanation  of  all  .  case  on  that  alternative,  and  I  believA 
that  is  venerable  in  Christianity,  and  the  the  people  of  England  will  not  hesitate 
most  odious  perversion  of  all  that  is  useful ,  any  long  time  in  coming  to  the  conclusioo 
in  the  principle  of  a  church  establishment.  ,  that  this  is  no  argument  against  corpora* 
I  rejoice,  therefore,  to  hear  the  right  hon. ,  tion  rtform,  but  a  very  strong  one  in 
Baronet  compelled  to  make  an  avowal  |  favour  of  church  reform ;  and  that  It 
calculated  to  set  that  establishment  in  so  '  proves  the  paramount  necessity  of  abating 
odious  a  light;  and  to  convince  the  public  '  that  institution,  which  is  confessed  to  ba 
not  only  of  the  general  aversion  of  the  '  incompatible  with  every  free  institution, 
Irish  people  for  that  church,  but  of  the  ,  every  opportunity  allowed  for  the  expres* 
fact  that,  in  order  to  keep  it  up  it  is  ne-  sion  of  the  national  feelings  of  the  liish* 
cessary  to  deprive  Ireland  of  almost  every  I  And  now,  let  me  ask  the  right  hon*  Oen* 
institution,  which  you  think  necessary  for  tieman  whether  he  is  prepared  to  carry 
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kto  effect  th«  principk  which  he  hae  dnis 
hid  down  t  I  should  be  glad  to  know 
h»w  he  is  to  carry  on  the  gfOferament  of 
Iselaad  on  such  a  principle;  and  I  am 
giad  be  has  adopted  the  principle,  because 
I  am  coovioeed  he  will  find  it  more  diffi- 
ciiit  to  manage  Ireland  in  that  way  than 
in  any  other.  His  Majesty's  Qovernment 
have  given  an  intelligent  and  distinct  plan. 
Tbey  have  spoken  out,  and  declared  that 
come  what  may,  they  will  give  municipal 
corporations  to  the  Irish  people.  They 
have  staked  their  existence  as  a  Govern, 
ment  on  that  point,  and  by  that  they  stand 
or  fall.  This  is  honest  and  patriotic  con- 
duct. I  am  glad  the  noble  Lord  has 
taken  np  such  a  position,  and  applaud 
him  for  adopting  such  large  views.  I  can 
understand  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord, 
but  f  cannot  understand  equally  well  the 
position  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
By  what  system  of  Irish  policy  is  he  to 
stand  or  fall?  I  hope  the  Irish  people 
will  resist  any  Government  framed  on  his 
principle.  My  approbation  of  their  con- 
duct will  depend  on  nothing  but  their 
success,  and  they  may  rest  assured  that  if 
they  oppose  such  a  Government,  they  will 
meet  with  the  sympathy  of  every  liberal 
mind  in  the  civilised  world.  It  was  be- 
fore aueh  a  resistance  the  mind  of  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  quailed.  That  noble 
Duke  said  he  would  not  hazard  a  civil 
war.  Let  me  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
if  he  is  prepared  to  do  so  ?  I  wish  to  say 
nothing  offensive  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  on  the  contrary,  I  speak  of  him 
always  with  feelings  of  respect ;  and  here 
I  cannot  avoid  adverting  to  the  charges 
brought  against  him  for  the  part  which  he 
took  in  the  settlement  of  the  Catholic 
question.  I  wholly  overlook  the  old  and 
obsolete  charge  of  apostacy — I  blame  him 
not  for  changing  from  the  wrong  to  the 
right  course  ;  but  I  blame  him  for  remain- 
ing so  long  immoveable — I  blame  him  for 
eoming  in  on  the  shoulders  of  the  mob  on 
the  no-popery  cry — for  having  adopted 
this  mean«  to  defeat  a  political  rival ;  and, 
when  in  power,  for  having  abandoned 
those  principles  to  which  he  had  so  long 
adhered,  and  which  had  fixed  him  in 
oftce.  Now,  I  ask,  if  that  is  not  the  course 
which  he  must  now  pursue?  I  fear  the 
atrocities  that  might  be  committed  in  this 
country  in  a  civil  war  for  the  Establislud 
Gburch  of  Ireland.  I  believe  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  not  well  considered  his 
course.     He  ehang^   on   the   Catholic 


question.  Is  he  prepnied  now  to  panM 
precisely  a  aiorilar  plan  ?  I  have  not  tkm 
slighteei  apprehension  as  to  the  reanto. 
The  measure  will  be  carried  either  by  tiMi 
present  Government  or  by  the  right  hOn.- 
Baronet.  There  may  be  a  temporary  de- 
lay, but  carried  it  will  be.  Whatefiev 
might  be  said  of  the  bigotry,  it  couM 
never  be  such  as  to  make  -the  people  of 
England  say,  *'  Cost  what  it  may,  they 
will  keep  up  the  Irish  Church,  and  all  the 
misgovernment  which  it  entails  on  the 
people  of  Ireland."  The  people  of  Eng- 
land are  a  cautious,  thinking  people,  and 
if  it  is  your  purpose  to  give  full  effect 
to  the  system  on  the  principle  laid  down 
by  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side,  you 
will  find  you  have  no  reason  to  congrato^ 
late  yourselves  on  being  supported  by  a 
portion  of  the  people  of  this  country. 

Mr.  Barihmek  denied  the  validity  of  the 
argument  founded  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  on  what  had  been 
formerly  done  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tam  worth.  The  question 
was  not  what  might  have  been  done  bjr 
that  hon.  Baronet  on  a  previous  oceaslooy 
but  what  it  was  wise  and  expedient  to  do 
at  t^ie  present  moment*  For  his  own 
part,  he  should  much  hke  to  see  the  poeU 
tion  of  bodi  parties  in  that  House  such  as 
to  render  necessary  an  appeal  to  the  peo|^ 
that  very  night  on  the  measune  bronght 
forward  by  his  Majesty's  MiotaterSi  and 
he  was  rouiy  fearlessly  to  atand  by  the 
result.  He  might  ask  what  there  was  in 
the  present  condition  of  Ireland  which 
callaJ  for  the  application  of  municipal 
corporations  to  that  country?  be  mighty 
even  if  he  admitted  that  those  corpora- 
tions were  as  corrupt  as  was  asserted  by 
their  greatest  enemies,  ask  what  remedy 
for  such  corruption  could  be  found  in  put* 
ting  power  into  the  hands  of  an  opposite 
and  contending  faction,  and  bringing  into 
annual  collision  all  the  prejudices  and  par* 
tisanship  of  the  country?  he  mijfht  ask 
whether,  it  being  at  present  difficult  to 
maintain  legal  rights  in  Ireland  without 
bloodshed,  to  do  so  would  not  be  attended 
with  infinitely  more  difficulty  amidst  the 
general  hostility  and  disturbance  which 
the  new  municipal  law  must  occasion? 
But  he  wished  to  place  the  question  upon 
that  proper  basis  on  which,  from  its  first 
agitation  to  the  present  hour,  it  had  not 
hitherto  been  placed.  The  supporters  of 
this  Bill  demanded  justice  for  Ireland.  He 
was  quite  ready  to  admit  that  as  much 
justice  should  be  done  to  Ireland  as  to 
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|P^fiHlkw>  w4  alloW'  tha^  IrelaDd  hud  pr^ 
Ciiiily  tl^  MUEDe  febtion^  to  the  Crown  aD4 
IQ  G^verMOnent  as  £aiglaQd  and  Scotlaad 
hud.  But  he  then  askedA  h«vve  you  done 
justice  to  £agtond  >  Have  you  done  j  U3- 
iifie  ta  Scotland?  Haa  Ihat  \yhich  you 
Imto  done  foe  E^ngUnd  aud  for  Scotland 
heea  advantageous  \  He  wa9  one  of  those 
who  had  io  that  HQU3e  entered  tbeir  pro- 
test against  the  Gngli^  Municipal  Rerorip 
BUU  He  was  one  of  those  who  had  oh- 
jected  not  only  to  the  detaUs^  but  to  the 
|)ariQciple>  of  tha(  measure.  He  was  oue 
of  those  who  had  coutended  that  the  os- 
tensible objeot  of  that  measure,  the  popu- 
lar control  of  corporatioq  fuuds^  was  not 
ita  real  object^  which  was  to  serve  for  a 
time  the  ciiuse  of  a  political  faction.  He 
had  told  the  House  119  prospectu  what 
would  be  the  consequences  of  the  English 
Muuldpal  Reform  Bill;  he  would  now 
state  what  had  been  its  cgnsecjuenceat 
The  borough  whiqh  he  bad  the  honour  to 
represent  could  not  be  purchased  bv  Tre^ 
aury  gold.  A  nobleman  of  the  highest 
respectability*  with  reference  both  to  his 

a'  *Ic  and  to  his  private  character,  aqd 
ed  by  all  the  influence  of  the  Trea- 
sury, bad  been  sent  dowu  to  that  borough, 
hut  the  constituency  bad  rejected  him, 
aud,  with  the  independence  which  they 
would  always  maintain,  had  returned  an 
hon«  and  gallant  Gentleman,  who  would 
do  honour  to  their  choice.  When  the 
English  Municipal  Reform  Bill  was  in  pro- 
gress, that  borough  Intrusted  to  his  eare 
a  petition  against  its  principle.  He  would 
now  show  how  welLfonnded  were  their 
anticipations  respecting  it.  It  appeared^ 
then,  that  whereas  the  borou^  of  Eves- 
ham had  been  taxed  only  80i.  a  year  under 
the  ancient,  corrupt,  and  Tory  system  of 
monioipal  government  <«-«  that  whereas 
while  under  that  system  local  and  cheap 
justice  was  brought  to  the  door  of  the 
Inhabitanta^-and  that  whereas  fbur  had 
been  the  average  number  of  criminal  cases 
in  the  borough  in  the  course  of  the  year, 
the  borough  was  now  taxed  by  the  new 
Bill  to  the  amount  of  600/.  per  annum, 
and  crimes  had  increased  in  the  proportion 
of  five  to  one.  The  eause  of  the  latter 
evil  was  obvious.  A  man  tempted  to  the 
Qommlsslon  of  crime  was  deterred  by  the 
knowledge  that  if  detected  he  would  be 
tried  next  week,  or  next  month,  with  the 
eyes  of  ail  his  friends  and  relations  upon 
him  I  but  became  reckless  when  he  knew 
that  bi«  trial  would  take  place  at  a  remoter 


period,  at  a  distance  from  his  homes  and 
in  a  place  where  there  were  no  persons 
whose  frown  or  approbation   had  any 
moral  lAfiuence  over  him.    Whenever  he 
met  his  constituents^  they  demanded  a  re- 
peal of  the  Municipal  Reform  Act  as  it 
referred  to  them.     They  were  groanine 
under  what  the  Gentlemen  opposite  called 
"justice  to  England/'     Ought  np(   the 
House  to  pause  then  when  the  same  jus- 
tice was  required  for  Ireland.   It  had  been 
alleged  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard, 
against  those  who  thought  with  him  (Mr, 
Borthwick)  on    this  subject^  that  they 
wished  to  defend  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland.    He  willingly  admitted^  that  if 
all  he  saw  in  this  measure  was  dangerous 
to  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland^  on 
that  foundation  alone  he  would  be  pre- 
pared to  resist  It.     He  had,   however, 
shown  that  it  was  to  be  deprecated  on 
other  grounds.    To  him,  however,  it  was 
perfectly  evident  that  the  ultimate  effect 
of  the  measure  would  be  to  destroy  the  Pro- 
testant Church  in  Ireland,  and  to  destroy 
divine  truth  In  that  country.    When  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  moved  the  instmcv 
tion  to  the  Opmmitlee  had  said  he  wished 
tp  strengthen  the  root  of  the  Protestant  tree 
in  Irelandj,  what  was  he  to  think  of  the  de- 
nunciations against  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland  by  the  hen.  Member  for  Lis* 
keard,  hut  that  eontrarv  elements,  oon« 
tending   passions,    conflicting    opinions, 
opposing  Interests  were  all  brought  into 
play,  not  Ibr  national,  but  for  party  ob<» 
jeots?    Another  hon.  Member,  who  pro* 
fsssed  the  Roman  Catholic  religion,  ex- 
pressed   his    dislike    to    the   notestanf 
establishment  because  it  was,  in  his  opi« 
nion,  an  unhallowed  union  between  the 
Church  and  the  State.    He  said  this !  he! 
who  submitted  to  the  authority  of  the 
Pope  as  a  temporal  king,  and  was  go« 
verned  spiritually  by  a  coUege  of  anointed 
priests  !    It  was  right  to  strip  (be  qnea- 
tioa  of  all  the  adventitious  oirct^mslancea 
with  which  an  attempt  had  been  made  to 
obscure  it.    So  exposed,  it  was  simply  a 
question  of  demooraey  against  monar^y 
—of  infidelity  (and  that  not  individual, 
hut  national  infidelity)  against  religion. 
Fpr  the  reasons  which  he  had  stated,  and 
not  because  be  agreed  in  the  policy  of  thr 
noble  Lord  opposite,  he  should  vote  witli 
the  noble  Lord  who  open^  the  debate  by 
moving  the  instruction  to  the  Committer 

Mr.  Poulter  ssid,  that  he  wa^  as  fuljy 
prepared  as  any  honr  Mcruber  00  th^ 
other  side  of  the  House  to  resist  tg  (bf 
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utmost  any  attack  that  might  be  made  on 
the  sound  heart  and  substance  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  of  Ireland ;  but  he  did 
think,  that  the  claim  of  that  country  to 
municipal  institutions  was  unanswerable. 
He  regretted  to  hear  the  same  course  of 
argument  adopted,  a«  had  been  used  in 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament.  It  is  con- 
tended, that  because  the  mere  business  of 
the  towns  in  Ireland  could  be  got  through 
and  transacted  without  corporations,  that 
these  were  unnecessary;  and,  on  other 
grounds,  that  they  were  dangerous.  He 
thought  the  claim  of  Ireland  consisted  in 
the  right  of  the  people  to  manage  their 
own  concerns,  by  their  own  local  admi- 
nistrations. This  right  he  regarded  as  in- 
timately connected  with  the  national  spirit 
of  a  country,  ultra  the  mere  proceedings 
to  be  done  and  performed.  The  habits  of 
business  produced  by  these  institutions 
were  a  part  of  the  education  of  a  people — 
which  education^  in  a  comprehensive  view 
of  it»  went  far  beyond  the  mere  period  of 
youth.  He  would  ask,' what  would  the 
people  of  Liverpool,  Bristol,  and  Exeter 
Bay,  if  they  were  told  that  they  were  to 
be  deprived  of  their  corporations,  and  that 
their  towns  might  be  most  perfectly 
lighted,    watched,    and     paved,    without 


tions.  He  (Mr.  Poulter)  asserted  that  if 
that  were  true,  it  was  equally  true  that  the 
time  had  arrived  at  any  antecedent  period 
that  might  be  named.  If  Lord  Bacon 
were  alive,  he  would  have  ranked  this  in 
his  classification  of  fallacies — he  would 
have  said,  '*  When  statesmen  who  have 
conducted  a  Government  on  a  contracted 
system,  find  themselves  reduced  to  submit 
to  a  new  order  of  things,  whenever  they 
are  obliged  to  consent  to  any  measure  of 
a  beneficial  kind,  they  will  always  assert 
that  the  time  is  arrived  for  the  measure  in 
question,  implying  thereby,  that  the  time 
liad  not  arrived  till  the  moment  of  their 
concession.  This  will  be  said  for  the  pur- 
pose of  convening  and  protecting  the  old 
system,  and  of  endeavouring  to  recon- 
cile the  old  with  the  new,  the  two  being 
utterly  irreconcileable.''  Lord  Bacon 
would  have  used  some  such  language  aa 
this,  and  would  have  called  this  fallacy 
"  fallacia  temporis,**  The  fallacy  being 
entirely  contained  in  the  matter  of  time. 
The  hon.  Member  would  not  charge  any 
one  with  being  responsible  for  the  old 
system  in  this  country.  He  believed  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  to  him  had 
been  as  much  controlled  by  it  as  any  one 
on  his  side  of  the  House ;   but  if  from 


them  ?     No  power  of  Government  could    motives  even  of  honour,  this  sort  of  fal- 


deprive  them  of  these  institutions,  which 
were  bound  up  with  the  distinctive  excel- 
lence of  the  British  character,  as  con- 
trasted with  that  of  any  foreign  nation. 
The  King  may  appoint  a  Minister — that 
Minister  may  possess  a  most  extensive 
power — but  neither  the  King  nor  his  Mi- 
nister can  nominate  a  mayor,  or  create  a 
town-councillor.  This  appeared  to  him 
to  be  the  true  nature  of  the  claim,  which 
had  received  no  answer  from  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the  in- 
struction in  opposition  to  the  Bill  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers.  The  hon.  Member 
observed,  that  this  proposition  to  give  up 
the  old  close  corporations  of  Ireland,  was 
one  which  carried  with  it  no  political 
grace  whatever.  At  what  time  were  these 
abandoned  ?  Precisely  at  that  moment 
when  it  was  no  longer  possible  to  retain 
them.  The  offer  itself  was  one  of  neces- 
sity, and  gave  no  political  instruction  or 
guide  whatsoever.  There  was  the  greatest 
fallacy,  even  in  the  mode  of  making  it. 
it  was  said  in  1835,  that  the  time  was 
arrived  to  give  up  the  close  corporations 
ofEn|land— in  1836,  that  the  time  was 
arrived  to  give  up  the  Irish  close  corpora- 


lacy  was  to  be  adopted  to  protect  the 
character  of  former  Governments,  it  was 
impossible  for  any  talent  whatever  to  sus- 
tain it. 

The  hon.  Member  then  observed,  that 
on  this  night,  as  well  as  on  a  former, 
strong  reflections  had  been  made  upon 
certain  resolutions  which  had  been  passed 
at  a  public  meeting  in  Dublin,  and  these 
resolutions  had  been  contrasted  and  com- 
pared by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Cumberland,  with  the  oath 
taken  by  certain  Members  of  this  House, 
and  the  inferencehad  been  drawn  of  a  viola- 
tion of  that  oath.  The  hon.  Member  declared 
that  no  man  more  deeply  than  himself  de- 
plored, or  more  strongly  protested  against 
these  resolutions  than  he  did :  but  when 
he  heard  them  relied  upon  as  amounting 
to  the  violation  of  the  oath,  he  felt  bound 
to  apply  to  this  subject  his  roost  serious 
consideration.  The  great  body  of  reflect- 
ing  men  bad,  he  contended,  finally  deter* 
mined  that  the  King's  coronation  oath 
could  not  be  extended  to  any  legislative 
matter  without  the  most  inconvenient  con- 
sequences. He  felt  quite  clear  that  a 
similar  principle    of  construction  as  U, 
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things  in  pari  materid  ought  to  be  applied 
to  the  Catholic  oath,  and  that  legislative 
matters  do  not  fall  within  the  purview  or 
scope  of  it.     He  thought  it  was  wholly 
impossible  to  have  a  right  understanding 
of  this  oath,  without  superadding  to  the 
words,  ••  as  settled  by  law,"  these  further 
words,  '*  or  to  be  hereafter  so  settled  or 
established,"  and  with  this  opinion,  the 
sentiments  of  Lord  Somers,  and  cf  PoIIex- 
fen,  as  expressed  in  the  debate  in  1688, 
on  the  coronation  oath,  completely  coin- 
cided.     Lord   Somers  observed,    '*  It  is 
said,  that  by  this  we  are  going  about  to 
alter    the    constitution    of   the    church. 
Though  the  constitution  be  as  good  as 
possible  for  the  present  time,  none  can  be 
good  at  all  times.     Therefore  I  am  for  the 
word  '  may,'  and  that  will  be  a  remedy  at 
all  times."     Pollexfen  thought  with  Lord 
Somers.     "  We  are  all  agreed,  and  I  hope 
ever  shall  be,  to  the  Protestant  religion 
established  by  law.    We  desire  to  consider 
whether  the  latter  words  shall  be  added 
or  not.     I  see  no  manner  of  reason  against 
it;  we  all  agree  in  substance,  but  if,  by 
the   wisdom  of  the  nation,   it  shall    be 
thought  fit  to  alter,  we  are  at  liberty  to  do 
it.     No  man  that  maintains  the  law,  but 
maintains   the   whole  legislature,    which 
alters  and  redresses  the  law,  from  time  to 
time,  as  there  is  occasion."     Now,  as  the 
resolutions  in  question  did  not  appeal  to 
physical  force,  or  to  a  civil  war,  and,  how- 
ever objectionable  in  their  tone  and  spirit, 
contemplated  nothing  but  a  legislative  re- 
cognition, they  could  not  constitute  a  vio- 
lation of  that  oath  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Cumberland,  had 
referred.      The  hon.  Member  then   said 
that  the  Gentlemen  opposite  always  dwelt 
upon  the  extreme  opinions  of  certain  hon. 
Membersfrom  Ireland,  to  the  entire  exclu- 
sion  of  the  only  real  and  just  issue,  and 
Qpoa  these    extremes  they  rested    their 
whole  political  case  before  the  people  of 
England.     He  fully  admitted  these  ex- 
tremes,  and  would  resist  them  to  the  last, 
but  mast  insist  that  this  was  a  most  unfair 
and   delusive  course.     He  could  not  fail 
to  make  great  allowance  for  hon.  Mem- 
bersy  writhing  under  the  recollections  of 
the  long  misgovern ment  of  Ireland,  pos- 
sessing warm  imaginations,  and  a  power- 
ful eloquence,  however  much  he  regretted 
the  errors  into  which  they  had  been  be- 
trayed.    He  could  not  expect,  in  a  state 
of  great  public  excitement,  to  be  able  to 
say  to  the  fluctuations  of  the  human  mind, 


any  more  than  to  the  fluctuations  of  the 
ocean,  '*  Thus  far  shall  ye  go,  and  no 
further."  The  extreme  opinions  which  had 
so  unfortunately  been  propounded  might 
have  been  most  surely  foreseen  and  anti- 
cipated— however  much  he  lamented 
them,  however  sincerely  he  believed  that 
they  did  the  greatest  injury  to  the  right- 
eous cause  of  good  government— they 
created  in  his  mind  no  surprise  whatever. 
But  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  made 
the  most  powerful  use  of  these  extremes. 
They  knew  the  tenderness  of  the  English 
mind  on  the  sacred  subject  of  their  reli- 
gion. They  knew  how  easily  plausible 
delusions  might  be  imposed  upon  the 
people  on  such  a  subject.  He  (Mr. 
Poulter)  could  almost  forgive  them.  They 
must  have  been  more  than  mortal  men 
had  they  resisted  the  enormous  temptation 
of  advancing  so  powerfully  their  great  po- 
litical interests,  by  working  upon  th^- 
honest  feelings  and  simplicity  of  tho 
people.  The  hon.  Member  said,  it  is  still 
a  rule  of  British  law — it  was  once  a  rule 
of  British  society,  that  every  man  or  set  of 
men  were  responsible  solely  for  their  own 
actions,  their  own  principles,  and  their 
own  measure.  Genhlseon-e  .  This  ru  th 
tiemen  opposite  had  utterly  violated  and 
trampled  ^pon.  They  had  been  raising 
throughout  the  country,  at  every  public 
meeting  of  their  party,  without  exception, 
the  most  false  and  immaterial  issues. 
They  had  reviled  and  reproached  the  most 
honest  and  conscientious  men.  They  had 
attempted  to  fasten  upon  the  Government 
and  upon  the  conscientious  supporters  of 
the  Government,  the  violent  and  unjus- 
tifiable conduct  and  language  of  other' 
persons.  If  the  hon.  Gentlemen  weie  in 
earnest,  and  meant  to  act  with  sincerity, 
they  would  bring  to  trial  the  only  real 
issue  that  affected  the  justice  of  the  case, 
and  that  issue  was  this,  whether,  if  they 
passed  this  Bill  as  due  to  the  just  claims 
of  the  Irish  people,  they  would  not  find 
an  immense  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  against  allowing  it  to  be  used 
as  a  stepping-stone  to  ulterior  attacks 
upon  the  sound  heart  and  substance  of 
the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland  honestly 
and  religiously  distributed.  Against  the 
lamentable  doctrine  of  "  instalments,*'  so 
unfortunately  agitated  in  Ireland— against 
the  destructive  principle  of  the  wedge — 
and  against  that  delusive  cry,  which,  in  spite 
of  the  vast  and  important  changes  which 
have  taken  place,  and  are  now  going  for- 
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ward  in  every  department  of  tbe  state  and 
of  legislation,  is  always  ready  to  exclaim, 
That  ^  nothing  at  all  has  been  done  in 
the  great  cause  of  reform*' — 
Acta^^  inqoit  nihil  est ;  ni  Poeno  milite  porta^ 
Frangimusy  et  medill  rexillutn  pono  suburra. 

Tbe  faoQ.  Member  said,  "  Bring  us  to 
trial;  bring  your  reproaches  and  asser- 
tions to  that  proof  which  lies  within  your 
own  power ;"  and,  in  using  the  expression 
'*  us/'  he  begged  to  disclaim  pretending 
to  haye  any  au&iority  to  speak  of  the  Go- 
vernment, or  of  other  Members;  but, 
although  he  stood  alone  and  unconnected, 
feeling  that  he  was  speaking  both  honestly 
and  conscientiously,  he  thought  it  woald 
be  an  inaiilt  to  others  not  to  use  the  larger 
term.  The  bon.  Member  finally  declared, 
that  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would, 
by  passing  this  Bill,  and  bycomiag  to 
some  just  settlement  of  the  Irish  Church, 
bring  him  and  those  who  thought  with 
him  to  that  fair  trial  which  was  due  to  the 
perfect  purity  of  all  their  political  inten- 
tions, they  would  prove  to  all  mankind, 
that  if  they  were  attached  to  the  great 
system  of  national  improvement,  if  they 
felt  bound  to  come  up  fully  and  freely  to 
that  most  important  line  which  separates 
rational  improvement  from  spoliation, 
they  were  as  determined  never  to  trans- 
gress it ;  that  they  would  maintain  even  to 
the  death  the  supremacy  of  the  laws,  the 
high  principles  of  public  peace  and  public 
order,  and  the  absdute  and  legitimate 
security  of  every  description  of  property. 

Mr.  Emerson  Tewnent  said,  that  in  the 
few  observations  which  he  meant  to  offer 
on  this  measure,  and  upon  the  general 
condition  of  Ireland,  he  did  not  propose 
to  adopt  the  recommendation  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  C.  Bulier), 
that  he  should  omit  from  the  consideration 
of  the  question  all  reference  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  to  the  state  of  public  feel- 
ing in  the  country.  He  did  not  mean  for 
tbe  amusement  of  that  hon.  Gentleman, 
to  enact  the  part  of  Hamlet  without  tlie 
court  and  Ophelia.  He  was  desirous  to 
Mistify  himself  from  the  charges  which  had 
aeen  made  against  him  and  those  with 
whom  he  act^  by  tbe  boa.  Members  for 
St.  Alban's,  and  the  county  of  Louth.  The 
lion.  Member  forSt.  Alban's  had  hnpoted 
to  them  religious  intolerance,  in  refusing 
ito  establish  further  municipal  power,  for 
no  other  reason  than  that  the  more  nume- 
nras  body  of  Roman  Catholics  ought  to 
liave  this  power;  and  the  hon.  Member 


for  Loutli  had  accused  them  of  beapov 
an  insult  on  Ireland,  because  they  refasea 
to  place  tbe  towns  on  an  equal  footing  wich 
those  of  England  and  Wales.  He  was 
desiroui^  before  alluding  more  partacularlj 
to  the  main  provisions  of  this  Bill,  and  to 
the  oltjects  embraced  in  the  instruction 
which  had  just  been  moved  by  tbe  noble 
Lord,  Uie  Member  for  South  Lancaahiie, 
to  justify  himself  and  those  with  whom  he 
had  the  honour  to  concur  in  opioioUp  and 
to  act  in  conjunction  upon  this  questioa, 
from  the  charges  which  had  been  pecsa* 
veringly  made  against  them  by  those  who 
differed  from  the  coane  pursued  by  the 
minority  of  the  House  in  reference  to  lU 
It  bad  been  imputed  to  them  thai  they 
were  actuated  l^  a  spirit  of  caprieio«s 
bigotry  and  of  religious  intolerance,  m 
withholding  municipal  power  from  the 
inhabitants  of  tbe  towns  in  Ireland,  for 
no  other  reason  than  because  the  majori^ 
of  them  were  Roman  Catholics ;  and  ihej 
had  been  charged  with  offering  a  deli- 
berate insult  to  tbe  people  of  that  country, 
in  opposing  the  measure,  inasmuch  as  it 
was  said  that  they  thus  declared  them  to 
be  unworthy  of  being  intrusted  with  equsi 
powers  of  self-government  with  the  reat 
of  the  empire — with  England  and  Scotiaiid% 
Each  of  these  allegations  he  (Mr.  Emerson 
Teonent)  most  distinctly  and  positively 
denied.  In  the  first  place,  he  denied  that, 
so  far  as  Protestants  were  conoenied,  since 
the  passing  of  the  Relief  Act  of  18a9» 
the  mere  fact  of  religion,  uooooaiecled 
with  other  considerations,  had  been  ve- 
garded,  either  in  an  individual  or  a  olaia» 
as  any  ground  of  eaciusioo  £po»  civil 
rights  of  any  description  whatever.  He 
wished  he  could  extend  this  disclaimer  4o 
every  other  sect  and  denomination ;  bat 
it  was  idle  to  attempt  to  deny,  that  whilst 
identity  of  religion  amongst  Piotestanta 
bad  no  further  influence  than  as  a  bood4if 
Christian  communion,  the  religion  of  ihe 
Roman  Catholic  church  had  become  ni 
Irelsffid  a  mysterious  symbol  of  aasociatioa 
which  unite  its  professors  in  one  compact 
union  for  the  attainment  of  every  object, 
secular  as  well  as  sacred.  Men  of  other  per- 
suasions, whilst  they  concurred  hi  opioioB 
on  the  subject  of  religion,  fi^  tbeoaaelvea 
at  liberty  to  eieroise  their  individual  judg* 
ment  upon  other  matters,  and  to  take 
opposite  sides  upon  political  qoeationa. 
But  amongst  the  Roman  Cathofics  in  Ina* 
land  an  instance  was  ao  rare  as  to  be  ai* 
moat  uoknowD  of  peiwma  diseestii^  b^m 
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dl«  mitioienU  of  the  genenil  body,  or 
adopiipg  a  courie  diifereot  from  that  of 
^o  majorUy.     Tba   profeHion    of  that 
religion  bad  thus  become  the  oitensible 
ajinbolt  if  not  the  affiliating  tie,  of  a  great 
political  body;  and  it  waa  this  body  to 
vbom  they  were  opposed ; — not  from  the 
aaaidenl  of  their  religion,  as  had  been 
irarily  asserted  for  a  well-understood  par- 
pose,'  but  from  the  political  power  which 
they  wielded  and  the  politioal  objects  at 
whicii  they  grasped ;  and  the  imputation 
ibat  in  opposing  this  measure  they  had 
been  influenced  by  any  bigptted  hostility 
|q  the  Boman  Catholic  church,  was  but 
the  wily  arti&ce  of  those  who,  when  da* 
tttuted    in    political    intolerance,    would 
aefeeo  themselves  behind  the  shield  of 
celigious   freedom.     Equally   unfounded 
was  the  other  assertion  that  in  the  course 
which  they  had  puraued  they  bad  refused 
to  intrust  the  people  of  Ireland  with  the 
piower  of  admioistering  their  own  local 
affairs*    The  very  first  clause  of  the  in- 
struction which  had  that  night  been  moved 
by  the  noble  Lord  went  to  effiect    the 
abolition  of  thoie  monopolies  by  which 
the  people  of  Ireland  liad  been  for  cen- 
turies excluded  from  all  participation  in 
municipal    government    And    the    sub- 
atitot/e  which  he  proposed  to  adopt,  namely, 
the  principles  and  provisions  of  the  Mu- 
nicipal Act,  the  9th  Geo.  4ih*,  actually 
ftffiifd^  a  wider  and  more  popular  basis 
sif  aelf^goveromeBi  Chan  was  provided  by 
Ui0  olauaes  of  the  Bill  now  under  the  con- 
aiderftftion    of    the    House.    He    would 
ajumesUy  entreat  the  attention   of  hon. 
llemben,  and  more  eapeciaily  of  English 
Membets,  to  this  fopoftaat  fadt.      He 
kjoem  Ikat  there  were  many  hon.  Oentie- 
aaeo,  and  some  o(  them  on  his  own  aide  of 
ifce  iiouae,  who  voted   against  him  on 
tkat  measMfe,  uader  (he  would  say  it  with 
all  fkosaiUe  eespect)  ao  erroneous  impres- 
MOD,  and   an  imperfect  understanding  of 
ila  objects  and  efiect— under  the  impres- 
sion t£at  they  were  about  to  abolish  insti- 
tuiaosM  whieh  had  bees  found  beneficial 
fhr  aaunicipal  purposes  in  England,  aad 
which  they  were  told  could  be  rendered 
equally  ao  in  Irehmd,  and  that  they  wece 
abooA  to  ofier  ao  adequi^  substitute  to 
supply  their  place,  or  to  perform  their 
fttocttons.     The    tenor  of  that   debate 
weuUifke  truated,  sattsfysuch  that  these 
MMtitvtiona  are  aat,  in  their  esaeooe  and 
^ooatitutioo,  autuUe  to  the  present  atate 
#f  aooioti  is  Jreiaod.    And  as  to  the  aab- 


stituta  which  was  recommended  in  tbf  94b 
Geo.  4tb>  so  far  from  excluding  the  people 
of  Ireland  from  the*  power  of  self  govenifi 
ment,  its  basis  was— ^he  would  repeal  itr^ 
so  ample  and  so  popular,  that  there  was 
not  a  decent  householder  in  Ireland  on 
whom  it  would  not  confer  a  vote  and  a 
voice,  in  every  department  of  his  munis 
cipal  affairs,  and  in  the  election  of  his 
authorities  and  officers  who  were  to  have 
the  assessment  and  enpendiiure  of  bia 
local  taxatiout  He  did  not  speak  on  this 
point  merely  from  theory,  but  from  ea^ 
perience ;  he  stated  this  as  the  Bepresentan 
tive  of  the  most  important  commereial 
town  in  Ireland  ( Belfast),  which  had  ae<* 
tually  discarded  its  own  corporate  system 
for  the  purpose  of  adopting  in  its  local 
acts  the  principles  of  the  9th  Geo.  4th» 
and  was  now  governed  on  the  very  prin- 
ciples recommended  for  universal  adoptioA 
throughout  the  other  towns  of  Ireland  by 
the  noble  Lord,  tlie  Member  for  Sontk 
Lancashire.  It  might  perhapa  be  eoAv 
sidered  no  trifling  proof  of  the  popular 
character  and  provisions  for  self'fovefii«> 
ment  conferred  by  it,  that  it  was  not  only 
suggested  in  the  present  Bill  for  the  adop- 
tion of  the  town  eouncils  of  Ireland,  but 
in  the  Bill  of  last  year  it  was  made  coosit 
pulsory  on  twenty  towns  to  adopt  it  itt« 
stead  of  a  corporation,  and  left  it  die*' 
cretionary  with  eighteen  others.  Aad 
during  the  last  summer  it  had  aetuaUy 
been  adopted  of  their  own  accord,  ana 
by  the  common  conaent  of  all  partiaa« 
in  some  of  the  most  thriving  and  im-* 
portant  towns  in  the  north  of  Ireland* 
la  the  present  Bill  it  was  not  only  pro* 
poaed  to  alter  the  constitution  of  all  tlia 
existing  corporationa,  but  to  confer  new 
charters  of  incorporation  on  all  such 
towns  in  Ireland  as  might  desire  it  Widi 
this  offer  open  to  them,  with  the  choice 
actually  proposed  to  them  between  a  popu- 
larised corporation  and  the  system  sug* 
geated  by  the  noble  Lord«  four  of  the 
principle  towns  in  Ulster  had,  within  the 
last  four  mouths,  made  choice  of  the  latter^ 
and  adopted  the  9th  of  Geo.  4th,  Bally* 
menu,  with  its  population  of  5,000  or  6,000* 
iahahitaots,  was  one  of  them ;  Dromora^. 
in  the  county  of  Down,  was  another  t 
Lisburn,  one  of  Uie  most  rising  and  pros- 
peroua  towns  in  Ireland,  had  followed  the 
example ;  and  Garrickfergus,  one  of  tbe 
principal  corporate  towna  in  the  schedula- 
to  this  Bill,  had  actually  superseded  ite 
present   corporatiooi  rejeded  the   neir 
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one  proposed  to  it*  and  made  choice  in- 
stead  of  the  simple  and  efficient  provisions 
of  the  9th  of  Geo.  4th.  With  facts  and 
examples  such  as  these  before  them,  he 
trusted  that  hon.  Members  wonld  see  the 
falsehood  and  injustice  of  the  assertion 
that  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House 
were  desirous  of  persecuting  the  religion 
of  the  Roman  Catholics,  or  of  depriving 
the  people  of  Ireland  of  their  rights  of 
self-government  in  their  municipal  affairs. 
To  the  course  which  had  been  followed  by 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  and  his  supporters  on  the 
present  occasion  and  during  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament,  he  gave  his  most  cordial 
support,  because  he  believed  it  to  lead 
to  an  efficient,  a  business-like,  and  a 
peaceful  system  for  the  government  of 
towns  in  Ireland ;  and  he  had  resisted 
the  principle  of  this  measure,  because  he 
believed  that  the  corporate  constitution 
which  it  proposed  to  establish  was  un- 
saited  to  the  habits  and  the  wants  of  the 
people,  and  would  prove  pernicious  to  the 
peace  and  prosperity  of  the  country.  He 
had  seen  too  much  of  the  state  of  public 
feeling  in  Ireland  to  be  blind  to  the  fact, 
that  the  people  of  that  country,  having 
never  been  accustomed  to  these  cumbrous 
and  complicated  machines  for  the  govern- 
ment of  these  towns,  did  not  understand, 
and  did  not  wish  for  them, — and  that  they 
were  forced  upon  them  by  those  whose 
intention  it  was  to  use  them  as  instruments 
for  the  promotion  of  dangerous  political 
objects.  He  had  seen  sufficient  of  the 
state  of  Ireland  to  know  that  the  partial 
clamour  which  had  been  got  up  on  this 
subject  was  the  result  of  laborious  and  not 
very  successful  agitation,  and  that  the 
feelings  of  the  people  had  only  been  kept 
alive  upon  the  subject  by  associating  with 
it  the  more  exciting  and  intelligible  topics 
of  the  abolition  of  tithes,  and  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  Protestant  Establishment. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny had  threatened  them  last  year,  that 
in  the  event  of  the  refusal  of  corporate 
reform  on  their  own  terms,  Ireland,  from 
its  utmoi^t  extremities,  should  resound  with 
the  indignant  demiands  of  an  insulted  and 
high-minded  people,  and  that  the  table  of 
the  House  should  totter  under  the  petitions 
which  would  pour  upon  it  from  every  out- 
raged hamlet  and  parish.  He  would  ask 
where  was  the  accomplishment  of  that 
ihteat?  Where  were  those  mountains  of 
indignant  petitions  ?  The  only  visible  result 


from  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  of  last  year  was 
the  establishment  of  the  National  Assoeia-' 
tion  in  Dublin,  which  they  were  informed 
sprung  from  the  rejection  of  the  measare  of 
last  year,  and  was  designed  to  promote  the 
accomplishment  of  this.  This  being,  the 
case,  he  would. appeal  even  to  the  records 
of  that  very  Association^  and  he  woold  in- 
quire what  proportion  of  their  time  and 
their  deliberations  had  been  devoted  to 
this  charter-question  of  their  institution  ? 
So  far  as  their  proceedings  had  reached 
the  eye  of  the  public,  they  were  altogether 
engrossed  by  the  discussion  of  poor-laws 
and  tiihes,  or  taken  up  with  the  quarrels 
and  reconciliations  of  their  hon.  Members, 
whilst  the  one  great  object  of  their  founds* 
tion  was  utterly  abandoned  and  forgotten* 
Having  introduced  the  name  of  that  Asso- 
ciation, he  would  here  make  the  only 
observation  with  which  it  was  his  intention 
to  trouble  the  House  regarding  it ;  he  meant 
with  reference  to  the  relative  proportion  of 
Protestants  and  Roman  Catholics  of  which 
its  Members  are  composed.  It  had  been 
stated  as  a  matter  of  congratulation  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  that  it  was 
formed  of  persons  of  every  persuasion  and 
from  every  quarter  of  Ireland,  and  the  hon* 
Member  for  Kilkenny,  if  he  recollected 
aright,  had  mentioned  that  one  third  of 
its  Members  were  Protestants.  Now,  what 
was  the  fact  ?  The  Association  comprised, 
in  January  last,  2,946  members,  of  whom 
only  263  were  Protestants,  and  of  these 
84  were  Englishmen  and  members  of  the 
corporation  of  London  ;  whilst  of  the  rc« 
maining  Roman  Catholics  upwards  of  600 
were  bishops  and  clergy  of  the  Church  of 
Rome,  making  an  average  of  nearly  three 
Roman  Catholic  priests  for  one  Protestant 
layman  who  had  joined  it.  He  wished  to 
draw  no  inference  from  this  fact  as  to  the 
objects  of  the  Association  on  other  mat- 
ters, but  on  this  question  of  Municipal 
Corporations  they  had  utterly  failed  to 
create  the  excitement  or  to  produce  the 
agitation  which  they  expected.  He  could 
state  with  confidence  that  this  question  had 
no  real  hold  of  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  that,  except  for  factions  and 
political  purposes,  they  were  indifferent  to 
its  fate.  They  dreaded  the  fearful  expense 
which  corporations  must  entsil ;  they  had 
heard  of  them  only  in  the  tale  of  their 
abuses  and  corruptions ;  they  had  never 
known  them  as  institutions  of  utility  and 
advantage,  and  they  had  never  derived 
from  them,  nor  did  they  expect  it^  one 
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singie  iota  of  advantage..  The  very  report 
of  the  commission  nhich  formed  the 
gromidwork  of  this  measure  had  stated 
them  to  be  unpopular  and  suspected  in 
Ireland ;  injurious  in  some  instances,  use- 
less in  others,  and  in  ail  insufficient  and 
inadequate  to  the  purposes  of  such  institu- 
tions ;  and  yet  it  was  these  injurious,  use* 
less,  insufficient,  and  inadequate  bodies 
that  the  present  measure  proposed  to  restore 
and  to  re-establish,  in  preference  to  sub- 
stituting for  them  a  system  as  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord,  so  efficient  as  to  be  ade- 
quate to  all  their  useful  purposes,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  so  simple  as  to  be  obnoxious 
to  none  of  their  abuses  and  corruptions. 
But  the  question  which  had  been  opened 
up  to  the  House  by  the  noble  Lord  had 
been  not  so  much  that  of  the  obvious  ad- 
vantages which  the  people  of  Ireland  may 
derive  from  the  course  which  he  had 
recommeodedy  as  that  of  the  disastrous 
consequences  which,  in  the  present  disor- 
ganised condition  of  that  country,  might 
be  expected  to  result  from  the  adoption  of 
a  measure  such  as  that  which  had  been 
introduced  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secre 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department. 
In  alluding  to  that  topic,  it  was  impossible 
to  avoid  adverting  to  the  causes  which  had 
tended,  if  not  to  produce,  at  least  to  ag- 
gravate that  unhappy  condition  of  society  ; 
and  amongst  the  most  prominent  of  these 
must  unfortunately  he  regarded  the  conduct 
of  the  present  Government  in  that  coun- 
try, more  especially  as  regards  their  abuse 
of  the  prerogative  and  patronage  which 
had  been  intrusted  to  them  by  the  Crown. 
In  endeavouring  to  follow  and  to  support 
the  noble  Lord  in  the  statement  which  he 
had  made,  and  in  following  up  those  char. 
gee  which  a  noble  Lord  (Morpeth)  boasted 
on  a  former  occasion  that  he  had  invited, 
courted,  and  compelled  upon  this  head, 
he  was  far  from  being  inspired  by  any  hope 
that  any  exposure  or  censure,  much  less 
any  argument  or  expostulation,  could  have 
any  salutary  influence  upon  those  who 
profited  bv  the  present  melancholy  con* 
dition  of  tnat  country,  or  those  who  had 
lent  themselves  as  the  means  and  instru- 
ments of  producing  it;  but  he  did  rely  on 
the  effiect  of  an  appeal  to  the  Representa. 
tives  of  Englandv  and  upon  a  statement  of 
grievances  and  misgovernment,  which,  if 
they  did  not  excite  commiseration  for  Ire- 
land, could  not  fail  at  least  to  create  alarm 
and  apprehension  for  themselves.  The  most 
pbviottt,  and  the  most  alarming  of  those 


grievances,  because  the  most  immediate  and 
the  most  perilous  in  its  eflPects  upon  the 
safety  of  property,    and  the  security  of 
society,  was  the  abuse  of  the  prerogative 
of  mercy  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land ;  and  frightful  as  had  been  the  expo- 
sure already  made  to  the  country  of  the 
conduct  of  that  noble  Lord  in  this  particu« 
lar,  he  felt  satisfied  that  before  he  resumed 
his  seat  he  would  satisfy  the  House  that 
they  were  as  yet  in  comparative  ignorance 
either  of  the  enormity  or  the  extent  of 
these  excesses.     It  would  be  but  wasting 
the  time  of  the  House  to  allude  either  to 
the  equitable  principles  on  which  this  pre« 
rogative  should  be  based,  or  upon  those 
cautious  and  constitutional  guards  by  which 
its  exercise  should  be  vigilantly  restrained ; 
and  equally  idle  would  it  be  to  waste  words 
in  the  demonstration  of  that  which  must 
be    obvious    to    every  man    of  ordinary 
judgment,  namely,  the  encouragement  to 
crime,    the  impediments    to   justice,  the 
contempt  of  the  law,  and  the  general  de- 
moralisation which  must  ensue  where  this 
great  prerogative  of  the  Crown  is  wielded 
as  it  had  been   in  Ireland,  without  any 
regard   to    the   nature  of   the  crime,  the 
feelings  of  the  criminal,  or  the.  circum- 
stances of  the  offence,  but  solely  for  the 
purpose  of  attaining  a  bad  popularity  by  an 
unwise  and  unjust  exhibition  of  clemency 
to  the  unworthy.      From  the  numerous 
cases  which   had  been  forwarded  to  him 
from  Ireland,  from  persons  whose  feelings 
had  been  outraged,  and  whose  wrongs  had 
been  insulted  by  this  dangerous  practice, 
he  would  not  trouble  the  House  with  more 
than   a  very  few,  in  order  to  shew  rather 
the  character  than  extent  of  these  uncon- 
stitutional  proceedings.     He  held  in  his 
hand  the  facts  of  a  case  which  had  recently 
occurred  in  the  county  of  Louth,  to  the 
particulars    of    which  he  would  beg  the 
attention  of  the   House.    At  the  summer 
assizes  of  Dundalk  last  year,  a  case  was 
tried  before    the    Chief  Justice    of   the 
King's  Bench,  in  which  a  criminal  infor- 
mation was  filed  by  a  person  called  Benisoo 
against  another  named  Magrath,for  sending 
him  a  challenge  and  posting  him  as  a  coward* 
Several  aggravating    circumstances  were 
adduced    in  evidence  against    Magrath, 
who  had  stated,  it  appeared,  that  he  had 
come  from  Liverpool  to  shoot  Benison,  and 
had   been  practising  with  pistols  on  the 
voyage  with  that  intention.    A  conviction 
ensued,  and  the  defendant  Magrath  re- 
fused either  to  apologise  for  his  conduct 
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et  to  fvf  th«  eoils  of  the  aclioD»  a  v«Aml 
which  he  repeated  when  brougbl  before 
the  oowrt  for  jadgHeot  in  the  Michaeknaa 
term  Mbwiog;  nor  would  he  offer,  as  it 
wee  eompeletit  for  him  to  do,  a  siogle 
affidavit  or  (>lea  in  mitigation  of  his  of<* 
hnce*    The  deliberate  judgment  of  the 
whole  court,  incloding  the  Chief  Justice 
Buahe,  Judge  Burton,  and  Judges  Perrin 
and  Crampton,  was  a  sentence  of  one 
month^s  imprisonment,  and  50/.  fine,  with 
bail  to  keep  the  peace.     But  a  very  few 
days  afterwards  the  fine  was  remitted  and 
the  prisoner  liberated  by  the  Lord^Lieu** 
tenant  at  the  interference,  it  was  staled, 
of  the  hon.  Baronet,  who  is  Member  for 
the  eonnty,  and  set  at  large  to  laugh  at 
the  Goort  of  Kind's  Bench,  and  its  faree 
ef  jastiee.    Now  if  there  ever  was  a  case 
which  on  the  very  surface  repudiated  the 
exercise  of  the  merciful  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  here  was  one.     Here  was  an  in- 
stance  in  which  the  criminal  avows,  before 
hie  offence,  his  intention  to  commit  it, 
refuses  after  its  attempted    perpetration 
one  syllable  of  apology,  offers  in  its  defence 
an  one  eenience  of  regret  or  palliation ; 
and  M»  determined  offender,  on  the  sole 
intederenee  of  his  political  patron,  is  at 
once  relieved  from  the  puoiehment  of  his 
fimlt,  assigned  after  mature  deliberation 
by   the    assenshled   judges  of  the   first 
eimnial  tribaiial  in  the  land.    What  must 
he  the  impression  which  such  an  interfer- 
eoce  of  power  must  make  upon  the  ig- 
noramt  and  the  discontented,  but  that  the 
sentence  of  that  oonit  was  tyrannical  and 
anoecessariiy  oniel,  when  it  is  thus  nn- 
eeremoniottsly  abrogated  and  net  aside  by 
the  ^ibitiary   tntederenoe  of  the  Lofd* 
Lieutenant  ?   Above  all,  what  must  be  the 
fceitngs  of  die  praeeontor  in  snch  a  case, 
arhen  alter  a  seriee  of  persecutions  and 
sflanns  endnred  from  the  defendant,  after 
aM  the  costs  and  anxiety  of  bringing  him 
to  justice,  he  sees  the  protection  of  the 
court  lyf  law  withdrawn  from  htm  by  the 
sole  act  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  and  his 
perveeotor  again  let  loose  to  harass  and 
maltreat    hhn?    He  (Mr.    £.  Tennent) 
would  mention  to  the  House  but  one  other 
ease  of  this  character,  which  had  within 
the  laat  few  days  been  communicated  to 
him  by  parties  whose  knowledge  of  the 
fcets  left  no  donbt  upon  his  mind  of  their 

Bneral  accuracy.  For  a  series  of  yean 
r.  William  Annetrong,  of  Roxboroiigh, 
in  the  comty  of  Aramgh,  was  seriously 
hqvred  and  annoyed  by  various  deprada- 


tions  and  outrages  conuaicied  on  hi$  p»* 

party,  such  as  destroying  young  planta« 

tions,  digging  down  of  dUches,  puUtng 

down  gates  and  piers,  turning  up  potatoes* 

serving  of  Rookite  notices  on  the  tenantv 

not  to  pay  their  rent  at  the  usual  time* 

waylaying  three  stewards,  &c.  &c« ;  and 

for  five  years  every  effort  to  detect  the 

offenders  was  unavailing,  although  a  sa* 

ward  of  250/.  was  one  time  offered^  and 

other  large  sums  afterwards.   On  the  28th 

of  June,  1831,  the  sounding  of  horns  on 

the  tops  of  the  hills  announced  that  some 

movement  was  intended,  which  was  fm 

presented  by  some  of  the  country  peoj^ 

who  came  up  to  the  house  as  a  cfoavl 

going  to  Fortrhill,  four  miles  diateoit*  In 

tear  down    Dr.  Gampbeirs  hoose   and 

church.    In  the  morning,  howevert  the 

truth  came  out,  and  fifty  perches  of  a  veif 

expensive  ditch  made  by  Mr.  Armstionf 

was  levelled  to  the  ground.    On  the  njght 

of  the  19lh  of  September,  1 834,  the  eDtico 

crop  of  oats  in  stack  in  four  fields  wae 

carried  away.    As  soon  as  Mr.  Armatrong 

heard  (^  this  he  got  search  warrants,  and 

found  the  com  in  tiie  £arm  yards  of  thnae 

persons  in   the    neighbourhood,   one  of 

whom  was  fisther  to  a  priest.    Tbctt  asea 

were   committed   to   Armagh  gaol,  and 

tried  at  the  spring  assizes  in  1835«  cq»« 

victed  and  senten^.    The  pnest's  father 

having  confessed,  was  imprisoned  ftr  three 

months,  and  the  others  twdve  and  fifteav 

Rionths.  Tliese  precantions  coat  Mr.  Arm« 

strong  much   time  and  money,  and  ha 

hoped   that    the   example    would   have 

serfed  to  obtain  peace  for  him.    However, 

ia  the  summer  of  1635  Lord  Mo^gBava 

made  his  tour  to  the  north»eastof  Iialaad, 

and  visited  Armagh  gaol.    Without  aay 

uivestigation  of  the  facts,  or  coasnkia^ 

any  one  except  Turner,  the  gaoler,  ha 

ordered  these  men  to  be  liberated  on  tha 

spot    There  was  no  memorial  hfi  Ihiafiaae^ 

nor  did  his  Eicellency  ever  ask  the  namaa 

of  the  prisoners.    Cases  like  these  are  aoi 

a  mere  realisation  of  justice— *they  are  an 

aggravation  of  crime.    The  saffisring  paslf 

is  aot  only  adding  iajmry  to  injury   hy 

incuinog  the  toil  and  the  cost  of  a  pro« 

secutioo  which  is  to  end  in  Uie  immoakf 

of  the  guilty  party,  bat  the  oroaiaal  hias« 

self  is  encourai^  to  the  emnaHssion  of 

offences ;  ainoe  even  the  doead  of  datee« 

tioa  is  overcome  by  the  certainty  of  m^ 

punily.'    The  nobfe  Lord,  the  Secsatorv  of 

State  for  the    Home    Depaitment,  had 

alluded  an  a  fenaer  evaaing  toihe  piaalm 
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iatrodoced  by  tbe  late  Attorney-GMienJ 
for  Iidaod  by  which  the  Crowa  piosa* 
csftort  v«c»  prohibited  from  exerci»Dg  lh« 
nght  of  settiog  aside  Jurors  in  crinioal 
caaee*  Of  the  perniciotts  efiecta  of  this 
rigitlalioa  his  learned  Friend  the  hon. 
Member  for  Baodoo  (Mr.  Jackson)  had 
given  OD  a  former  occasion  a  remarkable 
instance  in  the  case  of  the  marderera  of 
Carter,  in  the  Queen's  county.  But  he 
held  in  his  hand  tbe  details  of  a  case 
which  wasy  if  possible,  more  atrocious  in 
point  oi  crime  than  even  tbe  case  of  the 
amrderers  of  Carter,  and  more  reprehen- 
sil^e  as  f«|ptrded  the  conduct  of  the  Irish 
Oovemanent.  And  that  the  result  of  that 
nei^ation  had  been  to  defeat  the  ad* 
ounistfatioQ  of  justice  and  tbe  execution 
of  the  4aw,  by  enabling  the  prisoner  to 
seduce  Us  jury  to  tbe  number  who 
weie  favourable  to  himself^  whilst  ii 
prohibited  the  Crown  from  objecting 
to  or  retnoving  a  single  individualt  even 
with  the  knowledge  of  his  disposition  to 
ebsdvot  the  course  of  justice,  no  illus- 
tration  could  be  more  convincing  than 
the  case  which  he  was  about  to  submit 
to  the  House.  In  the  case  of  the  King  v, 
M'Carran  and  others,  three  men  weie 
tried  at  the  Monaghaa  assizes  for 
the  murder  of  a  Protestant,  whose  offence 
was  his  having  become  tenant  to  a  farm 
horn  which  a  Roman  Catholic  had  been 
prefiously  ejected  by  his  landlord.  The 
murder  was  accompanied  by  circumstances 
the  mc»st  barbarous  and  deliberate  ;  it  was 
perpetrated  in  the  n^on-day,  and  close 
ty  a  bog  in  which  several  hundred  persons 
were  working  at  the  time,  but  who 
t&wded  so  assistance  to  the  vraetched 
mtim.  The  prboners  were  tried  three 
several  times  ;  the  defence  was  the  usual 
Insh  expedient  of  an  aZt&i,  to  which 
they  had  abandaoee  <rf  witnesses  to  swear, 
and  each  time  the  jury  separated  without 
CMniag  to  a  iMidict.  What  in  this  case 
was  the  conduct  of  the  Government  ? 
Did  ihef  suspend  the  order  which  had 
been  issued  for  abstaining  from  exercising 
tbe  Tight  to  set  aside  jurors  who  were 
known  io  be  obstracting  the  course  of 
the  law?  No.  But  even  sufmosiag  that 
ibr  the  sake  of  the  uniformity  -of  practice  or 
any  other  similar  consideration,  they 
abstained  (torn  doing  so,  did  they  lesort 
to  any  other  expedient  within  their  .power, 
and  remove  the  uial  to  the  King's  Bench, 
whara  4hey  wonid  haive  been  certain  of  an 
aaiiiAiiancid  jory    and    an    nnbtassed 


decision?  lostoad  of  doing  this*  Iboy 
made  tenos  with  the  homiddet;  they 
compromised  the  murder,  and  permitfesd 
the  peipetrators  to  emigrate  to  Amnrica  oa 
consideration  of  their  consenting  to  a  plea 
of  guilty  of  manslaughter,  thus  inducing 
the  wretches  to  admit  that  they  bad  thrioe 
suborned  a  host  of  peijuied  witnesses  to 
prove,  by  an  uliU,  the  oon-commtssiott  of 
a  crime  which  they  were  then  content  to 
plead  guilty  under  the  technical  quibUo  of 
a  name  ;  and  the  murdereia  who,  but  for 
the  order  of  the  Attorney-General,  would 
have  expiated  their  guilt  by  their  lives* 
were  permitted,  by  Uie  compromise  of.  the 
Crown,  to  retire  as  emigrants  to  Ameriea* 
He  (Mr.  £.  Tennent)  would  not  go  furOer 
into  these  details  of  individual  cases, 
though  he  was  prepared  with  othen  of 
equal  importance,  and  attended  with 
circumstances  of  equal  aggravation  ami 
injustice.  But  he  would  come  at  once 
to  a  statement  with  regard  to  the  extent 
to  which  these  proceedings  of  the  Lord* 
Lieutenant  had  been  carried,  which  ho 
confessed,  from  its  magnitude  and  startling 
results,  he  felt  almost  reluctant  to  ofe  to 
the  House.  From  the  souroes  whidi  he 
(Mr.  £•  Tennent)  had  drawn  the  infer* 
mation,  be  felt  authorised  In  saying  theft 
he  (Jaeed  the  most  implicit  reliance  on  its 
authenticity  and  truth ;  but  if  the  faots 
which  it  dasclcaed  be  tnoorreot,  the  retsms 
which  had  been  recently  moved  for  by  Us 
hon.  Friend,  the  Memoer  for  Bandon^ 
would  serve  at  once  to  rectify  the  ertor^  if 
such  there  be.  The  House  was  not,  he 
was  sure,  eren  after  the  disdosores  wiuch 
had  been  akeady  made,  prepared  to  hear 
the  extraordinary  annomieement,  that  owt 
of  eighty  oonvieted  crimieab  since  Jidy 
Laet,  no  kss  than  420  had  been  discharged 
by  Lord  Molgrave  upon  his  ovm  indiTidual 
authority,  and  without  a  reference  to  a 
judge.  And  his  information  iilEewiae 
authorised  him  to  add,  that  for  sevecal  of 
these  the  official  orders  for  discharge  had 
not  even  yet  been  made  out  or  dispatched 
from  the  Castle,  althotigh  the  gaek 
were  delivered  and  die  criminals  at  mistfm 
With  regard  to  this  Bill,  he  wodM  ask, 
with  facts  sach  as  these  before  them, 
whether  these  be  evidence  of  ooeh  a 
healthy  tone  of  sociefy  as  conid  wamnt 
them  in  increasing  the  democratic  power 
of  the  people,  or  of  such  a  safe  and  wril* 
regulated  system  of  Government  4»  to 
anthorise  as  to  augment  the  mesent  patron^ 
age  of  their  rnkm  7    That  fill|  Onmuif 
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other  measure  of  the  present  Administra- 
tion, was  so  framed  as  to  add  in  an 
unprecedented  degree  to  the  number  of 
offices  of  emolument  already  in  the  gift 
of  the  Irish  executive.  The  law  appoint- 
ments which  It  would  place  at  their 
disposal  would  be  immense :  recorders 
for  every  borough  who  adopted  their  cor- 
porate system,  and  chose  to  have  a  se- 
parate court  of  quarter  session,  and 
stipendiary  magistrates  for  every  cor- 
poration, who  were  to  be  barristers  of  ten 
years'  standing,  and  eligible  by  the  sole 
fiat  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  together  with 
a  nymber  of  minor  legal  appointments, 
such  as  revising  barristers  for  the  regis- 
tration of  burgesses,  and  other  simular 
functionaries.  Now,  looking  at  the  facts 
which  had  recently  been  made  public  con- 
nected with  the  legal  patronage  of  the 
present  Irish  Government,  he  would  ask, 
was  it  judicious  to  think  of  increasing  that 
patronage  of  which  they  had  already 
exhibited  so  improper  an  exercise  in  their 
appointments  of  assistant- barristers  and 
others  ?  The  noble  Lord  opposite  (John 
Russell)  had  declared  a  few  nights  back 
that  only  one  complaint  had  reached  him 
with  regard  to  their  appointment,  namely, 
the  case  which  he  alluded  to  of  Mr.  Gibson. 
He  (Mr.  E.  Tennent)  was  not  surprised  to 
bear  that  assertion .  of  the  noble  Lord. 
It  only  served  to  prove  what  might  have 
been  surmised  from  the  tone  of  confidence 
in  which  he  provoked  a  discussion  relative 
to  the  state  of  Ireland,  that  he  was  but 
imperfectly  informed  of  the  real  progress 
of  events  which  were  at  present  occurring 
in  that  country.  But  unfortunately  the 
case  of  Mr.  Gibson  was  far  from  being  a 
solitary  one  ;  and  the  commissioning  of 
Mr.  Hudson  to  Carlow — of  Mr.  Berwick, 
who  had  been  actually  engaged  in  the 
notorious  manufacture  of  the  Cold-blow- 
lane  voters,  who  were  enfranchised  out  of 
gooseberry  bushes— of  Mr.  Kane  and  of 
Mr.  Fogarty  —  were  but  too  forcible 
attestations  that  such  appointments  were 
not  casual  but  systematic,  and  that  a 
peculiar  predilection  in  politics  was  the 
mdispensable  qualification  of  ther  indi- 
viduals who  were  to  preside  over  the 
inferior  tribunals  of  justice,  and  to  superin- 
tend the  creation  of  every  elective  con- 
stituency in  Ireland.  With  regard  to  their 
proceedings  in  the  latter  capacity,  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  which  had 
recently  been  named  to  inquire  into  the 
creation   of  fictitious  voters    under   this 


extraordinary  system,  would  afibrd  an 
ample  opportunity  for  thorough  and  search- 
ing investigation,  and  he  should  only 
observe  upon  it  now,  that  should  the  learned 
gentleman,  who  had  recently  been  appoint- 
ed, continue  much  longer  in  ofifice  in  Ire* 
land,  the  result  of  their  exertions  must 
inevitably  be  the  utter  destruction  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Reform  Act,  the  \0l,  francbisCi 
which  had  already  been  well  nigh  anni- 
hilated by  their  indiscriminate  admission 
of  7/.  and  8/.,  and  in  some  instances,  to 
his  own  knowledge,  of  5/.  householders 
to  register;  and  that  motions  would  be 
rendered  superfluous  in  the  House  for 
universal  suffrage,  for  there  would  not  be 
an  individual  in  Ireland  with  a  roof  over 
his  head,  who  would  not  be  speedily  in- 
vested with  the  franchise.  But  connected 
with  this  subject,  the  consideration  of 
which  was  more  appropriate  to  this  dis- 
cussion, was  the  effect  which  such  exhibi- 
tions of  legal  incompetency  and  political  par- 
tisanships must  have  made  upon  the  mmds 
of  the  people  as  regarded  the  tribunals  of 
justice  over  which  these  barristers  presided, 
and  which  had  been  emphatically  pro- 
nounced to  be  **  the  poor  man's  courts  of 
law."  The  Government  seem  to  forget 
that  whilst  they  are  converting  them  into 
powerful  expedients  for  political  ascen- 
dancy, they  are  destroying  their  utility  for 
the  wholesome  administration  of  justice. 
With  what  confidence  could  an  individual 
who  had  been  either  deprived  of  a  franchise 
to  which  he  was  entitled,  or  who  had  been 
unfairly  invested  with  it — with  what  con- 
fidence could  he  resort  for  civil  redress  to 
a  tribunal  which  had  so  lately  proved  to 
be  tainted  with  political  partiality  ?  And 
such  he  knew  to  be  the  popular  feeling  in 
Ireland  at  the  present  moment,  and  that 
men  go  away  dissatisfied  and  suspicious 
from  the  decree  of  a  court  in  civil  concerns, 
which  in  political  matters  thev  have  at- 
tested to  be  unsound.  Nor  is  this  feeling 
confined  to  the  lower  orders  alone,  or 
restricted  to  the  inferior  courts  of  justice 
in  Ireland.  The  experience  of  the  last  two 
years  had  served  to  convince  the  people  of 
Ireland  generally,  that  their  legal  appoint- 
ments had  been  made,  not  with  a  view  to 
the  employment  of  the  most  competent,  or 
for  the  benefit  of  the  public,  but  for  the 
securing  of  political  supporters  and  the 
providing  for  political  partisans.  It  is  a 
retnarkable  fact,  that  the  Irish  bar  con- 
tained at  the  present  moment  a  greater 
number  of  men  of  talept  and  of  emi<* 
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nence,  of  matured  experience  and  of 
tinBullied  integrity,  than  ever  before 
graced  it  at  any  ■  one  former  period. 
He  referred  to  such  men  as  Warren  and 
Petinefather,  Blackbnrne  and  Smith 
Bennet,  Brewster  and  Green,  and  a  host 
of  others — men  whose  profound  and  inti- 
mate knowledge  of  their  profession  would 
do  honour  to  any  court  of  justice  in  the 
world.  How  must  it  strike  the  intelligent 
and  discerning  portion  of  the  Irish  public, 
to  see  crowds  of  such  men  as  these  abso- 
lutely cast  into  the  shade,  and  forgotten 
in  neglect  whilst  their  juniors,  men  whose 
names  were  for  the  first  time  heard  of  when 
they  appear  in  The  Gazette  as  the  officers 
of  the  Qovernment,  were  raised  over  their 
heads,  and  installed  in  every  place  of  dis- 
tinctiqn  or  emolument?  He  was  prepared 
to  be  told,  that  the  men  whom  he  had 
named  differed  so  widely  in  politics  from 
the  present  Administration,  that  their  em- 
ployment was  impossible.  But  where,  then, 
he  would  ask,  were  the  Liberals  of  emi- 
nence at  the  Irish  bar— the  Holmes,  and 
the  Currys,  and  the  Blakes,  who  had  all 
their  lives  been  emancipators  and  Refor- 
mers? The  reason  was  obvious;  though 
Liberals,  they  were  not  partisans,  and 
whilst  their  occupation  in  their  profession 
incapacitated  them  from  active  services  as 
-agitators,  their  juniors  who  had  less  busi- 
ness and  more  leisure  became  the  active 
'agents  of  the  movement,  and  were  of  course 
entitled  to  promotion  for  their  exertions. 
-These  were  the  men  who,  without  talent  to 
recommend  them,  or  experience  to  entitle 
them  to  the  confidence  of  the  public,  had 
been  "  pitch-forked"  into  every  conceiv- 
able office,  whilst  the  country  has  been 
deprived  of  the  services  of  men  who  were 
their  superiors  in  rank,  in  intelligence,  in 
knowledge  of  the  law,  in  every  thing,  in 
short,  but  subserviency  and  vociferation ; 
and  these  are  the  men  whom,  if  this  Bill 
should  pass,  thej  should  find  appointed 
as  the  recorders  and  police  magistrates  of 
every  Corporation  in  Ireland.  As  an 
illustration  of  this  abuse  of  legal  patronage 
in  other  departments,  he  would  allude, 
but  to  one  example,  and  that  was  the  case 
of  the  Accountant-General  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery  in  Ireland,  which  was  recently 
vacant  in  consequence  of  the  death  of  a 
Mr.  Boyd,  ifhe  remembered  aright.  This 
was  a  situation  requiring  much  experience, 
as  well  as  singular  accuracy,  and  syste- 
matic acquaintance  with  its  duties.  And 
on  wbgro  was  it  bestowed  ?    On  a  mere 


youth,  a  barrister  of  almost  no  atandiop, 
and  a  person  whose  abilities  were,  till  then 
at  least  unknown.  And  what  was  the 
secret  of  his  appointment  ?  He  was  the 
brother  of  Mr.  Barrington,  an  emioeot 
Liberal,  of  whose  character  no  one  could 
speak  without  respect,  but  who  was  as 
eminent  for  political  inffuence  as  for  his 
personal  integrity ;  but  this  was  not  the 
worst  of  the  story.  Mr.  Barrington  had  a 
competitor  for  the  office,  a  gentleman, 
named  Davis,  who  had  for  thirty  long 
years  fulfilled  its  duties  as  a  subordinate 
officer  with  zeal  and  efficiency,  and  unim- 
peachable honour.  Mr.  Davis's  claim  was 
supported  by  all  the  parties  who  were 
really  interested — by  the  masters  in  Chan- 
cery ;  by  the  governor  and  directors  of  the 
Bank  of  Ireland,  with  whom  he  had  been 
and  would  still  be  in  daily  communication ; 
and  by  a  memorial  from  six  hundred  soli- 
citors, who  were  the  frequenters  and 
clients  of  the  accountant's  office.  But  all 
was  alike  in  vain.  His  patrons  were  not 
in  power ;  his  thirty  years'  services  had  not 
been  political,  and  they  went  for  nothin|^ 
— •*  perierunt  tempora  longi  servitii."  The 
claims  of  the  old  and  faithful  servant  were 
overlooked  and  rejected,  and  the  school- 
boy lawyer  was  installed  in  the  important 
office,  because  he  was  the  brother  of  the 
liberal  solicitor,  and  the  proteg6  of 
those  who  shared  the  influence,  if  not 
the  emoluments  of  office,  with  the  Go- 
vernment. One  other  illustration  of  the 
partial  bestowal  of  patronage  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  would  dismiss  the  subject. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  alluded  on 
a  recent  occasion  to  the  arrangements 
introduced  by  Mr.  O'Loghlen,  when 
Attorney-General,  for  appointing  Crown 
prosecutors  to  conduct  the  criminal  busi- 
ness at  sessions  in  Ireland.  Here,  then^ 
was  a  notable  instance,  and  on  a  large 
scale,  for  the  exhibition  of  a  magnanimous' 
impartiality  in  the  selection  of  such  a  host 
of  functionaries  for  every  county  in  Ireland. 
And  what  proportion  did  the  House  sup- 
pose that  the  Protestants  bore  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  in  the  appointments 
which  were  thus  filled  up.  Of  the  thirty- 
two  individuals  appointed,  no  less  than 
twenty-eight  were  of  the  favoured  religion. 
Accident,  or  a  determination  not  to  make 
any  inquiry  into  religion,  might  induce  the 
appointment  of  a  number  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholics in  some  instances  l  nor  did  he,  in 
his  heart,  believe  that  religion  would  be  ^ 
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e«iite  of  objaclioii  on  the  ptrt  of  the 
Protefttantoy  were  iheindiTidualAGompeteot 
10  the  offices  to  which  they  might  be 
•ppoioled ;  but  to  vast  a  propoition  as  this 
eoukl  icaicelj  be  coosidered  the  cooae- 
queoce  of  an  accident^  and  would  require 
aometbiDg  more  than  a  simple  denial  to 
CODviooe  him  that  it  was  not  the  result  of 
a  eool  and  deliberate  religious  partisanship. 
And  here»  connected  with  this  question  of 
partisan  patronage  in  Ireland,  there  was  a 
circumstance  of  somewhat  a  personal  na« 
lure  as  regarded  himself,  and  which  he 
would  beg  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
for  one  moment  to  allude  to.  In  referring 
on  a  recent  public  occasion  at  Glasgow, 
to  the  partiality  which,  in  all  their  appoint- 
menu,  the  present  Irish  administration 
had  exhibited  for  Roman  Catholics,  he 
made  use  of  the  words  that  Mr.  O'Connell 
had  himself  dedared — '*  that  the  dominant 
party  would  prefer  the  worst  Papist  in 
Ireland  to  the  best  Protestant  in  the  king- 
dom," and  that  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment had,  in  every  instance,  corroborated 
the  assertion.  To  this  statement  the 
learned  Member  took  an  opportunity  of 
giving  an  earl^  denial,  by  declaring  to  his 
constituents,  in  that  style  of  polished 
courtesy  which  is  so  peculiarly  bis  own, 
that  it  was  **  a  lie— a  Tory  lie."  So  far 
as  any  personal  feeling  could  be  excited, 
be  regarded  this  expression,  coming  from 
such  a  quarter,  with  perfect  indifference, 
either  as  impugning  his  own  veracity,  or  as 
affecting  that  of  Mr.  O'Connell.  But  as 
he  did  not  consider  it  compatible  with  the 
honour  or  the  character  of  that  House, 
that  one  of  its  Members  should,  in  the  face 
of  his  constituents  and  the  country,  stig- 
matise another  with  the  brand  of  unquali- 
fied falsehood,  and  that  no  explanation 
should  be  offered,  he  was  now  prepared  to 
vindicate  himself  from  the  charge,  by  pro- 
ducing his  authority  for  the  time,  the 
place,  the  occasion,  and  the  person  to 
whom  the  learned  Member  made  use 
of  the  very  words  which  he  had  attributed 
to  him,  and  which  he  (Mr.  O'Conneil) 
thought  proper  to  deny.  The  words 
which  he  used  were  as  he  stated  before — 
that  Mr.  O'Connell  had  expressly  de- 
clared  that  the  dominant  party  in  Ireland 
would  prefer  "  the  worst  Papist  to  the 
best  Protestant."  In  the  work  which  he 
held  in  his  hand,  and  which  contained  the 
letters  addressed  by  Mr.  Feargus  O'Connor 
to  Mr.  G'Coonell,  at  the  twenty-fourth 
page  oocurs  the  following  circumstantial 


and,  Ull  he  quoted  it  on  th^  oooaaHNi 
referred  to/ uncontradicted  narrativo:--*' 
'*  The  only  man  who  had  youf  aappoK 
upon  the  contest  in  1832,  and  who  was  not 
a  repealer»  was  the  Gentleman  who  waa 
returned  with  me  for  the  coooty  Cork; 
the  fact  of  your  supporting  him  atrutk 
me  as  being  very  strange;  and  whea 
talking  with  you  upon  the  aubjaet  at  the 
October  assizes  of  Cork|  I  asked  you»  how 
you  supported  Mr.  Barry,  who  refuaed  te 
pledge  himself  upon  the  repeal  questiaB» 
that  being  your  great  test.  The  conveisar 
tion  was  in  the  court-house,  and  yont 
reply  was,  '  Because  the  people  will  vote 
for  him,  as  he  will  have  the  priests.'  I  as* 
snred  you  that  such  was  not  the  case;  that 
the  priests  were  repealers  to  a  man,  and 
they  wanted  another  repealer  i  yoa  obt» 
served  that  he  was  a  Catholic,  and  that 
the  priests  would  support  him  upon  that 
account ;  to  which  I  replied,  that  I  was 
a  Protestant,  and  they  much  preferred 
me.  *  No,'  said  you,  *  they'd  rather  have 
the  worst  Papist  than  the  best  Pro* 
testant.'  "  This  statement  of  Mr.  0*Coii* 
nor  was  his  (Mr.  E.  Tennent's)  authority 
for  the  words  he  bad  Quoted  from  it  s 
and  whether  it  was  a  *'  lie,"  or  a  **  Tory 
lie,"  he  now  left  to  the  farther  afyuatoseat 
of  that  hoo.  Gentleman  and  the  leaiaad 
Member  for  Kilkenny.  He  had  to  apolo- 
gise to  the  House  for  the  length  at  wba^ 
be  had  unwillingly  intrudea  upon  their 
attention ;  but  the'  grounds  on  which  he 
objected  to  the  introduction  of  this  mea* 
sure  in  the  present  unhappy  and  anoma- 
lous  condition  of  Ireland  were  so  broad» 
that  he  found  it  impossible  to  brmg  bit 
observations  within  a  narrower  spaoa. 
He  could  not  sit  down,  however,  without 
expressing  a  feeling  of  regret  that  although 
such  ample  details  had  been  laid  before 
the  House  of  the  state  of  that  country,  so 
much  still  remained  unnoticed  and  un- 
touched. It  is  impossible  for  those  who 
are  not  living  and  m  ha6its  of  associating 
with  the  people  of  Ireland,  to  conceive 
the  deep  and  widely-spreading  feeling  of 
alarm  with  which  they  are  at  present 
inspired,  or  to  imagine  the  myriad  of 
galling  circumstances,  trifling  perhaps 
individually,  and  too  trivial  to  be  related 
on  an  occasion  such  as  this,  but  all  por- 
tions of  a  whole,  and  contributing  to  swell 
the  general  aggregate  of  disorganisation 
and  discontent.  For  years  back  we  have 
had  continually  ringing  in  our  ears  tlui 
cry  that  Ireland  had  been  ruled  by  a  fao 
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taontad  goverMd  only  fer  a  pftriy,  but 
BMer  dcffing  the  pabnteai  days  of  Piok 
laMaBt^aMendaiiey  was  the  to  tboroiigfaly 
ruled  by  a  party,  aad  for  a  party,  as  she 
is  at  the  present  momeDt.     Nor  is  that 
party  lesa  formidable  from  the  fact  that 
tkak  inflnence  is  .maintaiDed,  not  by  the 
asaal  expedients  of  a  Government — not  by 
the  operation  of  their  measures  and  the 
results  of  their  responsible  policy,  bat  by 
the  influeDce  of  their  arbitrary  and  un» 
controlled  authority,  and  by  the  perver* 
sion  of  their  patronage*     Was  the  House 
tJbea,  he  would  ask,  prepared  by  passing 
lUe  Bill,  to  augment  that  patronage  which 
bad  been  already  so  grossly  abus^,  or  to 
add  imroeasuraoly  to  the  power  of  that 
turbulent  and  democratic  party  to  whose 
ambition  and  whose  unconstitutional  pro- 
ceediogt  the   evils  of   that  unfortunate 
conntry  were  attributable  ?    Condemning, 
an  all  did,  the    monopoly  of   influence 
which    these  corporations    had    so  long 
llmitedy  and  entailed  upon  one  denomina- 
tion   in  the  state,   were  they  about    to 
transfer  that  monopoly  to  another  party 
mare  aumefous  ana  more  formidable^  and 
in  whose  hands  it  would  be  liable  to  every 
objection  alleged  against  its  present  in- 
vestment?    He  trusted  that  instead  of 
rushing  into  to  jrecklese  and  headlong  a 
course,  the  House  would  pause  and  exa- 
mine dispassionately  and  calmly  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  North  Lancashire — a  proposition   to 
which  he  gave  his  most  willing  support, 
beeaose  he  believed  it  to  be  calculated 
not  only  to  remove  all  abuses  and  cor- 
rnptions  which  were  incident  to  the  pre- 
sent svstem,  but  to  secure  the  impartial 
administration  of  justice,  the  peace  and 
good   government  of  the  towns  of-  Ire- 
land. 

Viscount  Morpeth :  As  this  debate.  Sir 
—-as  far,  at  least,  as  concerns  the  motion 
put  into  your  hands — is  an  exact  repre- 
sentation of  what  took  place  last  year,  not 
only  being,  as  I  believe,  exact  in  point  of 
time  and  in  its  circumstances,  but  in  the 
letter  in  which  it  was  drawn  up,  I 
should  hardly  have  thought  it  necessary 
to  express  my  opinion  fully  on  the  snbl 
ject.  And  on  this  occasiou,  also,  I  feel 
that  it  is  not  very  necessary  for  me  to  go 
into  an  examination  of  theargun)ents  that 
have  been  brought  forward  on  the  other 
side  after  the  admirable  and  impressive 
speech  we  have  heard  from  my  hon« 
Frielidi  the  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr. 
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C.  Bttller),  nor  shall  I  aUenipt  lo  Mkm 
him  thitmgh  the  powerful  and  compre* 
hensive  reasoning  he  displayed*   I  confeai 
that  I  was  not  astonished  that  the  faon* 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  spoke  ket 
shrunk  from  attempting  to  answer  him. 
Instead  of  adverting  to  any  of  those  prtn« 
ciples  which  must  guide  os  in  the  dectsitHi 
to  which  we  must  come,  and  to  those 
principles  which  involve  the  general  tenoot 
of  imperial  policy,  the  hon*  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  not  only  travelled  over  the 
details  which  were  so  copionidy  brongiit 
before  the  House  in  the  debate  of  afoit* 
night  ago,  but  he  has  evidently  deliveral 
himself  of  a  speech  which  was  intended 
for  that  occasion.    The  hont  and  learned 
Member  has  gone  over  again,  at  immenee 
length  and  with  entire  monotony  €»f  tone> 
the  whole  subject  of  the  alleged  abuse  of 
the  prerogative  of  mercy  which  proved  ao 
fruitful  a  topic  on  the  oocasion  to  which  I 
have  alluded.     He  says  he  has  no  doubt 
that  such  details  are  very  disagreeable  to 
his  Majesty's  Ministers^     It  may  be  irk* 
some  to  the  Honse^  indeed,  to  have  these 
details  ao  often  dinned  into  their  eaiB>  but 
any  details  which  may  he  brought  forwand 
I  wilt  enter  upon  to  the  best  of  my  nbU 
lity,  and  I  will  in  no  case  be  deterred 
from  grappling  with  any  charge  whtdi 
may  be  brought  against  the  Government 
of  which  I  have  the  nononr  to  bee  Member. 
When  I  last  adilressed  the  House,  I  sub- 
mitted it  to  the  indulgence  of  the  Honsci 
that  when  individual  charges  are  bttnight 
forward,  it  is  always  impossible  at  the 
moment  to  be  prepared  with  the  particu- 
lar answer    without  an  opportunity  of 
consulting  the  oflficial  documents  on  the 
subject;  out  I  have  found  in  every  case, 
after  I  have  had  the  opportunity  of  con- 
sulting those  official    documents  -~  the 
source  of  authentic  information — ^that  the 
colouring  which  has  been  put  upon  the 
case,  by  the  parties  bringing  the  charge, 
has  been  altogether  stripped  oflT,  and  a 
satisfactory  answer  afibrded.      I  endea- 
voured, to  the  best  of  my  ability,  to  trarel 
through  most  of  the  chaiges  which  were 
brought  forward  on  the  last  discassion,  by 
the  lion,  and  learnetl  Member  for  Bandon. 
There  was  one  case  particulaily  alluded 
to,  that  of  Maguire,  who  was  liberated  by 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  on  his  visit  of  inspec* 
tion  to  the  gaol  of  Cavan,  the  man  being 
imprisoned  on  a  charge  of  shooting  at  h 
revenue  officer,  a  charge  which  naturally 
appeared  to  the  House  to  be  one  of  con- 
stderable  magnitude.    Now,  it  appeared 
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this  case  I  ¥^ill  read  a  memorial  sent  to* 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  after  the  trial,  aigoed 
by  all  the  jurors  who  tried  the  c^.  l^he 
memorial  runs  thus  :*— 


by  a  memorial  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  in 
favour  of  the  prisoner^  signed  by  magis. 
trates  of  aU  parties,  that  it  had  clearly 
been  shown  on  the  trial,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  magistrates,  that  the  shot  was  not 
fired  with  malicious  intent,  but  out  of 
mere  bravado«-out  of  mere  bravado  I 
repeat ;  for  it  was  proved  on  the  trial, 
that  the  boat  from  which  the  prisoner 
fired  the  shot  was,  at  the  time,  about  three, 
quarters  of  a  mile  from  the  shore  on  which 
the  revenue  ofiicer  stood.  The  fair  infer- 
ence, therefore,  was,  that  the  attempt  was 
not  so  grossly  malicious  as  the  sneers  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  seem  to 
infer.  Upon  this  memorial  being  for- 
warded to  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  a  corre- 
spondence took  place  between  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  and  Baron  Pennefather,  who 
presided  at  the  trial,  so  fiu*  is  it  from  the 
tsLCt,  that,  in  any  case  of  serious  magni- 
tude, the  Lord-Lieutenant  has  acted 
without  having  previously  the  fullest  and 
most  unrestrained  communication  with 
the  judges.  The  result  of  the  correspond- 
ence was,  that  Baron  Pennefather,  while 
he  did  not  recede  from  his  original  opinion, 
in  the  course  of  his  correspondence  de- 
clared, that  it  was  a  point  for  the  consi- 
deration of  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  and  the 
sentence  was  then  commuted  from  trans- 
portation for  seven  years  into  imprison- 
ment for  two.  This,  however,  was  less 
the  point  of  quarrel  set  up  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Sergeant,  than  the  subsequent 
liberation  of  the  man.  That  liberation 
took  place  in  consequence  of  the  unani- 
mous representation  of  the  gaoler,  the 
aub-gaoler,  and  the  local  inspector.  On 
what  grounds  ?  Not  because  the  prisoner 
bad  behaved  well  in  his  prison,  but  because 
these  parties  declared  that  they  could  not 
answer  for  the  man's  life,  if  he  were 
longer  confined.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Belfast  has  dwelt  largely  on 
the  case  of  Magrath,  who  was  liberated 
from  Dundalk  gaol.  The  real  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  however,  are  in  no 
degree  such  as  to  warrant  the  tone  of 
opprobrium  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  attempted  to  throw  upon  the 
liberation  of  this  party.  The  offence 
charged  against  him  was  the  attempt  to 
provoke  another  party  to  fight  a  duel  I 
am  told,  and  I  know,  that  Magrath  had 
strong  provocation  -,  and  that  there  were 
many  alleviating  circumstances  in  his  case. 
I  do  not  say  that  any  circumstances  would 
induce  me  to  look  lightly  at  the  offence 
0i  provoking  to  a  duel,  but  in  reference  to 


"  We,  the  undersigned  Jurors,  who  tried  the 
case  of  'The  King,  at  the  prosecution  of  Rich- 
ard Renison,  against  Daniel  Magrath/  at  the 
last  Sessions  held  at  Dundalk  for  the  county  of 
Louth,  hereby  certify  that  we  did  not  find  the 
said  Daniel  Magrath  guilty  on  the  first  count  of 
the  indictment,  viz.,  of  writing  a  letter  with 
intent  to  provoke  the  prosecutor  to  fight  a  duel, 
not  conceiving  that  letter  to  have  been  written 
with  unfriendly  feelings  towards  the  prosecutor. 
That  it  was  with  great  hesitation  and  reluctance 
we  found  him  guilty  ou  the  second  count,  viz., 
posting  the  prosecutor ;  as,  from  the  evidence 
laid  before  us,  we  conceived  the  said  Daniel 
Magrath  bad  been  hurried  into  such  posting 
under  feelings  greatly  excited  by  the  conduct 
of  the  prosecutor  himself.  The  third  count 
was  merely  general  and  formal.  We,  on  the 
occasion  of  finding  him  guilty,  recommeoded 
him  to  the  mercy  of  the  Court;  and  having 
heard  that  he  has  been  sentenced  to  a  month^ 
imprisonment  in  the  gaol  of  Kilmainham,  to 
pay  a  fine  of  100/.  to  the  King,  and  also  ftnd 
security,  himself  in  500/.,  and  two  secnrities  in 
250/.  each,  to  keep  the  peace,  we  now  fiirtbar 
recommend  him  to  the  clemency  of  his  Excel* 
lency  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

^'JohnGodby,  Foreman  Pat.  Gennings 
John  Carrol  Nich.  Markey 

Robert  Sheckleton         Symon  Byrne 
John  Chambers  John  Robinson 

Pat.  Connick  Nich.  Callan 

William  Skelton  William  Corbally.'* 

This  memorial  was  signed  by  all  the  jurors* 
The  memorial  was  also  signed  by  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  the  county,  a  Member 
of  this  House,  and  by  se?eral  Magistrates 
of  the  county  of  all  parties;  and  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant,  in  this  instance,  considering 
that  the  case  had  been  tried  at  the  quarter 
sessions,  did  not  refer  it  to  any  judge. 
The  particulars  of  the  case  of  Armstrong 
I  have  not  at  the  moment  by  me,  and  I 
therefore  cannot  enter  well  into  the  details 
of  the  outrage  on  his  ditch,  which  has 
been  so  eloquently  dwelt  upon  ;  but  I 
must  say,  I  cannot  consider  this  a  case  of 
sufficient  magnitude  to  be  lugged  in  head 
and  shoulders  in  a  debate  upon  the 
question  whether  corporate  reform  shall  or 
shall  not  be  given  to  Ireland.  With  respect 
to  the  number  of  prisoners  liberated  by  the 
Lord-Lieutenant,  I  shall,  with  the  leave  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  wait  for  the 
returns  moved  for  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant  before  1  go  into  the  point.  I  have 
no  wish  to  make  any  concealment  on  the 
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subject;  and  indeed,  with  the  view  of 
making  the  returns  full  and  complete,  I 
shall  move,  that  in  addition  to  the  returns 
required  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant 
there  be  returns  made  of  all  the  memorials 
presented  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  in  favour 
of  prisoners.  Nothing  has  been  said  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  last  spoke 
to  impugn  the  chief  grounds  on  which  we 
rest,  to  test  the  policy  of  the  measures  which 
the  Government  oi  Ireland  have  pursued 
—namely,  the  general  decrease  of  crime 
in  that  country.  The  noble  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  has  told  us  he  has  ad. 
vices  from  Tipperary  not  corresponding 
with  the  statements  we  made  on  the  sub- 
ject* All  I  can  say  is,  that  neither  I  nor 
my  noble  Friend  near  me  have  quoted  any- 
thing but  the  official  documents,  and  have 
relied  on  no  more  suspicious  information 
than  the  charges  of  the  juries  at  assizes, 
and  of  assistant  barristers  at  quarter  ses- 
sions. But  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Belfast  wishes  to  renew  the  attack 
commenced  bv  the  hon.  and  learned  Ser- 
geant  on  the  subject  of  the  rules  laid  down 
ror  setting  aside  jurors  in  criminal  cases, 
and  alluded  to  the  case  of  the  Carters,  on 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  laid 
such  stress  in  his  attacks  on  the  executive 
Government  of  Ireland  and  its  law  officers. 
The  expressions  used  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Sergeant  are  these.  I  should  not 
go  Into  the  subject  but  that  I  have  been 
dragged  into  it.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant  says, 

'*  He  should  now  mention  a  matter  of  fact  il- 
lustrative of  the  practice^  and  it  was  one  which 
he  thought  woula  occasion  some  surprise  in  the 
minds  of  Englishmen.  It  was  the  case  of  a 
Protestant  family,  named  Carter,  resident  in 
the  Queen's  county;  they  were  tenants  of 
Lord  Maryborough,  and,  at  the  time  to  which 
he  referred,  were  in  possession  of  a  piece  of 
land,  for  which  they  paid  rent,  and  to  which 
they  were  justly  entitled.  They  proceeded  to 
fence  it  in.  An  attack  was  made  upon  them, 
and  one  of  those  poor  men  was  so  severely 
beaten  that  be  lost  his  senses,  and  he  believed 
was  at  present  the  inmate  of  a  lunatic  asylum. 
The  same  parties  beat  the  elder  Carter,  and 
pat  him  to  death.  They  were  indicted  for 
murder.  One  of  the  parties  known,  or  at  least 
very  generally  believed,  to  have  been  assisting 
ID  the  perpetration  of  this  crime,  openly,  in  the 
noon-day,  was  giving  his  assistance  to  the 
prisoners  respecting  iheir  challenges  of  the 
jurors ;  but  the  Crown  no  longer  exercised  its 
privilege  of  putting  by,  and  of  course  there  was 
no  verdict.'' 

In  answer  to  this  I  do  not  wish  to  rely  upon  f 
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any  other  document  than  a  letter  which  I 
will  read  from  the  gentleman  who  conduct- 
ed the  case  for  the  Crown,  Mr.  Tickell, 
whose  name  is  synonymous  with  the  high« 
est  integrity-  and  honour,  and  whose  testi- 
mony will  perhaps  be  the  more  readily 
received  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  from 
the  circumstance  that  Mr.  Tickell  is  by  no 
means  enthusiastic  in  his  attachment  to 
the  existing  Government.  Mr.  Tickell's 
letter  runs  thus  :*^ 

"  10,  Clare-street,  Feb.  11, 1837. 

"Dear  Master  of  the  Rolls,— I  have 
just  read  the  report  of  Jackson's  speech,  to 
which  yon  referred  me  in  your  note.  I  never 
before  heard  the  slightest  imputation  against 
Mr.  Dillon  (the  person  to  whom  I  presume  he 
alludes  as  one  who  was  generally  believed  to 
have  been  a  participator  in  Carter's  murder), 
and  I  really  was  exceedingly  surprised  at  the 
Serjeant's  statement  in  this  respect.  With  re- 
spect to  Mr.  Dillon  assisting  the  prisoners' 
attorney  as  to  the  challenges  lie  should  make, 
all  I  can  say  is,  that  I  did  not  see  him  do  so, 
and  that  neither  did,  as  I  believe,  M^.  Geale; 
Mr.  Dillon  belongs  to  what  is  called  the  liberal 
party;  he  is  a  brother-in-law  of  Mr.  Lalor, 
the  late  Member  for  the  Queen's  County,  and 
either  has  been  called,  or  intends,  I  hear,  to  be 
called  to  the  bar.  The  Crown  solicitor,  acting 
upon  the  instructions  he  received  not  to  set 
aside  individuals  on  account  either  of  their  re- 
ligion or  their  party  politics,  did  not  object  to 
Mr.  Dillon  being  on  the  first  jury,  not  being 
aware  of  there  being  any  other  ground  of  ob- 
jection to  him.  With  respect  to  the  second 
statement  of  Jackson,  that  on  the  succeeding 
trial  a  convict,  a  man  found  guilty  of  offences 
of  the  same  class  with  those  for  which  the 
prisoner  was  indicted,  was  on  the  jury,  it  was 
discovered,  after  the  jury  had  been  sworn,  that 
a  man  of  the  name  of  Fitzpatrick  (an  extremely 
common  one  in  Queen's  County)  was  on  it, 
who  had  been  about  three  or  four  years  pre>« 
viously  convicted  of  a  riot.  Some  doubts, 
exist  in  the  mind,  I  believe,  of  Mr.  Greale 
whether  the  juror  and  the  convict  were  one 
and  the  same  person,  lliere  certainly  was  a 
Fitzpatrick  indicted  in  1833,  but  his  prose- 
cutor was  also  indicted  by  the  Crown  for 
perjury.  At  the  last  trial  of  those  tried  for  the 
murder  of  Mr.  Carter,  the  next  of  kin,  or  some 
person  professing  to  act  on  their  behalf,  called 
on  the  Crown  to  abandon  the  prosecution  and 
to  allow  them  to  conduct  it,  with  a  view  mani* 
festly  to  the  selection  of  a  jury.  This  we 
refused  to  do,  and  also  declined  to  allow  an 
interference  with  the  conduct  of  the  trial.  Mr. 
Geale,  however,  stated  in  court  to  the  attorney 
of  the  next  of  kin,  that  if  be  would  suggest  to 
him  any  substantial  cause  for  setting  aside  any 
individual  he  would  do  so,  but  that  he  would 
not  exercise  that  right  merely  because  it  was  ^ 
alleged  that  a  man  was  of  this  or  that  party. 
Had  we  acceded  to  the  wishes  of  the  next  of 
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'  kin  in  this  case,  we  could  not  hare  refused  a 
similar  request  which  was  made  in  the  very 
next  circuit-town — Carlow ;  when  it  was  sug- 
gested to  the  Grown  solicilor  to  hand  over  the 
proseeution  in  Sly's  case  to  the  next  of  kin, 
with  the  view  of  thus  exerting  the  Crown's 
right  of  setting  by.  In  this  latter  case  there 
were  eleven  Protestants  on  the  jury,  and  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  (although  the 
jury  was  as  respectable  as  could  be),  that  if 
strong  political  feelings  were  to  be  allowed  as 
a  cause  for  setting  by^  some  of  those  gentle- 
men, who  were  as  honourable  and  as  good 
jurors  I  firmly  believe  as  could  be  selected, 
might  also  have  been  objected  to.  Again,  in 
another  trial,  which  took  place  in  Marybo- 
rough, that  of  Abbot,  a  Protestant,  who  was 
tried  for  the  manslaughter  of  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic, no  juror  was  set  by  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown,  ff,  however,  the  next  of  kin  had  been 
at  liberty  to  exercise  that  privilege,  a  jury  of 
Roman  Catholics  might  have  been  selected, 
and  that,  too,  in  a  case  in  which  the  prisoner 
would  not  have  been  allowed  a  single  pe- 
remptory challenge.  The  principle  laid  down 
by  you  was  acted  upon  in  the  fairest  and  most 
impartial  manner;  and  I  have  not  the  slightest 
difficulty  in  stating  my  belief  that  it  was  pro- 
ductive of  much  more  good  than  evil.  Divided 
and  inflamed  by  party  spirit^  as  many  parts 
of  the  home  circuit  were  and  are,  it  has  struck 
me  with  surprise  bow  generally,  notwith- 
standing, the  juries  have  done  their  duty.  I  do 
not  believe  that  a  single  person  was  set  aside 
on  either  of  the  two  last  circuits  (at  least  not 
more  than  two  or  threCj  if  there  were  any),  and 
yet  you  will  find,  that  whilst  the  number  of 
convictions  in  England,  as  compared  to  the 
acquittals,  is,  I  believe,  about  one  in  four,  the 
proportion  on  the  home  circuit  here  is  the 
reverse,  there  being  three  or  four  convictions 
for  one  acquittal.  During  the  last  two  circuits 
we  had  some  party  cases,  arising  out  of  tithes. 
tn  the  county  of  Kildare  the  jury  convicted 
t  rich  farmer  of  the  name  of  rrendergast,  of 
havinff  been  concerned  in  one  of  these  riots. 
In  ^leatb  a  similar  conviction  took  place; 
there  were  several  other  instances  in  which  the 
juries,  even  in  what  might  be  called  party 
case^  honestly  discharged  their  duty. 

''In  summef  assizes,  1835,  there  were,  I 
Jeam  from  the  solicitor,  forty-one  convictions 
out  of  fifty-seven  trials  on  tha  home  circuit. 

"  In  Lent,  t836,  out  of  one  hundred  and 
thirteen  trials,  there  were  eighty  convictions, 
and  in  three  cases  the  juries  disagreed. 
.  "  In  summer,  1836,  out  of  sixty-seven  trials, 
thara  were  forty-six  convictions,  and  five  cases 
in  which  the  juries  could  not  agree. 

"Now,  out  of  the  whole  of  these  cases,! 
could  not  fix  upon  a  dozen  in  which  I  should 
have  differed  from  the  juries,  nor  do  I  recollect 
half  a  dozen  in  which  1  thought  the  Crown  had 
any  reason  to  complain.  It  appears  to  roe, 
therefore,  an  unfair  way  of  judging  of  the 
operation  of  a  general  principle,  by  selecting 
lor  observation  a  particular  case  Lke  that  of 


Carter's.  Even  in  this  latter  one  muoh  migbt 
be  said  to  justify  the  view  taken  of  it  by  some 
of  the  jury  as  to  several  of  the  prisoners.  The 
approver  on  the  last  trial  committed  a  very 
important  error  in  identifying  one  person  for 
another ;  but  granting  that  a  conviction  should 
have  taken  place,  the  general  resalts  of  the 
system  should  be  looked  at,  and  the  evils  of  it 
fairly  balanced  with  its  advantages. 
''jBelieve  me,  dear  Master  of  the  Rolls, 
'*  Always  truly  yours, 

"  E.  TiCKELL '' 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  protested  that  he 
had  not  used  the  expression  attributed  to 
him  in  reference  to  Mr.  Dillon ;  be  had 
said  nothing  of  the  sort. 

Viscount  Morpeth  -  The  expressioo  re- 
garding him  that  he  was  generally  beliered 
to  be  a  participator  in  the  crime. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  said,  that  all  be 
said  was,  that  a  party  in  queslion  was 
giving  his  advice  as  to  the  challeoging  of 
jurors. 

Viscount  Morpeth  continved  :  Let  the 
House  consider  the  summary  of  the  case 
of  the  Carters.  It  has  been  tried  three 
times.  In  the  two  first  instances  the  jiifj 
were  not  agreed.  The  question  then 
came  before  his  right  hon,  and  learned 
Friend  whether  the  same  parties  should  be 
tried  a  third  time.  Evidence  bad  tren- 
spired  to  attach  suspicion  to  another 
party,  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
judge  had  to  say,  whether  the  same  per* 
sons  should  be  put  on  their  trial  againy 
and  whether,  if  so,  the  persons  agaioat 
whom  suspicions  had  just  arisen  should  be 
tried  with  them.  The  three  prisoners  were 
tried  together ;  and  on  this  third  trial  an 
approver  committed  an  error  in  identifying 
the  party;  yet  now,  because  on  this 
third  trial  the  jury  conld  not  find  the  men 
guilty,  it  was  stated  that  justice  was  not 
done  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  quoted  other  cases,  and  into 
the  particular  circumstances  of  those 
cases  I  shall  make  it  my  business  to 
inquire*  I  was  in  my  place  during  the 
whole  Session ;  my  right  hon,  and 
learned  Friend,  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls,  then  Attorney-General,  was  also  to 
his  place  to  meet  any  charge  that  might 
be  poade  respecting  this  very  case  of  Mr. 
Carter.  But  not  one  word  was  said  of  it ; 
neither  was  one  word  said  of  Mr.  Fog* 
herty's  case  then.  But  the  great  seoret  of 
Mr.  Fogherty's  offence  was,  the  decision 
which  he  formed  in  the  case  of  lodgers,  at 
Belfast.  The  great  outcry  raised  against 
him  was,  that  be,  in  order   to  try  tbt 
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quettion,  had  refused  to  admit  the  claima 
of  lodgers  that  came  before  him.    This 
case   was    afterwards  argued  before  the 
twelve  judges,  aud  what  was  the  result? 
Why,  the  decision  of  Mr,  Fogherty  was  held 
by  them  to  be  right.  But  with  what  superior 
purity  had  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  valued 
non-resident  freemen.  "  The  point  of  non- 
residence  need  not  be  mentioned  I"    And 
then  a  law  was  passed,  and  a  decision  of 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
oame  to  enforce  ihis  virtuous  mandate. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Belfast 
complains  of  the  Irish  Government,  that 
they  have  not  given  judgeships  to   Mr. 
Warren  and  Mr.  Brewster.  With  that  com- 
plaint I  have  had  no  right  to  quarrel ;  nor 
will  I  quarrel  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  objections  to   the   appoint* 
ments  made  to  the  assistant  barristerships. 
On  both  these  classes  of  appointments,  the 
Irish  Government  were  willing  fearlessly 
to  rely.  But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle^ 
man  is  not  satisfied  with  condemning  the 
deoision  and  appointment  of  the  judges,  and 
of  the  assistant  barristers,  he  even  stoops 
to  quarrel  with  the  appointment  of  the  ac- 
countant-general to  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
He  said  that  the  Government  had  acted  aU 
most  from  a  spirit  of  corruption,  in  choos* 
ing  a  friend  of  their  own,  instead  of  ap- 
pointing Mr.  Dawes.  No  doubt  Mr.  Dawei 
IS  a  most  exemplary  man;  but  I  have  yet  to 
learn  that  it  is  incumbent  upon  the  Lord* 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to  promote  to  the 
head  of  any  department,  a  gentleman  who 
has  hitherto  held  a  very  subordinate  office. 
However,  with  respect  to  the  appointment 
of  accountant-general    to  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  I  shall  leave  the  name  of  Bar- 
rington  to  speak  for  itself,  which  will  show 
that  it  is  not  upon  a  very  radical  principle 
that  that  gentleman  was  appointed.    The 
nummary  and  conclusion  of  all  the  charges 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bel- 
fast is,  that  the  House  could  not  intrust 
with  any  increase  of  patronage,  a  Govern- 
ment which  had  so  shamelessly  aud  ini- 
quitously  exercised  that  which  has  already 
fallen  to  their  charge.    Then,  what  does 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  propose 
to  do  ?    Why  he  proposes  that  the  House 
should  vote  for  an  amendment,  which,  if 
I  were  to  iodge  by  the  speech  of  my  noble 
Friend,  who  bad  moved  that  amendment, 
and  from  a  similar  motion,  and  the  Bill 
in  pvrsuanoe  of  it,  of  last  year,  does  not 
in  (he  least  degree  diminish  that  patronage; 
but|  oa  the  contrary,  tends  to  give  addi* 


tional  patronage  to  that  iniquitoue,  and 
shameless,  and  jobbing  Government,  to  a 
great  extent.  Besides  the  appointment  of 
magistrates,  and  recorders  of  corporate 
towns,  this  Bill,  if  his  noble  Friend  suc-> 
ceeded  in  inducing  the  House  to  assent  to 
his  amendment,  would  give  the  Govera* 
roent  the  power  of  naming  Commissioners 
to  preside  over  the  distribution  of  the  re« 
venue  of  all  the  corporations  of  Ireland. 
I  must  refer  to  one  thing  which  fell  from 
my  noble  Friend  who  opened  this  dis- 
cussion, but  who,  whatever  party  differ* 
ences  prevail,  never  acted  in  a  manner  of 
which  any  one  could  justly  complain.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  I  had  endeavoured 
to  fasten  upon  the  members  of  a  former 
Government  of  Ireland,  the  cause  of  the 
party  feuds  and  factions  that  disgraced 
Ireland.  Now  I  should  be  very  loath 
to  make  any  charge  of  so  grave  a  naturei 
against  the  Government  of  which  my  noble 
Friend,  Lord  Anglesea,  formed  so  prominent 
a  part.  I  wish  to  state  what  it  was  that  I 
said.  I  believe  my  words  were^^that  these 
factious  feudsy  in  some  instances*  bed  met 
with  connivance  from  the  neighbouring 
magistrates,  and  that  they  bad  not  alwaya 
been  met  with  sufficient  energy,  with  a 
view  to  their  suppression  by  the  central 
Government  of  Ireland.  That  was  a  widely 
different  thing  from  saving  that  the  Go« 
vernment  of  Ireland  had  connived  at  those 
proceedinga.  Nowt  with  respect  to  the 
question  immediately  before  the  House,  to 
which  I  beg  to  invite  the  attention  of  hon* 
Members ;  I  must,  in  the  first  place,  ob* 
servei  that  the  course  has  again  beep  re« 
sorted  to — when  the  propriety  hag  been 
urged,  of  conferring  on  the  people  of  Ire« 
land  those  institutions  and  privileffeawbiob 
have  been  already  conferred  on  the  peopln 
of  England  and  of  Scotland--<>of  turning 
round  upon  the  advocates  of  this  policy, 
by  pointing  either  to  some  enactment  in 
the  laws  already  existing,  or  tp  some  mea- 
sure which  is  ia  progress  through  tb^ 
House,  aA  inconsistent  with  that  polioyt 
Last  year,  the  Constabulary  Bill  was  re- 
ferred to  as  of  considerable  service  io  thie 
way.  Indeed,  it  was  felt  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  to  be  of  such  use,  to  shoir 
that  the  Constabulary  Bill  was  en  efficient 
measure  for  Ireland,  while  it  justified  « 
departure  from  a  similarity  of  legialatioo 
for  the  two  countriesi  that  it  was  passed 
with  a  prodigality  of  conSdence  in  Minis-* 
ters  through  the  House,  without  censure ; 
but  it  was  found  necessary  afterwards  to 
?B2 
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Bend  it  from  the  other  House  for  curtail- 
ment. Well,  to-night,  of  all  things,  the 
Poor-law  Bill  had  been  put  forth  as  a 
satisfactory  reason  against  any  Corporation 
Billy  hot,  as  it  appears  to  me,  with  still 
more  infelicity.  It  is  urged,  that  a  per- 
fect identity  of  legislation  is  not  observed 
with  respect  to  the  Poor-law  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tarn  worth  adopted 
this  argument  on  a  late  occasion,  and 
asked,  *'  Do  you  mean  to  apply  the  same 
principles  to  Ireland  with  respect  to  the 
Poor-laws?  It  is  the  law  of  England;  and 
the  principle  of  the  English  Poor-laws,  that 
every  person  who  is  lame  or  bliAd,  or  old 
Or  impotent,  has  a  right  to  demand  pecu- 
niary relief.  That  is  the  principle  of  the 
law  of  England,  and  do  you  mean  to  adopt 
that  principle  in  its  full  extent  in  Ireland  ? 
I  know  many  who  clamoured  for  identity  of 
legislation,  and  assailed  us  with  the  charge 
of  insult,  that  shrunk  from  it  when  the 
Poor-laws  came  into  consideration."  Now, 
what  is  the  principle  which  his  Majesty's 
Government  proposes  to  establish  with 
respect  to  a  Poor-law  Bill  for  Ireland?  If 
this  point  be  carefully  looked  into,  the 
principle  of  that  Bill  will  be  found  to  bear 
considerable  analogy  to  the  principle  of 
the  Municipal  Bill  then  under  discussion. 
The  Poor-law  Bill  professes  to  establish  a 
large  electoral  body,  occupying  tenements 
of  the  annual  value  of  51,,  by  whom  a 
select  representative  body  will  be  chosen 
for  the  purpose  of  administering  the  law 
discreetly,  and  with  equity,  and  to  manage 
the   local   funds  for  the  benefit  of  the 

feneral  body.  The  Corporate  Reform 
(ill  proposes  also  to  establish  a  large  elec- 
toral body,  possessing  the  same  identical 
annual  qualification  of  5/.,  by  whom  a 
select  representative  body  is  to  be  chosen, 
for  the  purpose  of  administering  the  local 
and  general  fund  discreetly  and  econo- 
mically for  the  benefit  of  the  general  body. 
Thus  far,  in  detail  and  mode,  the  provi- 
sions of  the  two  measures  ran  very  nearly 
all  fours.  But,  granting  that  there  is  some 
variety  in  the  enactments  of  the  Poor-law 
system  already  established  in  England,  and 
those  which  are  contemplated  for  Ireland 
-»and  I  own,  that  the  surprise  to  me  is, 
that  any  Bill  can  be  contemplated  for  Ire- 
land, which  contains  so  little  difference 
from  the  law  of  England;  but,  granting 
that  some  difference  does  exist,  the  House 
must  not  forget,  that  in  dealing  with  a 
Poor-law,  we  are  dealing  with  what  has 
long  been  the  subject  of  law  in  one  coun- 


try, but  which  has  never  been  the  subject 
of  law  in  the  other;  while  in  dealing  with 
corporations,  we  are  not  dealing  with  what 
has  been  long  familiar  to  one  country,  and 
utterly  unknown  to  the  other,  but  we  are 
dealing  with  what  has  been  long  standing 
institutions  in  both  countries;    and  that 
we  are  now  only  seeking  to  apply  similar 
principles  to  those  institutions  in  Ireland, 
which  have  already  been  applied  to  the 
corporate  institutions  in  England,  by  re- 
moving the  corruptions  which  have  crept 
into  them,  and  purifying  them  from  ana- 
logous, but  far  more  exaggerated,  abuses. 
To  do  this,  seems  to  me  natural,  reason- 
able, and  just ;  to  refuse  to  do  it  seemsto 
me  to  be  most  unjust,  and  especially  when 
that  refusal  is  grounded  upon  the  pretext 
of  inferiority  and  inability.     Such  a  course 
is  so  inconsistent  with  justice,  that  it  seems 
almost  to  amount  to  frenzy.    There  is  one 
mode  of  objection  which,  whether  promi- 
nently put  forward  in  speeches  on  the 
other  side,  or  running  through  them  in  a 
stealthy  under-current,  will  be  found  still 
to  pervade  and  colour  them  all,  which  I 
cannot  in  the  slightest  degree  compre- 
hend ; — that  is,  that  if  the  House  shovld 
take  this  or  that  course,  they  will  be  con- 
tributing to  the  influence  and  preponder- 
ance of  Roman  Catholic  religion  over  the 
Irish  nation.    I  will  not  say  that  the  great 
bulk  of  the  persons  of  property,  but  cer- 
tainly the  great  majority  of  the  humbler 
and  middle  classes  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
are  Roman  Catholics ;  and  those  classes 
are  ascending  in  the  scale  of  preponderance 
every  year.    They  are  going  on,  one  class 
above  another,  in  a  gradual  progression  of 
improvement.     It   is  on  this  account,    I 
am  kindly  striving  to  elevate  the  Catholics 
in  the  social  'scale  of  citizenship,  rather 
than  persecute  them.     This  is  the  whole 
staple   of    the  argument  of    the    hon. 
Member  for  Cnvan's  speech;   to   much 
of  which  he  gave  his  entire  concurrence. 
Catholic  influence  has  found  its  way  in  all 
those  departments  of  industry  in   which 
the  humbler  and  middling  classes  more 
especially  are  wont  to  move.     Hence  it  is 
that     Catholic     schools     and    Catholic 
chapels  are  rising  up  in  every  corner  of 
the  land.   And  can  the  House  grudge-the 
Catholics  this  rapid  advancement,  or  find* 
ing  them    making    it,    can  they  refuse 
them  a  participation  in  the  ofiBces  of  their 
local  government?  In  England  the  official 
functions   are  mostly   in  the    hands    of 
members  of  the  Established  Chnrcb,  be* 
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cause  the  most  wealthy,  the  most  promi- 
nent, and  numerically,  the  greatest  por- 
tion of  the  community  are  of  that  persua- 
sion. They  enjoy  those  offices  without, 
as  far  as  I  am  aware,  giving  ground  of 
any  real  umbrage  to  others.  I  hope  that 
nothing  now  remains  to  prevent  their  Dis- 
senting brethren  from  taking  their  appro- 
priate share  of  those  offices  and  honours. 
So  in  Scotland,  the  great  majority  of 
offices  IS  in  the  hands  of  Presbyterians. 
But  Ireland  is,  though  I  will  not  quarrel 
as  to  what  degree^  in  a  considerable  de- 
gree. Catholics ;  therefore,  if  they  remain 
in  their  natural^  and  because  natural,  their 
roost  healthy  state,  the  Catholics  will 
be  fonnd  in  greater  abundance  in  all  those 
departments  which  are  open  to  Catholic 
energy  and  enterprise,  and  attainable  by 
habits  of  activity  and  of  business.  Whe- 
ther the  Roman  Catholic  faith  and  doc- 
trine, as  such,  are  to  lose  or  gain  ground, 
is  a  question  dependent  upon  higher  arbi- 
triment  than  that  of  human  legislation.  It 
only  depends  upon  ns  to  do  justly  and 
.  fairly  by  all.  Therefore,  as  far  as  exclu- 
sion or  eligibility  to  civil  offices  or  emolu- 
ments is  concerned  with  the  Catholic  reli- 
gion, as  such,  that  House  has  nothing 
whatever  to  do.  Let  each  hold  firmly  to 
his  own  opinion  upon  that  subject,  and 
seek  only  that  influence  and  predominance 
which  reason  and  justice  alone  sanction. 
With  respect  to  this  night's  debate,  I  do  not 
consider  that  there  has  been  much  novelty 
of  argument  advanced.  There  was  one 
striking  and  startling  argument,  indeed, 
which  I  must  own,  very  much  surprised 
me,  and  still  more  so  as  coming  from  the 
right  iion.  Member  for  Tamworth,  and 
which  has  been  confirmed  by  my  noble 
Friend  who  has  moved  the  amendment.  I 
mean  the  ground,  now  for  the  first  time 
taken,  or  at  least  for  the  first  time  set 
forth,  whereon  to  rest  the  denial  of 
corporate  government  and  privileges  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  namely,  that  it  may  be 
found  prejudicial  to,  and  affect  the  interests 
of  the  Established  Church.  Do  we  hear 
this  from  the  friends  of  the  Church,  from 
the  champions  of  the  Establishment  ?  Is 
the  Church  strong  enough,  is  she  deeply 
rooted  enough  in  the  veneration  of  the 
Irish  people,  is  she  congenial  enough  to 
their  habits  and  their  afiections,  is  she 
so  clear  from  all  ground  of  ofiience,  that 
yoa  can  afford  to  make  her  the  scape- 
goat against  every  charge,^  the  bulwark 
ftgfainst  every  attack  ?    Is  her  structure  so 


sound,  or  her  fabric  so  firm  and  so  im- 
pregnable, that  you  can  call  together  all 
the  scattered  elements  of  enmity  to  select 
her  out  as  a  mark,  and  to  assail  her  port- 
holes? What  is  the  state  of  the  case? 
The  bulk  of  the  Irish  people,  whether 
with  right  reason  or  not,  consider  the 
denial  of  corporate  government  and  privi- 
leges to  them,  after  they  have  been  con* 
ceded  to  England  and  Scotland,  as  a 
grievous  injury ;  and  they  are  in  a  most 
excited  and  inflamed  state,  on  account  of 
the  mode  in  which  they  conceive  that 
grievance  inflicted  on  them,  and  the 
ground  on  which  they  conceive  it  to  rest. 
What,  on  the  other  hand,  is  the  stale  of 
the  Church  ?  On  totally  distinct  grounds,  it 
has  already  become  obnoxious  and  unpo- 
pular, and  it  is  to  a  great  degree,  threatened 
and  exposed,  harassed  and  impoverished. 
Her  revenues  are  but  scantily  paid;  and 
her  ministers  in  many  instances,  most 
painfully  destitute.  And  what  in  this  case 
do  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  propose 
to  do  to  help  to  raise  her  head  to  restore 
her,  by  increased  forbearance,  to  favour  ? 
Why,  they  virtually  tell  the  Irish  people^ 
"  Most  probably  it  would  have  been 
thought  right  to  give  you  Municipal  Cor- 
porations. The  natural  presumption  (said 
the  right  hon.  Baronet)  would  have  been 
to  confer  on  you  what  has  already  been 
conferred  upon  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland.  There  is  considerable  presump-. 
tion  in  favour  of  a  municipal  law  for  Ire- 
land, on  account  of  the  antiquity  and  the 
simplicity  of  the  institution."  But  after 
admitting  this  natural  presumption  to  exist, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  steps  in  and 
says — "  This  must  not,  however,  be  car« 
ried  into  effect,  because  the  interests  of 
the  Church  may  be  implicated  and  pre- 
judiced, and  the  current  of  equal  legisla- 
tion, if  applied  to  the  Corporations  of 
Ireland,  may  be  found  in  some  collateral 
manner  to  affect  the  full,  and  fair,  and 
round  proportions  of  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment, and  therefore  the  people  of  Ire- 
land must  not  have  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions.^'  They  are  not  to  choose  their  own 
chief  magistrates;  their  town-councils, 
are  not  to  meet  to  discuss  and  legislate  for 
their  own  minute  local  affairs;  not  because 
these  bodies,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  can 
directly  affect  the  interest  of  a  single  cler- 
gyman, much  less  of  the  Church  itself, 
but  because  the  right  hoo.  Baronet  fears 
the  moral  contagion  of  that  very  principle 
of  equal  law,  and  responsibility,  and  self«« 
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gOTernment,  which  would  call  those  mu- 
aicipal  bodies  into  being,  would  weaken 
th«  foundations  of  that  other  great  cor- 
porate body  the  Church— to  the  rotten- 
ness of  which  he  and  his  Friends  are  thus 
adducing  the  foremost  and  most  formidable 
testimony,  and  to  the  hostility  to  which  they 
are  themselves  administering  the  most 
natural,  reasonable,  and,  under  the  cir- 
eumstances,  I  must  say,  justiBable,  and 
eveo  inevitable  feelings.  My  Friends  and 
myself  have  been  reproached  with  being 
the  enemies  of  the  Church  ;  but  we  have 
a  ever  carried  our  enmity  to  such  a  fatal 
pitoh,  as  to  hold  out,  that  to  save  the 
Church  we  must  demolish  the  Corpora- 
tions of  Ireland ;  that  the  only  tenure  of 
her  prolonged  existence  is  to  'make  her 
fear  her  naked  front  over  the  raised,  and 
stark,  and  denuded  tenantry ;  and  the  only 
ground  of  her  security  is  the  denial  of 
equal  rights,  and  the  destruction  of  free 
iostituttons. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  that  it  had  been  his 
intention  undoubtedly  not  to  have  offered 
any  observations  to  the  House  in  the  course 
of  this  evening;  feeling,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  general  impression  on  the  part 
of  the  House  was,  that  this  debate  must 
Mcessarily  be  prolonged,  and  feeling,  also, 
that  the  course  which  the  debate  had  taken 
this  evening,  so  far  as  he  had  heard  it, 
was  a  course  which  rather  led  into  those 
details  and  minutise  which  were  properly 
discussed  by  those  hon.  Gentlemen  alone 
on  one  side  and  the  other,  who  were  con- 
versant with  the  facts,  and    acquainted 
with  the  details  which  had  reference   to 
Ireland ;  and  because  the  speech  of  his 
BOble   Friend,  until  indeed  that  extraor. 
dmary  conclusion  to  which  he  came,  was 
rather  a  reply  to  the  details,  or  to   a 
small  portion  of  the  details,  brought  for- 
ward  upon    the   challenge    of  Minist<)rs 
themselves  by  the  learnt  Sergeant  (Mr. 
Jackson)  behind  him.    But  the  conclu- 
sion o.  his  noble  Friend's  speech  rested 
the  case  up#n  broader,  upon  plainer,  upon 
more  intelligible  grounds,  and  upon  those 
grounds  he  avowed — as  grounds  connected 
with  the  maintenance  and  security  of  the 
Protestant  religion  in  Ireland — that  fear- 
less of  the  scorn,  and  fearless  of  the  con« 
tumely,  with  which   the   very  name  of 
a  Protestant  appeared  to  be  received  upon 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  fearless  of 
any  such    eflections,  and  notwithstanding 
the  taunts  which  had  fallen  from  his  noble 
Friend  against  those  who  desired  with  him ! 


to  oppose  this  Bill  on  such  grounds,  he 
would  rest  one  main,  simple,  and  intel- 
ligible objection  to  this  measure,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  intended  and  calculated 
to  be  the  destruction  of  the  Protestant 
faith.     Gentlemen  opposite  put  forth  pro- 
fessions that  they   were  friendly   to  the 
Church,  that  they  desired  to  support  her 
influence,  that  they  desired  to  extend  her 
power,  that  they  desired  to  lay  more  deeply 
and  more  solidly  her  foundations,  and  to 
strengthen  her  claims  to  the  reverence  and 
affection  of  the  people ;  and  yet  his  noble 
Friend,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  the 
beginning  of  his  speech,  said,  that  for  him, 
the  Minister  of  the  Crown,  it  was  un* 
necessary  to  enter  upon  the  broad  question, 
since  he  subscribed   so    entirely  to    the 
doctrines  advanced  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Liskeard.     [Viscount  Mor* 
petk  :    I  said   not  one  word  about  sub- 
scribing to  his  doctrines.]  He  hoped,  then, 
that  he  had  misinterpreted  the  opinions 
of  his  noble  Friend,  but  when  he  found 
his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
declaring   in   the  commencement    of  his 
speech  that  it  was  unnecessary  for  him  to 
enter  fully  into  the  main  question,  after 
the  comprehensive  view  of  the    subject 
taken  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Liskeard,  it  was  surely  no  extraordinary 
want  of  charity,  and  he  thought  it  was  no 
extraordinary  dulness  of  perception,  if  that 
expression  did  convey  to  his  mind  and  to 
the   House   an   accordance  of  sentiment 
between   the  Gentleman  who  took  that 
comprehensive  view,  and  the  Gentleman 
who  Slated  that,   his  hon.  Friend  having 
taken  it,  it  was  unnecessary  for   him   to 
enter  fully  into   the  question.     But  if  he 
did  not  take  that  view  of  the  matter,  and 
did  not  rest  upon  it,  he  should  turn  to  the 
conclusion  of  his  noble  Friend's  speech. 
What  was  the  topic  on  which  his  noble 
Friend  enlarged  at  the  end  of  his  speech  ? 
The  rottenness  of  the  Established  Church* 
[Viscount  Morpeth  again  expressed  die* 
sent.]     Why  it  appeared  extremely  diffi* 
cult  to  discover  the  true    interpretation 
of  his  noble  Friend's  speech.      He  was 
afraid  that  his  noble  Friend  shared  with 
the  rest  of  his  Majesty's  Government  that 
delusion  of  not  being  able  to  understand 
their    own  sentiments.     [^IniermpiionJ^ 
<'  Sir,"  said  the  noble  Lord,  *'  if  it  is  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  that  this  debate 
should  now  concl  dc,  I  am  ready  to  sit 
down,  and  resume  at  another  time ;  but  if 
it  be  the  pleasure  of  the  House  that  I  should 
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continue,  I  hope  to  meet  with  that  for- 
bearance and  indulgence  which  is  befitting 
a  legislative  assembly •  I  maintain  that 
my  noble  Friend  shares  in  that  delusion  in 
which  Ministers  appear  to  be  plunged 
with  regard  to  this  question,  and  the  affairs 
of  Ireland  generally.  They  mistake  their 
own  position,  notwithstanding  the  warn- 
ings alike  of  friends  and  opponents,  and 
go  blindly  burrowing  on  with  a  set  of 
measures  which  every  human  being  but 
themselves^  on  one  side  and  the  other,  can 
see  with  half  an  eye  must  lead  to  results 
directly  the  reverse  of  those  which  they 
anticipate.  In  this  respect,  Sir,  they  re- 
semble those  madmen  whom  all  the  world 
but  themselves  think  to  be  insane,  yet  who 
think  themselves  in  the  enjoyment  of  a 
mind  perfectly  sound  and  unimpaired. 
They  say,  that  we  are  perfectly  blind,  and 
that  we  dont  see  to  what  their  measures 
tend.  It  is  true,  they  say,  that  those  who 
support,  and  those  who  oppose  us,  both 
agree  in  that  to  which  they  think  our 
measures  will  lead ;  but  both  parties  are 
quite  wrong — they  are  both  mistaken. 
Those  who  oppose  us  think  that  we  want 
to  destroy  the  Church,  and  therefore  op- 
pose us,  no  doubt  honourably  and  con* 
scientiously;  those  who  support  us  think  we 
want  to  destroy  the  church,  and  therefore 
they  support  us,  no  doubt,  honourably  and 
conscientiously.  We  agree  with  our  oppo- 
nents in  their  wish  to  preserve  and  aug- 
ment the  influence  of  the  Church,  but  we 
agree  with  them  on  this  point  because  we 
consider  that  those  very  measures,  from 
which  supporters  and  opponents  alike  ex- 
pect the  destruction  of  the  Church,  will 
be  the  salvation  of  the  Church.  I  say, 
then,  that  with  regard  to  this  question,  I 
am  borne  out  in  asserting  that  my  noble 
Friend  and  his  Majesty's  Government  mis- 
calculate the  position  in  which  they  stand. 
They  profess  to  have  one  object  in  view, 
and  their  opponents  profess  to  have  the 
same  object.  Their  supporters  profess  to 
aim  at  a  directly  opposite  object ;  and  yet 
Ministers  propose  to  us  to  adopt  measures, 
which  those  who  are  most  anxious  to  obtain 
them  advocate  on  groundsdirectly  opposite 
to  those  which  they  pretend  to  entertain. 
What  is  the  conclusion  to  be  drawn  from 
this  ?  That  both  the  great  parties  are 
equally  wrong ;  that  nine  out  of  ten  men 
in  this  House,  and  out  of  it,  are  grossly 
deceived  with  regard  to  the  effect  of  the 
measures  they  submit  to  us;  and  that  that 
imalli  that  miserable,  though  monopolizing, 


minority,  is  really  the  only  body  in  thf 
House  of  Commons,  in  the  Hous^  of 
Lords,  or  in  the  country,  which  clearly  sea 
their  way  before  them !  I  have  a  great 
respect  for  many  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo* 
site,  but  I  cannot,  in  defiance  of  tha 
opinion  of  every  clear-sighted  man,  give 
them  credit  for  being  the  only  acute  and 
clear-sighted  men  in  England.  I  am  in- 
duced to  suspect  that  they  are  blindly 
following,  or  rather  are  being  blindly 
driven,  along  a  path  of  which  they  do  no| 
see  the  end ;  while  those  who  very  clearly 
do  see  it,  are  exulting  in  the  Cimmerian 
darkness  in  which  they  are  involved.  Tha 
very  significant  expression  used  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny^ 
at  a  very  Radical  meeting  the  other  day^ 
serves  as  a  very  good  index  to  the  opiniona 
which  are  held  by  their  friends  on  this 
head.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
gave  this  most  judicious  advice  to  the  Ra« 
dical  audience  whom  he  addressed — **  If 
you  mean  to  kick  out  the  Whigs,  kick 
them  out  in  God's  name ;  I  don't  care, 
but  don't  do  it  till  they  have  given  me  the 
Irish  Municipal  Bill."  I  tell  you,  tha 
hon.  Member  did  use  that  language  ;  ha 
really  did.  But  why  be  surprised  at  it  ? 
That  is  language  to  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  very  well  used  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman— I  do  not  mean  per« 
sonally — as  well  as  all  the  rest  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  The  Radicals  are  con* 
tinually  saying,  *'  Let  these  poor  miserabh 
Whigs  go  on  till  they  have  passed  our 
measures;  push  them  on  to  a  certain 
point,  and  then  kick  them  out."  We  art 
told  that  it  is  no  argument  against  any 
measure,  to  say,  that  the  passing  of  it  may 
lead  to  the  enactment  of  ulterior  measures. 
I  admit  that  that  is  no  argument  against  a 
measure  if  it  be  good  in  itself,  and  that 
we  ought  not  to  be  deterred  by  the  fear 
of  consequences,  or  the  apprehension  that 
ulterior  concessions  will  be  defnandedp 
from  giving  that  which  is  just  and  not 
dangerous.  I  admit  that  to  be  no  argn* 
ment;  but  I  say  it  is  a  sound  and  sob- 
stantive  argument  against  a  measure  if  yon 
are  told  by  your  own  friends  that  they 
support  it  with  the  certainty  of  attaining, 
through  its  instrumentality,  the  ulterior 
objects  they  have  in  view — objects  which 
every  roan  in  this  House  knows,  and 
which  they  do  not  themselves  conceal,  to 
be  the  overthrow  of  the  established  insti- 
tutions of  the  country ;  and  I  will  tell 
my  noble  Friend  in  addition,  when  they 
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have  accomplished  that,  the  overthrow  of 
Ministers  themselves.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Kilkenny  has  not  left  us  very  much  in 
the  dark  on  this  point.     I  think,  at  all 
events,  that  you  will  not  dispute  his  acute* 
ness,  his  knowledge,  of  the  state  of  Ire- 
land, and  of  the  power  of  the  various 
levers  which  may  be  called  into  action  for 
eflfeeting  his  objects.     On  these  points,  I 
think,  we  are  all  agreed ;  and  I  think  no 
one  will  now  be  inclined  to  dispute  the 
power  he  exercises  in  the  Government.     I 
think  the  House  cannot  have  forgotten. 
that  most  significant  passage  quoted  the 
other  day  from  a  very  recent  speech  of 
his — ''Give  me  municipal  reform,    and 
with  that  I  will  effect  all  the  rest.'*    What 
is  my  answer?    I  say  I  agree  with  the 
hon.   Member;    in  the  present  state  of 
Ireland  I  believe  he  would  ;  and  therefore 
*— and  you  have  yourselves  to  blame  for 
the  conclusion  to  which  I  am  forced  to 
come^and  therefore,  with  my  consent, 
this  measure  of  municipal  reform  you  shall 
not  have.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man says  he  will  have  it.     Sir,  I  do  not 
make  this  declaration  in  the  name  of  a 
person  so  insignificant  and  so  humble  as 
myself,  but  I  venture  to  say,  in  the  name 
of  the  House,  in  the  name  of  the  Parlia- 
ment, in  the  name  of  the  nation,  that  the 
line  which  is  now  taken  by  the  General  or 
National  Association  of  Ireland,  is  the 
most  formidable  obstacle  to  the  passing  of 
this  Bill ;  and  I  tell  them,  that  so  far  from 
being  intimidated  by  their  threats,  so  far 
from  being  led  to  concede  to  clamour  that 
which  we  would  not  give  to  justice  [great 
cheernig] ;  I  understand  these  cheers ;  and 
your  cheers  would  signify,   that  we   do 
deny  to  justice  what  we  would  concede  to 
violence:  but  I  tell  you,  that  the  louder 
the  demand,  and  the  more  terrible  the  in- 
timidation, the  more  determined  will  the 
people  of  England  be  that  it  shall  not  be 
granted.      But  now  with  regard  to  this 
much-lauded     Corporate    Reform  —  this 
beautiful  pretence  on  which  the  cozening 
cry  of  justice  to  Ireland  is  to  be  grounded 
—this  new  me  qud  non ;  where  is  your 
evidence  of  the  great  fitness  of  society  in 
Ireland  for  its  reception,  or  of  the  great 
anxiety  of  the  people  of  Ireland  to  obtain 
it  ?    At  the   end  of  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament,  after  we  had  dared  to  doubt 
the  propriety  of  passing  it,  we  were  told 
that  we  should  be  overwhelmed  with  peti« 
tions  from  every  quarter  of  Ireland  ex- 
pressive of  the  indignation  of  the  people 


of  their  sense  of  insult-^of  their  feeling 
of  intolerable    injury   and    degradation. 
Why,  what  petitions  have  we  had  ?     How 
many  ?    I  took  the  trouble  myself  to  as- 
certain  the  number,  and  it  appears  by  the 
votes    of    the    House,    that    thirty-four 
petitions  have  been  presented  in  favour  of 
Corporate  Reform.  On  the  8th  of  Febru- 
ary three  were  presented;  on  the  13th, 
five;   and  in  order  to  get  up  even  this 
number,    they  must  couple  with  that  a 
prayer  for  something  more  popular.    On 
the  Idth,  five  were  presented,  and  with 
them,  from  the    same    places,  five   ac- 
companying    petitions      against    tithes 
and  in  favour  of   the    ballot.      On  the 
14th  two  were  presented  in    favour  of 
Corporate  Reform,  accompanied  by  two 
for  the  abolition   of  tithes,  and  two  for 
the  ballot.     On  the  16th,  fourteen  peti- 
tions  were  presented  for  corporate  reform, 
thirteen  for  the  abolition  of  tithes,  and 
twelve  for  vote  by  ballot.    And  on  last 
evening  eleven  for  corporate  reform,  with, 
in  this  instance,  three  only  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  tithes,    and   five  for   the  ballot. 
Whether  more  are  coming  or  not,  I  do 
not  know,  and   do   not  much  care;   for 
these  petitions  are  got  up  at  simultaneous 
meetings,  where  I  have    not    the    least 
doubt  on  earth,  with  all  my  respect  for 
the  right  of  petitioning,  that  if  it  were 
the  orders  of  the  General  Association  to 
petition  Parliament  to  cut  my  head  off  my 
shoulders    without    the    intervention    of 
judge  or  jury,  just  as  many  signatures 
would  be  obtained.    With  regard  to  this 
alleged  great  anxiety  for  corporate  reform, 
whence  do  the  petitions  come?      From 
the    towns  which  are  to   benefit  by  the 
measure  ?    No.     We  have  a  petition  from 
the  trades  of  Dublin ;  another  from  Kil-» 
kenny:   and,  what  with  the  aid  of  the 
ballot  and  tithes,  and  the  heat  of  the  late 
election,  another  from  Longford,  another 
from  Monaghan,  and  another  from  the 
very    important    town    of    Enniscorthy. 
These   are   the  only  towns  upon  which 
this  inestimable  privilege  is  to  be  con- 
ferred, and  which,  we  are  told^  are  to  be 
insulted  by  withholding  these  invaluaUe 
rights,  and  to  testify  every  feeling  of  in- 
dignation at  the  outrage  offered  to  them. 
These  five  are  the  only  towns  that  asked 
you  to  give  them  corporate  reform ;  and 
four  or  ^se  important  towns,  as  we  have 
been  reminded  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Belfast  this  evening,  upon  whom  you  pro- 
pose to  confer  this  inestimable  benefit^ 
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implore  youi  for  God's  sake,  to  let  them 
alone.  It  is  very  difficult  to  deal  with 
such  a  question  as  this,  where  we  are  not 
allowed  to  rest  the  issue  upon  facts,  but 
upon  feelings,  passions,  and  imagined  in- 
sults. We  need  not  think  it  extraordinary 
that  the  General  Association,  with  their 
emissaries,  with  their  pacificators,  with 
the  power  they  have  in'^very  parish  of 
Ireland  among  the  Roman  Catholics,  pre- 
tending, nakedly,  that  Parliament  has 
declared  them  unfit  to  be  intrusted  with 
the  rights  of  Englishmen,  should  be  able 
to  stimulate  a  population  who  know  no* 
thing  of  the  real  facts  of  the  case  so  set 
before  them,  to  repel  the  supposed  insult, 
and  to  stand  forth,  and  say^  that  they  are 
as  fit  to  be  intrusted  with  civil  privileges  as 
their  countrymen  of  England.  But  that 
18  not  the  ground  on  which  we  do  rest, 
or  on  which  we  ever  have  rested,  the 
question.  The  question  is  not  whether 
an  Irishman  be  himself  fit  or  unfit  to  ex- 
ercise civil  privileges,  but  it  is  this — is  the 
state  of  Ireland  at  this  moment  so  analo- 
gous, or  BO  similar  to  the  state  of  England 
in  every  respect,  that  it  shall  follow  as  a 
conclusion,  on  which  no  controversy  can 
be  raised,  that  the  same  institutions  in 
Ireland  will  produce  the  same  effect  as  in 
England  ?  Surely,  Sir,  this  is  a  question 
which  may  be  argued  without  insult  to 
Ireland,  without  injury,  without  ofience. 
i  put  it  to  His  Majesty's  Government, 
who  brought  forward  the  other  day  a 
question  of  great  importance  to  Ireland, 
of  deep,  of  vital  importance,  though  a 
question  which  the  General  Association  of 
Ireland  think  ought  to  be  postponed  to 
this  or  that  canvassing,  or  this  or  that 
election  in  Ireland — I  mean  the  proposa 
of  a  legal  provision  for  the  poor  of  that 
country y — I  ask  the  Government  whether 
they  find  upon  this  side  of  the  House  any 
disposition  to  treat  with  insult,  to  treat 
with  enmity,  to  treat  with  injustice,  to 
treat  as  a  matter  of  party  feeling,  the  just 
claims,  the  rights,  the  miseries  of  the 
people  ef  Ireland  ?  I  ask  them  whether, 
when  a  measure  of  real  relief  is  brought 
forward,  they  find  more  readiness  on  the 
other  side  of  die  House  than  on  this,  to 
deal  with  thequ^tion,tosift  it  thoroughly, 
to  consider  it  mmutely  in  all  its  relations 
and  details,  to  deal  with  it,  not  with  refer- 
ence to  any  party,  but  with  reference  to 
the  whole  state  of  Ireland,  to  inquire 
what  advantage  it  will  confer  on  Ireland, 
to  inquire  what  similarity  between  the 


laws  of  the  two  countries  may  be  pre- 
served, and  what  distinctions  must  be 
drawn  ?  And  why  should  we  be  hindered 
by  this  Association,  unless  they  are  de- 
termined to  make  it  a  party  question,  and 
a  party  question  only,  why  should  we  be 
debarred  from  taking  the  same  broad  view 
of  the  subject  which  we  took  on  the  Poor- 
law  question^  and  which  I,  for  one,  am 
resolved  to  take  on  every  question  that  is 
proposed  for  our  consideration?  But  I 
will  not  pretend  that  I  do  not  mix  up  with 
the  question  a  consideration  of  the  rela- 
tive situation  of  Protestant  and  Catholic 
I  say  I  will  not  put  forward  such  a  pre- 
tence, for  I  have  regard  to  these  consider- 
ations.  And  why  ?  Because  the  state  of 
Ireland  is  shown  to  be  such  that  the  bulk 
of  the  inhabitants  are  of  the  one  religion, 
and  the  minority  of  the  other ;  that  the 
higher  classes  are  ranked  with  the  minor- 
ity, and  the  lower  with  the  majority; 
that,  unhappily,  no  question  can  be  raised ,v 
no  debate  can  take  place,  no  election  can 
occur  in  any  town  without  raising  the 
question  of  Protestant  ascendancy  or  Ca- 
tholic ascendancy.  For  it  is  no  question 
of  equality  now,  no  question  of  commu- 
nity of  civil  privileges ;  the  question  pre- 
sents itself  to  our  delil^eration  in  an  open, 
simple,  undisguised  aspect:  it  is  this — 
Will  you  take  that  line  which  will  tend  to 
maintain  the  ascendancy  of  the  Protest  nt 
church,  or  that  line  which  will  tendato 
demolish  the  Protestant  church?  And, 
unhappily,  we  are  compelled  so  to  con- 
sider every  question  which,  practically 
speaking,  we  can  discuss  on  Irish  affairs, 
that  we  cannot  shake  off  the  religious 
question,  or  look  at  it  without  regard  to 
Catholic  or  Protestant.  But,  I  ask,  have 
the  Protestants  no  claim  to  our  considera- 
tion? You  say  they  are  in  the  minority ; 
you  cannot  help  admitting  that  the 
earnest  endeavour  of  the  party  which  now 
holds  sway  in  Ireland  will  be  directed  to 
the  advancement  of  Catholic  interests, 
and  the  discouragement  of  Protestantism, 
and  that  their  leading  object  is  the  de- 
struction of  the  Protestant  church ;  and 
they  tell  you  themselves  that  they  con- 
sider this  measure,  and  mean  to  use  it, 
as  their  great  instrument  for  effecting 
that  object — for  securing  the  exter- 
mination of  the  Protestant  church. 
Let  us  meet  this  question  fairly  and  openly : 
dare  the  Government  answer  my  challenge  ? 
They  say  their  measures  will  benefit  the 
Church  I  but  I  tell  them  they  will  overturn 
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it.  I  see  uolhing  in  their  measures  which 
will  tend  to  secure  the  Church.  I  see 
much  ID  thein  which  hy  the  confession  of 
all  parties,  will  ensure  its  destruction.  But 
what  is  the  course  ihey  pursue  with  regard 
to  the  Bill  before  us  ?  I  will  not  at  this 
late  hour  enter  into  the  details  of  the 
measurCf  or  weary  the  House  by  occupying 
it  with  minor  points.  I  wish  to  put  the 
question  upon  this  plain,  simple,  intelligible 
grouDd,agroundwhichI  think  the  people  of 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  will  clearly 
understand, — the  ground  of  its  being  a 
leading  step  to  the  object  which  the  sup* 
porters  of  Administration  contemplate, 
which  we  at  least  desire  to  shun,  but  to 
which  I  see  Government  approaching  day 
by  day,  and  hour  by  hour.  We  are  called 
upon  in  the  same  paragraph  of  his  Majesty's 
Speech,  delivered  at  the  opening  of  this 
Session,  to  turn  our  attention  to  three 
important  questions  bearing  on  the  state 
of  Ireland** the  Municipal  Corporation 
question,  the  Church  question,  and  the 
Poor*law  questiout  I  do  not  know  what 
the  views  of  Government  may  be,  but  I 
say  distinctly  that  the  settlement  of  the 
Church  question  would,  in  my  mind, 
remove  out  of  the  way  a  great  stumbling- 
block  to  the  settlement  of  the  corporation 
question'^an  obstacle  which,  as  long  as  it 
remains  in  its  present  state,  must  render 
the  settlement  of  that  question  hopeless. 
I  say,  if  you  desire  to  introduce  the 
principle  of  uniformily  of  institutions  into 
Ireland,  the  settlement  of  the  poor-law 
question  ought  to  precede  the  consideration 
of  corporate  reform.  What  is  the  basis 
of  the  qualification  in  England  ?  A 
certain  payment  to  the  poor-rates  continued 
for  a  period  of  three  years.  What  is  the 
qualification  in  Ireland  ?  The  occupancy 
of  a  51.  House,  and  for  a  term  of  six 
months  only.  You  who  ask  for  identity  of 
principle  refuse  us  identity  of  principle. 
There  is  no  more  identity  of  principle 
between  the  measure  of  corporate  reform 
in  operation  in  England  and  that  which 
is  proposed  for  Ireland,  than  there  would 
be  between  Lord  Grey's  plan  of  reform 
and  a  plan  which  embraced  universal 
suffrage.  Lord  Grey  introduced  a  measure 
of  Parliamentary  Reform,  the  basislof  which 
was  popular  controL  What  is  the  buis 
on  which  a  plan  for  universal  suffrage 
roust  rest  ?  Popular  control.  Yet  if  any 
one  who  compared  these  questions  were 
to  tell  you  that  they  rested  on  the  same 
pnofiiple  of  popular  control,  be  would  be 


laughed  at  as  a  fool  by  every  sensible  man> 
This  is  exactly  the  ra/tonai^of  the  conduct 
of  Government  [tn/errup^ton].  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  forgets  the  great  improve* 
ments  that  have  taken  place  in  the 
acoustics  of  the  House.  The  plan  of  Dr. 
Reid,  which  has  been  laid  before  us  this 
mornings  and  which  I  have  haul  the 
curiosity  to  read,  will  enlighten  him  on  the 
subject.  The  learned  doctor  anticipates 
that  not  only  will  the  speaker  be  distinctly 
audible,  but  even  the  whispered  conver- 
sation  so  often  superior  to  the  voice  of  the 
orator  will  strike  the  ear  so  clearly  that  hon. 
members  will  be  obliged  to  acquire  the  art 
of  modulating  the  intonations  of  their  voice 
to  the  required  degree  of  dulcet  softness.  Let 
me  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  profit 
by  this  hint.  This  case  in  point  shows  on  a 
small  scale  the  necessity  of  bending  to 
altered  circumstances,  and  may  instruct 
us  that  that  will  be  out  of  place  this  year 
which  would  have  been  applicable  last 
Session.  I  say  this  bears  on  my  argument 
The  case  is  precisely  the  same.  When 
Government  proposed  to  legislate  on  the 
same  principle  now  which  they  employed 
last  Session,  they  should  have  regard  to  the 
altered  circumstancesof  the  country  and  not 
expose  themselves  to  the  ridicule  of  ninety- 
nine  out  of  one  hundred  of  their  supporters, 
by  proposing  a  measure  out  of  a  vain  desire 
for  identity  of  legislation,  which  will  lead  to 
measures  which  they  profess  to  deprecate. 
I  said  that  I  would  not  trespass  long  on 
the  time  of  the  House  ;  I  shall  but  repeat 
that  I  wish  to  rest  my  opposition  to  this 
Bill,  and  my  support  to  the  instruction  to 
the  Committee  which  my  noble  Friend 
has  moved  upon  this  ground,  that  admitting 
the  abuses  of  the  present  corporate  system, 
not  desirous  of  defending  the  abuses  of 
that  system,  we  are  prepared  to  go  every 
length  with  you  in  doing  away  with  those 
abuses;  but  we  do  not  think  that  there 
is  anything  in  the  circumstances  in  which 
Ireland  is  this  year  placed  which  should 
encourage  us  to  consider  it  less  dangerous 
to  transfer  the  monopoly  from  one  party  to 
another,  or  which  should  induce  us  at  this 
time  and  under  these  circumstances,  to 
assent  to  your  measure.  We  feel  that  we 
cannot  agree  to  it  till  the  Church  questioa 
is  settled— till  that  Church  which  we  are 
determined  to  protect  is  placed  upon  sech 
a  footing  as  that  it  shall  be  secured  from 
violence,  from  fraud,  and  from  outrage, 
and  confirmed  in  its  revenues.  And  till 
equal  justice  shall  be  done  to  those  who 
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profess  her  doctrines  and  adhere  to  her 
creed  with  all  others  of   his    Majesty's 
subjects,  we  will  not  place  in  the  hands  of 
a  powerful  body — a  body  the  more  power- 
ful  because  it  is  organised  and    united-— 
because  it  possesses  effectual  means  for 
diffusing  its  influence  over  the  whole  of 
Ireland — because  it  is  fostered,  protected, 
encouraged,  and  cherished  by  his  Majesty's 
Government— we  will  not  give  to  that  body 
the  power  of  effecting  an  object  which  we 
deprecate,  and  which  they  assure  us  they 
ean  effect  by  means  of  this  Bill — a  power 
which  we  may  be  assured  will  be  most  un- 
scrupulously exercised.  We  will  not,  in  the 
vain  hope  of  producing  peace,  consent  to 
that  which  all  parties  agree  will  produce  no 
peace.     We  will  not  grant  that  which  you 
ask  on  the  ground  of  conciliation.     When 
every  prospect  of  conciliation  is  shut  out, 
we  will  not  give  fresh  vantage  ground  to 
our  adversaries,  but  we  will  take  such  a 
line,  and  exhibit  such  a  demeanour,  as 
shall  convince  you,  judge  as  you  will,  as 
shall  convince  the  people  of  this  country, 
that  in  refusing  to  apply  the  remedy  pro- 
posed to  acknowledged  grievances,  we  are 
actuated  by  no  wish  to  uphold  ancient 
abuse8-*-that  we  wish  to  eradicate  them 
root  and  branch,  that  we  wish  to  abolish 
every  law  that  tends  to  violate  the  equality 
of  civil  rights.     But  until  we  see  that 
equality  practically  secured,  we  will  not, 
under  the  abused  name  of  equality  sanction 
a  more  odious  monopoly,  a  more  detestable 
tyranny,  than  you  exclude. 
Debate  adjourned. 
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ft^Mam  presented.  By  Lard  Kjiirroir«  the  Bishop  of 
liomoir,  the  Earl  of  Dwrom,  from  Staflbid  and  other 
plaoec,  againet  the  AboUtion  of  Church  Rataa.— By  Loid 
BnovoHaii,  Earl  FmwiLLiAu,  Visoomit  Mblbourns, 
from  YarmoQth,  Soathwaxfc,  and  other  pfawea,  for  the 
Abolition  of  Church  Ratai.-^  Lord  BmovmAM,  from 
Duokeld,  that  their  Lordihipi  would  introduce  a  meaaure 
for  the  better  Reoovcry  of  Small  Debti  (Scotland). 

The  Established  Church.]  Earl 
FUzwiUiam  presented  petitions  for  the 
abolition  of  Church-rates  from  Newport 
and  Yarmouth  (Isle  of  Wight) ;  from  North, 
ampton,  and  several  other  plaees.  The 
noble  Earl  stated,  und<r  ordinary  circum* 
stances,  he  should  have  been  content  to 
lay  the  petitions  on  the  table  without  say- 
ing one  single  word ;  but  on  the  present 
occasion^  be  felt  himself  called  upon  to 


depart  from  the  usual  course.   It  generally 
happened  that  petitions  were  intrusted  to 
those  who  concurred  in  their  prayer ;  but 
on  this  occasion,  he  differed  in  some  degree 
from  the  petitioners.   It  had  been  his  duty 
to  tell  the  petitioners,  that  he  did  not 
entirely  coincide  in  their  views  on  this 
subject,  and  had,  therefore,  offered  to  re* 
turn  the  petitions  to  them,  that  they  might 
be  presented  by  some  other  noble  Lord 
who  agreed  with  the  petitioners;  they  still, 
however,  in  their  kindness  to  him,  re» 
quested  him  to  present  them.     It  was,  in 
his  opinion,  the  special  duty  of  the  Legis* 
lature,  to  take   care  that  the  humblest 
individual  in  the  kingdom  possessed  the 
right  to  enter  a  place  of  worship,  and  pay 
his  devotion  to  his  Creator.     He  did  not 
then  intend  to  enter  upon  the  inquiry  as 
to  what  plans  had  been  drawn  up  to  afford 
relief  from  the  payment  of  Church-rates ; 
but  he  considered  that  it  was  the  bounden 
duty  of  Parliament  to  take  care  that  the 
means  of  attending  worship  was  afforded 
to  all  classes  of  the  community.  It  was  not 
unnatural  that  those  who  dissented  from 
the  Church  should  conceive  that  they  ought 
to  be  relieved  from  the  payment  of  these 
rates ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  while  he 
admitted  that  it  might  appear  a  hardship 
on  those  persons  to  continue  the  present 
system,  he  could  not  agree  in  any  plan 
which  would  deprive  the  meanest  subject 
of  the  realm  of  the  right  which  he  now 
had,  of  always  being  able  to  demand  cer- 
tain and  fitting  accommodatk>n  in  those 
edifices  devoted  to  the  worship  of  God. 
While  on  this  subject,  he  felt  bound  to 
state,  that  he  thought  that  many  of  the 
demands  of  the  Dissenters  arose  from  the 
conduct  of  the  Church  of  England  itself. 
It  could  not  escape  recollection,  that  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  had  not 
been  so  tolerant  towards  their  dissenting 
brethren  as  its  interest  required.    As  he 
stated  before,  he  knew  not  what  plana 
were  in  contemplation,  or  to  what  it  was 
intended  to  have  recourse,  to  supply  the 
deficiency  that  would  be  created  by  the 
abolition  of  Church-rates.     But  it  was 
impossible  to  conceive  that  there  should 
be  any  mode  of  supplying  that  deficiency, 
which  could  have  the  ^ect  of  making 
the  people  of  England  feel  that  they  would 
have,  as  a  community,  no  interest  in  the 
maintenance  of  these  edifices.     As  he  sakl 
before,  and  he  spoke  it  boldly  in  the  pre« 
sence  of  the  hierarchy  of  the  Church  of 
Englandi  although  he  did  not  mean  to 
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bring  this  charge  against  .those  now  pre- 
sent, but  much  of  the  soreness  which 
existed  in  the  minds  of  the  Dissenters — 
much  of  those  feelings  by  which  he  feared 
they  were  actuated  towards  the  Church  of 
England,  was  due  to  the  Church  itself. 
He  trusted  that  the  Church  would  not  now 
rue  its  former  conduct;  but  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  Dissenters  not  to  recollect, 
that  so  long  as  there  remained  a  chance 
of  maintaining  those  laws,  by  which  the 
Dissenters  were  excluded  from  the  full 
enjoyment  of  the  civil  privileges  and  rights 
of  their  fellow-countrymen,  the  hierarchy 
of  the  Church  of  England  did  not  join 
with  those  who  sought  to  relieve  the  Dis- 
senters from  the  stigma  under  which  they 
so  long  laboured,  and  those  disabilities 
under  which  they  could  scarcely  be  said 
to  enjoy  the  rights  of  Englishmen ;  on  the 
contrary,  they  stood  to  the  very  last  in  the 
gap,  and  endeavoured  to  prevent  the  Dis" 
senters  from  participating  in  the  enjoyment 
of  those  privileges  to  which  all  the  rest  of 
their  fellow-subjects  were  entitled.  He 
never  could,  however,  consent  to  any  mea- 
sure, the  possible  effect  of  which  could  be, 
that  a  single  individual  of  the  humblest 
class,  in  the  remotest  corner  of  England, 
should  be  unable  to  say,  in  regard  to  the 
church  of  the  parish  in  which  he  lived, 
that  he  had  notarighttogo  in  there  to  wor- 
ship God,  and  that  he  was  not  also  entitled 
to  call  upon  the  proprietors  of  the  land  in 
the  parish  to  maintain  it.  Would  to  Qod 
that  the  hierarchy  of  this  country  had 
been  wiser  half  a  century  ago,  and  had 
undertaken  those  measures  of  change  and 
improvement  in  the  ecclesiastical  arrange- 
ments of  this  country  which  were,  at  that 
time,  obviously  necessary.  He  trusted^ 
however,  that  the  present  hierarchy  wduld 
be  wiser  than  their  predecessors.  He  did 
not  know  that  he  should  have  another 
opportunity  at  present  of  addressing  their 
Lordships  upon  this  subject;  ^e  therefore 
hoped  that  he  should  be  allowed  to  trouble 
the  House  with  one  or  two  considerations 
which  had  been  forced  upon  his  mind,  in 
examining  this  subject  in  all  its  bearings. 
In  the  first  place,  it  could  not  be  denied 
by  any  man  sincerely  attached  to  the 
Cfhurch  of  England,  by  any  man  who  was 
desirous  of  seeing  that  Church  more  deeply 
rooted  in  the  affections  of  the  people  of 
England,  that  great  changes  and  reform- 
ation were  necessary  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Church.  In  the  first  place,  it 
could  not  be  denied  by  any  man  attached 


to  the  Church  of  England,  by  any  man 
desirous  of  seeing  that  Church  more  deeply 
rooted  in  the  affections  of  the  people,  that 
great  changes  were  necessary.    A  great 
attempt,    indeed,   at   change    had    been 
made,  at  something  which  its  authors  were 
pleased  to  call  Reform,  in  a  measure  which 
he  could  not  help  saying,  was  most  oppo- 
site in  its  nature  to  the  name  by  which  it 
was  designated;  and  here  he  could  not 
help  stating,  that  it  had  been  asserted  in 
that  House,  that  the  measures  that  had 
been  brought  forward,  with  reference  to 
the  Church,  had  been  approved  of  by  the 
hierarchy,  because  they  were  at  once  re- 
forming and  conservative.    It  appeared, 
however,  to  him,  that  these  measures  were 
neither  reforming  nor  conservative.    .They 
now  felt  that  something  must  be  done, 
but  they  had  not  the  courage  to  go  the 
right  way  to  work.     These  were  not  re- 
forming measures,  because  they  removed 
none  of  those  abuses  which  called   for 
immediate  correction.    At  the  same  time, 
these  proposed  plans  overset  all  the  epis- 
copal boundaries  which  had  hitherto  ex- 
isted in  this  country.     They  made  great 
changes,  but  they  were  made  in  a  manner 
which  would  produce  no  possible  bene- 
ficial effect  in  the  administration  of  the 
affairs  of  the  Church.    If  he  might  pre- 
sume, and  he  did  it  with  great  deference, 
to  express  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  he 
should  say,  they  ought  to  have  undertaken 
their  task  in  a  bolder  manner.  They  ought 
to  have  gone  through  with  the  determin- 
ation of  placing  the  ecclesiastical  functions 
of  this  country  upon  such   a  footing  as 
that  in  each  diocese  it  would  have  been 
possible  for  the  head  of  it,  well  and  per- 
fectly to  superintend  the  whole  clergy  of 
that  diocese.   But  what  had  been  the  case? 
He  would  refer  to  the  parts  with  which 
he  was  personally  acquainted.     He  would 
look  to  the  great  diocese  of  York,  which 
he  took  to  be  a  complete  anomaly,  which 
ought  at  once  to  be  altered.    It  was  held 
by  an   archbishop,  and  he  believed  that 
the  most  reverend  prelate,  at  the  head  of 
the  Church,  also  had  to  superintend   a 
very  expensive  diocese.    They  had  each 
then  a  diocese  of  their  own  to  attend  to 
within  their  archbishoprics,  and  he  would 
ask  in  what  situation  was  a  diocese  such 
as  that  of  York  placed  ?    It  remained  of  a 
magnitude  and  extent,  that  it  was  almost 
impossible  for  any  man,  howerer  great  the 
energies  of  his  ^nind,*  or  the  strength  of 
his  body,  to  superintend  it ;  he  defi^  hwf 
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man  to  saperintend  properly  that  diocese, 
as  it  at  present  stood.    He  gave  these  as 
samples  of  the  whole  scheme,  which  ap* 
peared  to  him,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  neither 
reforming  nor  consenrative.  It  had  changed 
much,  but  reformed  little  ;  because,  if  he 
understood  the  meaning  of  reform^  it  was 
a  change  for  a  bene6cial  object.    But  here 
it  was  without  any  beneficial  result.     If 
there  was  any  beneficial  result,  it  was  so 
trifling,  that  it  was  not  worth  speaking  of, 
and  no  advantage  whatever  had  been  de- 
rived from  it.    The  House  might  perhaps 
think  that  he  was  indulging  in  digressions 
from  -  the  immediate    object    before  the 
House,  which  was,  that  he  should   lay 
before  them  the  petitions  he  had  presented, 
praying  for  the  abolition  of  Church-rates. 
If  he  had  indulged  in  any  digression,  he 
had  done  so  as  the  organ  of  those  who 
had  confided  these  petitions  to  his  hands ; 
but  he  begged  it  to  be  understood,  that 
he  could  not  sanction  by  his  vote,  any  mea- 
sure which  should  contemplate  the  bare 
possibility  of  there  being  any  human  being 
m  the  country  who  should  see  his  Church 
dilapidated,  and  not  have  the  sanction  of 
the  Legislature  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
edifice  in  which  he  might  worship  his 
Creator.    He  would  say  more — attached 
as  he  was  to  the  Church  of  England,  he 
thought  that  there  was  nothing  would  add 
more  to  the  bonourof  that  Church,  than  that 
it  should  strip  itself  of  every  semblance 
of  intolerance;  and  not  only  of  every  sem- 
blance of  intolerance,  but  of  every  symptom 
of  jealousy  of  any  other  sect.     Though  I 
cannot,  said  the  noble  Earl,  consent  to  be- 
lieve those  who  may  think  that  the  payment 
of  these  rates  is  attended  with  some  grie. 
vance  upon  their  feelings,  nevertheless,  as  a 
member  of  the  Church  of  England,  I  should 
rejoice  to  see  that   day  come  in    which 
the  members  of  the  Church  of  England  and 
the  Dissenters,  to  whatever  congregation 
they  might  belong,  should  agree  together 
to  worship  their  God  within  the  same  walls. 
Whenever  that  time  may  come — whenever 
the  hierarchy  and  the  clergy  of  the  Church 
of  England  shall  say  to   the   Dissenting 
ministers,  in  their  respective  parishes,  that 
it  shall  be  per^nitted  to  them  to  worship 
their  God  under  the  same  roof,  and  within 
the  same  walls  (of  course  I  do  not  mean  at 
the  same  time),  then  I  will  say  that  the 
Church  of  England  will  have  gained  that 
title  to  toleration  which  she  has  so  long 
appropriated  to  herslf,  but  in  my  opinion 
most  mistakenly.    There  is  another  point 


upon  which  I,  as  an  insulated  individual, 
in  consequence  of  that  insulation,  and  be- 
cause I  do  not  by  stating  it  compromise  my 
opinions,  or  that  of  any  other  individual; 
but  there  is  another  point  upon  which  I, 
as  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England, 
have  strong  opinions,  and  which    1    will 
not  hesitate  now  to  avow.     My  Lords,  in 
looking  round  this  country,  I  believe  that 
few  indeed  are   the  places  in  which  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  do  not 
outnumber  to  a  degree  hardly  conceivable, 
not  only  individual  sects  of  Dissenters,  but 
all  their  sects  put  together.     I  am  not 
aware,  from  all  the  experience  I  have  had 
in  those  parts  of  England  with  which  I  am 
connected,  in    which    the    Dissenters,   I 
do  not  mean  one  sect,    but   all  sects  of 
Dissenters,  are  not  infinitely  inferior  in 
numbers  to  the  Church  of  England.     If 
there  is  any  place  where  the   Dissenters 
out-number  the  members  of  the  Church  of 
England,  it  is  a  certain  town  in  the  county 
of  Northampton.     Now,  my  Lords,  having 
stated  that  I  shall  that  day  as  one  of  the 
utmost  glory  to  the    Church  when  the 
Anglican,  the  Independent,  the  Presby- 
terian,  and  the  Baptist,  may   all  meet 
together  in  the  same  place  to  worship,  I 
go  further,  and  say  this,  that,  if  it  could 
be  proved  to  me  that  in  any  parish  in 
England  any  other  sect  is  more  numerous 
than  the  Church  of  England,  I,  as  a 
member  of  that  Church,  should  have  no 
objection  to  surrender  to  that  sect  the 
ecclesiastical  property  within  that  parish. 
I  think,  if  the  members    of  Dissenting 
congregations  were  more  numerous  in  any 
place,  for  a  certain  length  of  time,  than 
the  members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
they  would  be  entitled  to  be  invested  with 
all  the  ecclesiastical  rights  in  that  parish. 
Whether  to  the  majority  of  those  present 
or  not  I  do  not  know,  but  I  well  know  that 
to  the  majority  of  your  Lordships'  House, 
who  are  not  present,  this  doctrine  will 
appear  highly  subversive  of  the  Church  of 
England.     But  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
only  real  and  solid  grounds  on  which  the 
Church  of  England    can  rest,    are  the 
immutable  ^decrees    of  justice;    and    it 
is  not  consistent,  that  if  in  any  parish  that 
Church  shall  be  inferior  in  numbers,  she 
should    assume   those    attributes   which 
ought  only  to  be  given  to  those  who  are 
superior  in  number.     I  am  afraid  I  have 
taken  up  too  much  time  in  stating  my 
opinion,  and  1  now  lay  upon  your  Lord- 
ships' table  these  numerous  petitions. 
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The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  had 
heard,  partly  with  surprise,  partly  with 
pleasure,  and  partly  with  very  different 
feelings,  the  very  unexpected  speech  which 
the  noble  Earl  had  made  on  an  occasion 
when  it  was  generally  understood  that 
discussions  of  this  sort  should  not  be 
brought  forward  by  those  who  presented 
petitions.  At  the  same  time,  his  respect 
for  the  noble  Earl,  would  betray  him 
into  an  irregularity  of  the  same  kind.  He 
did  not,  however,  intend  to  trespass  long 
on  their  Lordships'  patience.  He  entirely 
concurred  in  the  wish  expressed  by  the 
noble  Earl,  that  there  might  be  such  an 
abundance  of  places  of  worship  in  this 
country,  and  so  well  preserved,  that  there 
should  be  no  man,  however  poor,  who 
should  not  find  a  place  into  which  he 
should  be  at  liberty  to  enter  and  worship 
bis  Maker.  That  he  conceived  to  be  the 
ffround  on  which  the  noble  Earl  founded 
his  opposition  to  the  abolition  of  church- 
rates,  and  in  that  respect  he  perfectly 
agreed  with  the  noble  Earl,  and  he  be* 
lieved  that  the  great  majority  of  the  people 
of  this  country  would  concur  in  that  feel- 
ing. The  noble  Earl  had  made  an  attack 
upon  the  Church  of  England,  or,  as  he 
was  pleased  to  call  it,  the  Anglican 
Church,  as  being  wanting  in  toleration. 
The  instance  which  the  noble  Earl  had 
selected  to  show  this,  did  not  bear  much 
upon  the  present  day,  nor  did  he  believe 
it  bore  much  upon  the  Church  at  all,  at 
any  time  of  the  hierarchy.  It  was  the  policy 
of  the  Government  of  this  country  for  a 
long  time,  to  continue  certain  restrictions 
towards  Dissenters ;  but,  as  far  as  his  re- 
collection went,  on  the  very  first  occasion 
that  the  repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corpora- 
tion Aots  was  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, it  met  with  no  opposition  on  the 
part  of  the  Episcopal  Bench.  But  the 
attack  of  the  noble  Earl  was  rather  on 
their  predecessors.  Surely,  then,  the 
noble  Earl  might  have  done  some  justice 
to  the  Bishops  and  hierarchy  of  the  pre- 
sent day.  It  would  have  been  but  fair. 
All  that  he  (the  Archbishop)  could  say, 
was,  that  there  were  many  who  disapproved 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Bishops  on  that 
occasion,  and  he  was  by  no  means  certain 
that  it  was  altogether  without  reason.  If 
they  looked  at  the  result,  they  might  ay 
so.  When  the  Dissenters  complained  of 
those  disabilities,  nothing  was  said  by  them 
about  church-rates ;  but  no  sooner  were 
those   disabilities   removed,   than    thsy  I 


raised  the  cry  of  injustice,  because,  ia 
common  with  the  rest  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects,  they  were  called  upon  to  con« 
tribute  to  the  support  of  the  fabrics  of  the 
National  Establishment.  He  was  afraid 
the  Dissenters  would  not  agree  with  the 
noble  Earl  in  the  view  which  he  took  of  this 
question.  He  rather  thought  they  would 
disclaim  the  apology  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  made  for  their  mode  of  proceeding. 
He  believed  that  the  proceedings  of  the 
Dissenters  were  not  confined  merely  to 
the  abolition  of  church-rates.  He  had 
seen  accounts  of  many  of  their  meetings, 
and  had  read  their  resolutions,  and  it  ap«» 
peered  to  him  that  the  Dissenters  would 
not  be  satisfied  with  perional  exemption 
from  church-rates.  He  concluded 
from  the  latter  part  of  the  noble  Earl's 
speech,  that  the  day  would  come  when 
the  Dissenters  would  claim  a  share  not 
only  in  the  churches  of  the  Establishment, 
but  in  its  property  also.  Whether  the 
noble  Earl  was  then  speaking  his  owu 
mind  merely,  or  speaking  from  a  comma- 
nication  the  noble  Earl  might  have  re« 
ceived  from  others,  he  did  not  know,  bat 
he  was  convinced  from  what  he  had  seen, 
that  there  were  others  who  entertained  the 
same  kind  of  opinions  as  the  noble  EarK 
There  was  another  point  in  the  noble 
Earl's  speech,  to  which  he  could  not  help 
advertin|;.  The  noble  Earl  had  spokeo 
much  of  the  measures  which  had  been 
taken  for  effecting  reforms  in  the  Church ; 
that  was,  for  the  regulation  of  the  Eccle« 
siastical  Establishment ;  and  he  declared 
his  high  disapprobation  of  those  mea- 
sures, because  they  were  neither  reforming 
nor  conservative.  The  noble  Earl  wished 
to  carry  reform  a  great  deal  further ;  as 
to  Conservatism,  that  must  be  left  out  of 
the  question.  But  would  the  noble  Earl 
permit  him  to  suggest,  that  the  speech 
which  he  had  made  to-day  on  the  division 
of  the  dioceses,  ought  to  have  been  spoken 
last  Session,  when  the  Bill  for  the  distri- 
bution of  the  dioceses  was  before  the 
House  ?  It  then  would  have  been  per- 
fectly in  place.  It  was  fully  competent 
for  the  noble  Earl  to  deliver  his  opinions 
in  that  House ;  and  although  he  entirely 
differed  from  the  view  taken  by  the  nobie 
Earl,  with  respect  to  those  measures,  yet 
he  should  have  listened  with  great  atten- 
tion to  anything  that  might  have  fallen 
from  the  noble  Earl.  The  noble  Earl,  ia 
speaking  on  that  question,  had  not  con- 
sidered that  the  arrangement  respecting 
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Ihe  bisbopricty  was  only  a  very  small  part 
of  lh08«  measures  which  had  been  agreed 
upoo  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Gommi^siouers, 
among  whom  there  were  some  whom  he 
believed  the  noble  Earl  called  his  friends. 
The  noble  Earl  had  spoken  as  if  this  dif- 
ferent disposition  of  the  dioceses,  which 
would  render  them  mor^  manageable,  were 
the  whole  of  the  reform  contemplated. 
When  the  other  measuresi  however,  came 
forward,  he  presumed  their  Lordships 
would  bear  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Earl 
^ith  respect  to  their  efficiency;  and  on 
that  occasion  be  hoped  he  should  be  able 
to  QOnvince  the  House  that  the  views  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  were 
inore  correct,  and  more  likely  to  be  bene- 
ficial, than  those  entertained  by  the  noble 
Earl. 

The  Bishop  of  London  wished  to  men- 
tion one  fact  which  had  not  been  alluded 
to  by  his  most  reverend  Friend.  The  noble 
Earl  bad  alluded  .to  the  intolerance  of  the 
Cburcb»  and  be  did  not  mean  to  say,  that 
the  hierarchy  of  the  English  Church  had 
not  at  any  timabeen  intolerant;  the  bier* 
archy  of  this  country  had  been,  as  in  other 
parts  of  the  Christian  world,  intolerant ; 
but  it  hadf  in  common  with  the  rest  of 
the  world,  advanced  in  intelligence  and 
liberality,  though  perhaps  not  with  an 
equal  pace,  nor  as  the  foremost  in  the 
ranks  of  advancement ;  but,  in  due  time, 
and  after  a  cautious  examination  of  all  the 
circumatancea  connected  with  measures 
which,  at  first  sight,  it  might  be  thought 
threatened  danger  to  existing  regulations. 
It  was  not  the  hierarchy  who  first  devised 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts,  for  the 
protection,  as  they  were  intended,  of  the 
Establishment;  but,  having  been  devised 
by  the  Legislature,  and  regarding  them  as 
t  iafegua^  to  the  Constitution,  surely  the' 
hierarchy  were  not  to  be  the  first  to  propose 
the  abolition  of  that  safeguard.  But 
when  the  repeal  of  those  Acts  was  first 
brought  forward,  the  hierarchy  were  among 
the  foremost  to  support  that  measure.  He 
would  take  leave  to  remind  the  noble 
Earl,  too,  that  at  an  earlier  period,  when  a 
measnre  most  justly  deserving  the  appel- 
lation of  a  measure  of  intolerance  was 
hurried  through  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  brought  up  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
it  would  have  passed  through  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  had  it  not  been  for  thetrulv 
Christian  liberality  of  the  Episcopal  Bench 
who  sat  there  at  that  period  :  he  alluded 
to  tho  Bill  against  occasional  conformity, 


As  to  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Eail  about 
allowing  Dissenters  the  use  of  the  fabricsof 
the  Establishment,  it  was  not  the  first  time 
that  it  had  been  made;  and  he  concluded 
that  the  noble  Earl  had  taken  his  notion 
from  a  pamphlet  on  the  subject*  respecting 
which  it  had  not  been  untruly,  and  some* 
what  numerously,  remarked,  that  if  tbe 
plan  therein  recommended,  should  be 
carried  into  effect,  it  would  not  be  very 
easy  to  say  what  the  result  would  be,  ex- 
cept that  every  Church  in  England  would 
be  converted  into  a  sort  of  theological 
Noah*s  ark.  If  they  were  to  give  an  op- 
portunity to  every  balf-taught  Christian 
to  go  to  the  house  of  God,  and  there  hear 
in  the  morning  one  set  of  doctrines,  and 
in  the  same  house,  and  from  the  same 
pulpit,  in  the  evening,  hear  those  doc- 
trines called  into  question,  what,  he  would 
ask,  would  be  the  result  to  tbe  cause  of 
true  religion  ?  What  could  result  to  the 
cause  of  true  religion,  but  that  which  they 
must  all  deprecate,  if  tbe  same  half-edu- 
cated people  were  called  upon  to  hear  a 
Trinitarian  preach  in  the  morning»  and  » 
Unitarian  preach  in  the.evening^  or  a 
clergyman  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
the  morning,  and  an  Antipsado  Baptist  in 
the  evening  ?  The  noble  Earl  had  charged 
the  Church  Commissioners  with  not  hav- 
ing gone  far  enough  in  the  work  of  re- 
form. They  had  been  for  some  weeks 
pretty  loudly  censured  with  having  gone 
too  far;  but  be  believed>  upon  examina- 
tion, it  would  be  found  that  tbe 
Commissioners  had  pretty  nearly  agreed 
upon  the  right  measures.  Upon  all 
these  questions,  however*  there  must 
necessarily  be  differences  of  opinion ; 
the  duty,  therefore  of  the  Commissioners 
was,  to  endeavour  not  to  meet  tbe  wishes 
of  all  parties,  but  not  to  give  just  offence 
to  any,  and  so  to  satisfy,  as  far  as  was 
consistent  with  the  justice  of  the  case,  all 
right-minded  and  reasonable  men.  It  was 
not  bis  desire  to  enter  further  into  this 
subject,  but  he  could  not  refrain  from 
laying  before  the  noble  Earl  bis  most  re- 
spectful remonstrance  against  the  course 
of  proceeding  he  had  taken  this  evening. 
It  was  evident  that  the  noble  Earl  had 
maturely  considered  this  subject,  and  had 
come  down  to  the  House,  not  knowing 
that  even  a  single  Prelate  would  be  pre- 
sentj  or,  above  all,  any  one  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners^  and  had  delivered 
himself  at  considerable  length,  and  with 
much  force  on  this  subjesty  when  be  ought 
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at  least  to  have  given  some  intimation  of 
his  intention,  in  order  that  their  Lordships 
might  have  been  better  prepared.  He  did 
not  know  that  it  was  expedient  or  proper 
that  he  should  say  more.  He  trusted  that 
what  he  had  said  would  not  offend  the 
noble  £arl ;  but  when  a  general  reflection 
was  cast  on  the  body,  of  which  he  was  an 
unworthy  member,  he  could  not  help 
recalling  to  the  noble  Earl,  circumstances 
which  might  mitigate  his  censure,  and 
which  he  ought  not  to  have  forgotten. 

Viscount  Melbourne :  My  noble  Friend 
has  acted  with  that  fairness  and  manliness 
which  belongs  to  his  character  in  stating 
his  difference  of  opinion  with  the  prayer 
of  the  petitions  with  which  he  had  been 
charged,  but  which,  notwithstanding, 
those  persons  who  had  signed  them,  had 
most  properly  and  most  wisely  still  placed 
in  and  persevered  in  confiding  to  his  hands. 
In  the  general  principles  .stated  by  my 
noble  Friend,  I  entirely  agree.  I  entirely 
agree  that  there  should  be,  in  every  pa- 
rish in  this  country,  an  edifice  connected 
with  the  national  establishment,  to  which 
every  portion  of  his  Majesty's  subjects 
should  have  free  and  unrestricted  access. 
I  entirely  agree  with  the  principles  laid 
down  upon  this  subject,  and  agree  on  the 
great  importance  of  the  subject  itself.  It 
is  not,  however,  my  intention  to  go  into 
any  details  upon  matters  which  will  be 
hereafter  brought  under  your  Lordships' 
consideration,  nor  to  anticipate  those  ar- 
guments which  will  be  more  completely 
developed  when  the  whole  question  is  re- 
gularly before  you.  But  I  beg  leave,  on 
the  part  of  his  Majesty's  Government,  to 
state  that  it  is  not  their  intention  to  intro- 
duce into  Parliament  any  plan  which 
would  interfere  with  the  revenues  of  the 
Church,  but  one  which,  I  humbly  con- 
ceive, would  secure  them  in  a  much 
better,  in  a  much  more  prudent,  in  a  much 
more  safe  manner,  and  which  would  be 
less  liable  to  insecurity  and  irritation  than 
is  possible  in  the  present  state  of  the  law. 
I  beg  distinctly  to  state,  that,  in  our 
opinion,  the  plan  which  we  have  to  pro- 
pose, will  secure  all  these  objects,  and 
avoid  all  the  inconveniencies  and  all  the 
evils  which  I  believe  it  is  admitted  on  all 
•ides  belong  to  the  present  state  of  the  law, 
and  the  present  mode  of  its  administra- 
tion. With  respect  to  all  those  matters 
which  have  been  introduced  by  my  noble 
Friend,  in  reference  to  the  great  question 
between  the  Church  and  the  Dissenters^ 


and  with  respect  to  the  question  as  to 
who  from  thej  beginning  has  been  in  the 
right,  or  as  to  which  party  may  have  at 
some  former  time  been  intolerant  or  en- 
croaching, this  is  a  very  large  historical 
question,  to  be  traced  through  a  great 
number  of  years,  during  which  time  many 
faults,  1  dare  say,  will  be  found  on  both 
sides ;  many  that  were  unavoidable;  and 
many  arising  out  of  the  peculiar  character 
of  the  times  and  of  individuals ;  but  all  of 
which  it  is  unnecessary  to  go  into  on  the 
present  occasion,  and  of  which  I  shall, 
therefore,  say  nothing  further.  I  also 
feel  myself  relieved  from  the  necessity  of 
saying  anything  in  defence  of  the  Com- 
missioners by  what  has  been  said  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  who  spoke  in  this  debate. 
My  noble  Friend  savs,  we  have  altered 
too  much,  and  alterea  too  little— that  we 
have  made  regulations  that  have  destroyed 
all  principle — that  we  have  broken  in  upon 
the  fabric  of  the  Church ;  and  at  the  same 
time,  that  all  these  alterations  are  useless 
and  inefficient  for  any  good  purpose.  '  If 
we  have  done  this,  we  have  very  much 
failed  to  execute  our  own  purposes.  'My 
own  intention  has  been  entirely  different. 
My  own  intention  has  been  to  form  and  to 
propose  to  this  House  such  alterations  and 
changes  as  should  preserve  the  character 
of  the  Established  Church,  such  as  it  has 
hitherto  been  in  this  country  for  many, 
many  years,  being  a  character  which  I  con- 
sider in  itself  good  and  beneficial— -a  cha- 
racter to  which  this  country  is  accustomed 
and  attached,  and  which,  in  my  opinion, 
ought  not  lightly,  or  on  insufficientgronnds 
to  be  altered.  At  the  same  time,  while 
preserving  that  character,  it  has  been  our 
object  to  propose  such  a  measnre  as  should 
increase  the  efficiency  of  the  Church,  and 
secure  to  it  a  greater  power  of  effecting 
those  ends  for  which  all  religious  estab- 
lishments are  instituted.  I  entirely  agree 
with  what  has  been  said  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  that  we  have  been  attacked  upon 
different  grounds  and  upon  different  siaes. 
On  the  one  side  we  have  been  accused  of 
acting  with  the  recklessness  of  a  Wat 
Tyler  or  a  Jack  Straw ;  while,  on  the  other 
side,  we  have  been  accused  of  acting  with 
a  timidity  and  a  hesitation  that  is  perifectly 
contemptible  and  unsuited  to  the  character 
of  the  times.  On  the  one  side  we  are 
told  by  the  heated  advocates  of  the  Church, 
that  there  prevails  a  lay  and  ministerial 
influence  in  that  commission,  which  en- 
tirely overwhelms  the  right  rev«  Prelatei, 
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and  prevents  them  from  protecting  the 
Chnrch ;  while,  on  the  other  side,  we  are 
toldy  that  we,  the  Ministers,  are  beset 
with  a  certain  number  of  artful  and  rapa- 
cious churchmen,  who  do  with  us  exactly 
what  they  please.  Considering  the  variety 
of  these  accusations,  and  considering  their 
inconsistency  with  one  another,  I  cannot 
help  coming  to  the  very  same  conclusion 
with  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  that  when 
these  propositions  shall  come  fairly  to  be 
considered,  it  will  be  found  that  we  have 
hit  upon  something  like  the  just  medium, 
and  upon  the  whole,  have  proposed  that 
which  is  the  6ttest  to  accomplish  the  great 
objects  for  which  that  commission  was  ap- 
pointed. Into  the  other  matters  stated  by 
my  noble  Friend/  I  do  not  mean  to  enter 
further  on  the  present  occasion;  but  I 
beg  leave  to  assure  my  noble  Friend,  that 
with  regard  to  the  general  principle,  he 
has  laid  down  upon  the  main  subject 
embraced  in  the  petitions,  we  entirely 
concur  with  him,  and  that  it  is  our  object 
to  secure  that  principle,  and  that  in  at- 
taining that  object  we  have  the  most  san- 
guine hope  we  shall  be  found  (o  have  suc- 
ceeded. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  table. 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  February  21,  1837. 

UiKtJf  M.]  PetiUoitf  preaented.  By  Sir  Robkrt  Inslm, 
Lotd  BfAiroK,  ftod  oUier  Hon.  Msmuits,  ftom  Chobham 
tnd  other  plaoH,  Mgataut  Abolition  of  Church  Rafeei.— By 
Mr.  HsMBEBT  CoBTsift.  and  oUier  Hon.  Msmbsrs,  ttam 
Bury  SL  Edmundl,  WaUinfbrd,  and  other  places,  for  the 
AboUtkm  of  Church  Rates.— By  Colonel  Butueh,  Mr.  W. 
RooHK,  Lord  ChMimm,  and  other  Hon.  Mxmbbrs,  tana 
Navan,  Danoughmore,  and  other  places,  for  Municipal 
Corporations  (Irdand)  BilL— By  Mr.  0*CoiirirBLLi  from 
Members  of  Trades  Union.  Dublin,  for  Reform  of  House  of 
Lords,  and  fbr  the  extension  of  Uie  Frandiise;  and  from 
Donoughmore,  Cahcr,  and  other  places,  for  Vote  by  Ballot. 
—By  Mr.  O^Coitnsll,  and  other  Hon.  Mbmbkm,  from 
inrlooB  phwes,  for  Munldpal  Corporations  (Ireland),  Afao- 
Utlon  of  Titties,  and  Vote  by  Ballot ;  and  from  St  Michaells 
and  St.  John's,  Dublin,  for  the  grant  of  Free  Burial 
Oniunds  In  OieTldnity  of  that  City.— By  Sir  E.  Knatch- 
BULL,  from  the  Gimdlanf  of  the  Isle  of  Thanet  Union,  fbr 
PoovLawAet 

Conduct  of  Members.]  Mr.  War^ 
burton  said,  that  two  petitions  had  been 
placed  in  his  hands,  containing  allega- 
tions very  seriously  involving  the  privileges 
of  the  House,  and  detailing  proceedings 
directly  in  contravention  of  the  standing 
orders  of  the  House.  The  circumstances 
described  in  these  petitions  very  materially 
affected  the  condtfct  of  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  so  far  as  those  Mem- 
bers had  entered  Into  connexion  with  a 
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certain  joint-stock  company,  either  now  in 
being  or  about  to  be  established.  Although 
the  circumstances  detailed  in  these  peti- 
tions were  well  deserving  of  a  more 
lengthened  notice,  yet  he  thought  that  be 
should  roost  consult  the  convenience  of 
the  House,  without^  at  the  same  time, 
neglecting  what  was  due  to  public  justice, 
if  he  merely  moved  that  the  petitions  be 
now  read,  and  that  they  be  printed  and 
circulated  with  the  votes ;  because,  when 
these  petitions  should  be  in  the  hands  of 
all  the  Members  of  the  House,  and  espe« 
daily  of  those  Members  whose  names  were 
implicated  in  these  charges,  then  it  would 
be  competent  for  him  to-morrow,  or  the 
following  day,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  very  important  question. 
The  petitions  purported  to  proceed  from 
the  undersigned  occupiers  and  owners  of 
lands  on  the  line  of  the  proposed  railway 
from  Deptford  to  Dover.  The  petitions 
had  only  been  put  into  his  hanas  a  few 
minutes  ago,  so  that  he  had  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  communicating  with  the  hon. 
Members  whose  conduct  was  called  in 
question;  but  he  believed  that  one  of 
those  hon.  Members  had  been  informed 
by  the  agent  of  the  petitioners,  that  these 
petitions  were  to  be  presented  this  evening. 
He  was  anxious  to  conform  to  the  line 
which  had  been  laid  down  for  the  guidance 
of  hon.  Members  on  similar  occasions  to 
the  present,  and  he  would,  therefore, 
merely  move  that  these  petitions  be  now 
read  by  the  clerk  at  the  table.  Proceed- 
ings were  now  in  progress  which  were 
likely  to  affect  seriously  various  individuals, 
and  he  thought,  therefore,  that  no  time 
ought  to  be  lost  in  proceeding  to  investi- 
gate this  matter. 

Sir  Edward  KnatchhuU  said,  that  as 
the  line  in  question  ran  through  the 
county  which  he  had  the  honour  to  repre* 
sent,  he  hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to  say 
a  word  on  the  subject.  Not  that  he  had 
the  slightest  idea  as  to  what  these  peti- 
tions referred ;  he  merely  rose  humbly  to 
submit  to  the  House,  that  the  preferable 
course  would  be  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  to  give  notice  of  his  intention  to 
present  these  petitions  to-morrow,  instead 
of  moving  that  they  be  now  read.  This 
he  felt  would  be  the  fairest  course,  because 
if  these  petitions  were  now  read,  a  strong 
impression  would  be  made  on  the  minds 
of  the  House  and  of  the  public,  which  the 
parties  affected  would  have  no  immediate 
opportunity  of  counteracting. 

2C 
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lary  to  defray  the  expenses  of  their  rescoiu 
The  petitioners  complained,  that  the 
answers  made  by  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to 
their  memorials  on  the  subject,  had  not  held 
out  that  degree  of  encouragement  to  which 
they  thought  themselves  entitled.  He  was 
perfectly  certain,  that  no  pecuniary  consi- 
derations would  prevent  the  House  of 
Commons  from  interfering  to  any  extent 
to  which  it  was  possible  to  interfere  with 
efifect.  He  earnestly  recommended  the 
prayer  of  this  petition  to  the  consideration 
of  the  Government,  who,  he  apprehended, 
were  more  competent  judges  than  the 
House  of  Commons  of  the  advantages  of 
immediate  interference. 

The  Speaker  thought  the  petition  irre* 
gular,  as  asking  for  a  grant  of  money. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  hoped 
that  no  considerations  of  irregularity  would 
prevent  the  House  from  entertaining  the 
petition.  He  was  ready  to  admit,  that  on 
such  a  question,  no  considerations  of 
money  ought  to  stand  in  the  way,  nor  had 
they;  the  question  which  had  presented 
itself  to  the  consideration  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  was,  whether  the  exertions 
of  Government  could  be  usefully  made. 
Government  had  been  anxious  not  to 
establish  a  precedent  that  parties  who 
might  go  long  and  dangerous  voyages, 
without  taking  proper  precautions,  would 
be  entitled,  upon  their  meeting  with  diflS- 
culties,  to  the  interposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  their  behalf.  If  the  case  were 
made  out,  he  was  ready  to  admit  the 
charge  was  a  most  serious  one ;  but  if  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  move  for  all  the 
papers  connected  with  the  subject,  he 
would  be  ready  to  go  into  the  whole  ques- 
tion. The  documents  on  the  subject 
would  show  that  Government  had  acted 
with  the  soundest  discretion. 

Sir  Robert  Peel,  after  the  opinion  given 
by  the  Speaker,  would  not  press  the  peti- 
tion. 

Petition  withdrawn. 

Bank  of  Ireland.]  Mr  0*ConneIl 
said,  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  Ireland 
expired  next  month,  and  no  proceedings 
had  hitherto  been  taken  with  respect  to 
its  renewal.  He  had,  therefore,  been  in- 
structed by  his  constituents  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
Davis'  Straits,  and  praying  the  House  |  qner,  whether  it  was  his  intention  to 
would  take  into  consideration  the  case  of  bring  forward  any  measure  relating  to  the 


Mr.  Finn  was  decidedly  of  opinion  that 
any  petitions  or  allegations  anecting  the 
character  or  conduct  of  Members  of  that 
House  ought  not  to  be  laid  before  the 
House  ivitbout  an  opportunity  being 
afforded  to  the  hon.  Members  concerned 
of  making  their  defence  at  the  same  time, 
in  order  that  the  bane  and  the  antidote 
might  circulate  together. 

Mr.  William  Buncombe  considered,  that 
the  hon.  Members  whose  conduct  had 
been  called  in  question  ought  to  have  had 
notice  of  the  presentation  of  these  peti- 
tions, in  order  that  they  might  have  at- 
tended in  their  places,  and  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  vindicating  their  conduct.  He 
was,  therefore,  inclined  to  suggest  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  defer  the  presentation 
until  to-  morrow  or  the  day  after. 

Mr.  Wakley  thought,  that  if  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  were  desirous  of  dis- 
charging their  duty  to  the  public  faithfully 
and  independently,  they  would  pursue  the 
same  course  with  respect  to  themselves 
that  they  were  in  the  habit  of  pursuing 
with  respect  to  the  public.  If  the  parties 
whose  conduct  was  impugned  had  not 
enjoyed  seats  in  that  House,  no  scruple 
would  have  been  felt  in  bringing  forward 
mny  allegations  afiPecting  their  characters  ; 
and  why,  then,  he  wished  to  know,  should 
they  act  with  this  extraordinary  delicacy 
in  the  case  of  certain  Members  of  their 
own  body  ?  If  they  were  not  guilty,  they 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  refuting 
these  charges  and  establishing  their  inno- 
cence ;  but,  unless  the  petition  were  read, 
printed,  and  circulated  previous  to  the 
discussion  on  the  subject,  the  House 
would  be  wholly  unprepared  for  that  dis- 
cussion. 

Petition  withdrawn. 

MissiKG  Whale  Ships.]  Sir  Robert 
Peel  held  in  his  hand  a  petition,  the  pre- 
sentation of  which,  owing  to  the  peculiar 
nature  of  the  statement  contained  in  it, 
he  did  not  feel  it  right  to  defer;  and 
although  the  rule  of  the  House  prevented 
discussion  on  petitions  in  ordinary  cases, 
he  was  sure  that  the  House,  in  the  present 
instancci  would  permit  him  to  lay  the 
subject  before  them.  The  petition  was 
from  Dundee,  and  related  to  the  case  of 
six  vessels  at  present  beset  in  the  ice  in 


the  crews  of  these  vessels,  and  that  they 
would  grant  such  sums  as  might  be  neces- 


Bank  of  Ireland  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
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other  Irwh  Members,  who  thought  with  him  • 
had  been  taken  by  surprise  by  the  noble 
Lord  haying  provoked  a  discussion  on  the 
first  introduction  of  the  Bill,  and  that 
they  had  thereby  been  prevented  from  get- 
ting over  from  Ireland  the  information 
they  wished  to  procure,  in  suflBcient  time 
to  make  use  of  it  satisfactorily  on  that 
occasion,  said,  that  he  had  then  brought 
charges  against  the  Lord -Lieutenant^ 
which  charges  he  would  now  repeat-^and 
of  which  no  one  single  fact  had  ftince  been 
successfully  impugned.  Which  of  those 
charges  had  the  noble  Lord  attempted  to 
refuted  Had  the  noble  Lord  affected  to 
deny  the  grave  and  solemn  charge  that 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  had 
selected  for  promotion  to  an  elevated  sta- 
tion, a  gentleman  who  was  a  member  of 
the  National  Association  ?  That  circum- 
stance comprised  the  first  charge  against 
the  Lord-Lieutenant,  and  the  noble  Lord 
had  admitted  the  fact  to  be  true.  Had  it 
been  denied  that  Mr.  Cassidy  had  been 
appointed  a  magistrate  of  the  Queen's 
county  after  having  resisted  the  payment 
of  his  rates  ?  He  was  prepared  to  make 
good  that  assertion,  ana  would  call  upon 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  the 
Queen's  county,  to  come  forward  and 
move  for  copies  of  the  correspondence 
between  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Irelandi 
and  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  the  county  in 
question,  as  a  proof  of  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Cassidy  was  not  considered  a  fit  person  - 
for  a  magisterial  appointment  by  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  his  county.  Another 
charge  which  he  had  brought  a|fatnst  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Irish  Qb" 
vernment  was,  that  in  the  exercise  of  the 
Royal  prerogative  of  mercy,  that  noble 
Lord  had  made  a  wholesale  delivery 
of  the  prisoners  confined  in  the  different 
gaols  in  that  country.  Had  that  charge 
been  disproved  ?  He  had  been  furnished 
with  returns,  in  connexion  with  that  sub- 
ject, from  three  counties  in  Ireland,  which 
fully  justified  him  in  making  the  charges 
he  had  brought  forward.  The  noble  Lord 
had  last  night  contented  himself  with 
selecting  a  particular  case,  in  order  to 
show  that  the  prerogative  of  mercy  had 
been  exercised  in  a  proper  manner ;  but 
did  that  amount  either  to  a  vindication 
or  denial  of  the  fact,  that  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant  had  acted  in  these  matters,  without 
consulting  the  Attorney-Qeneral,  and  the 
other  legal  functionaries  to  whom  it  was 
usual  in  such  cases  to  make  application  ? 
2C2 


the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  aware 
that  a  Committee  had  been  appointed  a 
few  days  ago,  to  inquire  into  the  nature 
and  operation  of  the  Joint-stock  Bank- 
ing Companies,  and  as  that  inquiry  was 
extended  to  Ireland,  he  was  not  disposed 
to  take  any  step  until  they  fairly  ascer- 
tained upon  what  principle  those  Joint- 
stock  Banks  were  conducted,  especially 
as  the  principal  portion  of  the  busmess  in 
Ireland  was  divided  between  the  Bank  of 
Ireland  and  the  Joint-stock  Banks.  The 
decision  to  which  the  Government  would 
come  respecting  the  renewal  of  the  Bank 
of  Ireland  charter,  would,  iu  a  great  mea- 
sure, depend  upon  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  before  the  Committee. 

MuKiciPAL  Corporations  (Ire- 
iand)  Committee.— Adjourned  De- 
bate.] The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations (Ireland)  Bill  having  been  read, 

Mr,  Sergeant  Jackson  proceeded  to  ob- 
serve, that  be  should  have  been  glad  to 
have  been  spared  the  necessity  of  again 
intruding  upon  the  patience  of  the  House, 
at  he  had  on  a  former  occasion  partaken 
largely  of  its  indulgence ;  but  he  trusted 
the  House  would  be  of  opinion  that  the 
allusions  which  had  last  night  been  made 
to  him',  in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
on  the  opposite  benches  (Morpeth)  had 
rendered  it  imperative  upon  him  to  present 
himself  to  its  notice,  in  order  that  he 
might  justify  the  statements  he  had  made 
when  he  last  addressed  them,  and  vindi- 
cate the  conduct  of  those  with  whom  he 
had  had  the  honour  to  act.  He  had  not  vo- 
luntarily put  himself  forward  in  a  former 
debate^  but  b^  had  risen  on  account  of 
observations  which  fell  from  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Home  Secretary,  on  that  occa- 
sion,  in  order  to  justify  the  resolutions, 
and  more  especially  the  I3ih  resolution, 
which  had  been  passed  at  the  Protestant 
meeting  in  Dublin.  The  noble  Lord  had 
himself  thrown  down  the  gauntlet,  and 
stated,  that  he  was  prepared  to  defend  the 
conduct  of  the  Irish  Government,  which 
was  impugned,  thus  identifying  himself 
with  the  acts  of  that  Government.  He, 
therefore,  having  taken  an  active  part  in 
the  proceedings  of  the  Protestant  meeting 
in  question,  had  thought  It  his  duty  to 
come  forward  in  justification  of  those  pro«. 
ceedings,  with  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
been  pleased  to  findfkult.  The  learned  Ser- 
geant, after  complaining  that  he  and  the 
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He  had  stated  the  case  of  a  person  of  the 
name  of  Macnamara  having  seized  a  voter 
and  imprisoned  him  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  him  from  voting  during  an 
election.  The  Lord-Lieutenant  had  re- 
lieved Macnamara  from  imprisonment  for 
that  offence.  That  charge  had  not  only 
notbeen  denied,  but  had  not  even  been  ad- 
verted to  in  the  remotest  manner.  Had  the 
noble  Lord  then  succeeded  in  overthrowing 
any  one  of  those  charges,  which,  on  a  former 
occasion,  he  had  brought  forward  agains 
the  Lord-Lieu  ten  ant  ?  The  noble  Lord  had, 
last  night,  made  a  most  able,  ingenious, 
and  efficient  speech — a  speech  which  ob- 
tained great  applause,  and  yet  no  more 
than  it  aeserved ;  but  it  contained  no  an- 
swer to  the  accusations  and  charges 
he  had  brought  forward  against  the  Irish 
Government,  although  one  of  the  best 
speeches  he  had  ever  heard  in  support  of 
the  cause  which  the  noble  Lord  advocated. 
In  six  counties  in  Ireland,  which  he  was 
prepared  to  name,  no  fewer  than  145  in- 
dividuals had  been  discharged  from 
gaol  who  were  under  sentence  of  im- 
prisonment for  every  sort  of  crime. 
DMt  all  that  the  noble  Lord  could  say  in 
reply  to  that  statement  was,  that  those  in- 
dividuals had  been  liberated  upon  the  re- 
commendation of  the  governors  of  the 
gaols,  whom  he  was  in  the  habit  of  hear- 
ing termed  gaolers.  The  noble  Lord,  in 
his  speech  of  last  night,  had  gone  through 
sieveral  of  the  cases  which  had  been 
mentioned,  and  said  he  "  would  strip 
them  of  the  colouring,"  given  to  them. 
Now,  before  he  sat  down,  he  would  give 
the  noble  Lord  an  opportunity  of  examin- 
ing those  cases  more  minutely.  The 
noble  Lord  had  last  night  come  down  to 
the  House  without  his  papers,  and  in 
that  respect  certainly  might  have  laboured 
under  some  little  disadvantage;  but  the 
noble  Lord  had  also  had  a  fortnight  to 
investigate  the  cases  he  had  drawn  his 
attention  to  when  he  last  addressed  the 
House  upon  this  question,  and  he  could 
not  now  plead  that  he  was  not  prepared 
to  meet  the  charges  they  contained. 
Now,  with  regard  to  those  cases,  the 
noble  Lord  had  last  night  selected  that 
of  an  individual  named  Maguire,  who  was 
liberated  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant  when  he 
inspected  the  gaol  at  Cavan,  and  who  had 
been  sentenced  to  transportation,  as  the 
noble  Lord  himself  admitted.  He  was 
not,before  the  noble  Lord's  own  admission, 
aware  of  that  fact.      In  this  case  the 


Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  made  an  appli-' 
cation  to  Baron  Pennefather,  the  ex« 
perienced  and  considerate  Judge  before 
whom  the  prisoner  was  tried;  but  that 
learned  Judge,  a  merciful  one  as  he  noto. 
riously  was,  did  not  consider  him  worthy 
of  the  exercise  of  the  royal  prerogative  in 
his  favour.  Notwithstanding  this,  how- 
ever, the  sentence  of  transportation  was 
commuted,  and  soon  afterwards  he  was 
relieved  from  imprisonment  altogether. 
But  what  was  the  answer  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  to  this  charge  ?  Why,  that 
all  the  magistrates  of  the  county  concurred 
in  recommending  his  discharge  from 
prison,  ^*  as  he  had  only  fired  the  shot,'' 
which  he  was  found  guilty  of  firing  "  out 
of  bravado,  and  was  too  far  off  to  do  any 
harm."  Now,  here  was  the  verdict  of  a 
jury  wholly  superseded,  and  of  a  jury 
which  bad  decided  as  to  the  felonious 
character  of  the  firing — who  had  declared 
it  to  be  a  firing  with  a  malicious  intent. 
Here  was  a  case  where  the  Judge  who 
tried  the  prisoner,  and  who,  if  he  had 
chosen,  might  himself  have  corrected  the 
verdict — had  assured  Lord  Mulgrave 
that  it  was  not  a  proper  one  for  the 
exercise  of  mercy.  But  it  was  all  an  idle 
story — and  here,  let  him  observe,  that  he 
meant  nothing  personally  offensive  to  the 
noble  Lord ;  it  was  neither  his  habit  nor 
his  disposition  to  do  so ;  and  he  appealed 
to  the  House  whether  he  had  too  person- 
ally reflected  upon  a  single  human  being. 
He  had,  however,  been  accused  in  one 
quarter  of  having  maligned  and  slandered 
Mr.  Pigot  and  Mr.  Tigbe.  He  had  been 
accused  of  speaking  of  a  "  person"  of  the 
name  of  Tighe,  whereas  he  had  spoken  of 
a  "  gentleman  "  of  that  name.  But  the 
newspapers  which  advocated  the  princi* 
pies  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  some- 
times found  it  convenient  to  make 
misrepresentations.  He  could  not  have 
slandered  Mr.  Tighe,  for  he  was  a  gentle- 
man of  whom  he  had  no  personal  know- 
ledge whatever.  He  had  been  accused 
also  of  speaking  with  disrespect  of  Lady 
Mulgrave.  But  what  had  he  done  ?  It 
had  been  impossible  for  him  to  refer  to 
the  circumstances  of  a  case  in  London- 
derry, wherein  the  prerogative  of  mercy 
had  been  exercised,  without  at  the  same 
time  referring  to  the  letter  of  Lady  Mul« 
grave  to  the  wife  of  the  prisoner,  who  wag 
on  that  occasion  liberated.  He  would 
not,  however,  hesitate  in  saying  that  ia 
writing  that  letter  he  was  sure  Ls^dy  MuU 
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grave  was  actuated  by  the  inost  humane 
and  the  kindest  feelings.  It  was  very 
convenient  for  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  when  stubborn 
facts  could  not  be  rebutted,  to  get  up 
something  which  appealed  to  public 
feeling.  But  let  him  return  to  the  case  of 
Maguire.  Had  the. noble  Lord  opposite 
attempted  to  say,  that  the  sentence  of 
transportation  had  been  got  rid  of  by  the 
reference  to  the  learned  Judge  who  tried 
him  ?  It  was  said  that  the  gaolers  would 
not  be  answerable  for  his  living  unless  he 
were  set  free.  But  why  had  there  been  no 
reference  to  the  medical  visitors  of  the  gaol  ? 
Instead  of  that,  all  they  had  was  the  testi- 
mony of  the  gaoler,  the  under-gaoler,  and 
the  inspector.  That  was  no  answer  to  the 
charge.  The  main  body  of  thq^  charge 
was,  that  the  Lord-Lieutenant  ought  not 
to  have  interfered  in  the  matter  without 
reference  to  the  tribunal  before  whom  the 
prisoner  was  tried.  The  hon.  Member  for 
belfast  had  last  night  brought  forward  the 
case  of  an  individual  of  the  name  of 
Macgrath.  What  was  the  reply  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  that  case?  The  noble 
Lord  said  he  was  recommended  to  pardon 
by  the  jury.  Was  there  a  particle  of  jus- 
tice or  justification  in  it?  Did  it  not 
show  the  heedless  and  careless  manner  in 
which  Lord  Mulgrave  exercised  that  deli- 
cate and  important  office  of  the  Crown, 
the  prerogative  of  mercy?  It  was  the 
bounden  duty  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant  in 
this  case,  as  it  was  in  every  other,  to  as- 
certain before  what  Judge  the  individual 
had  been  tried.  It  was  no  answer  to  say 
he  did  not  know,  when,  upon  making 
proper  inquiry,  he  could  not  have  failed 
to  learn.  He  recollected  that  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Home  Secretary,  had  made  a 
similar  excuse  with  regard  to  a  case  which 
occurred  in  Londonderry,  wherein  both 
Catholics  and  Protestants  were  concerned, 
and  where  the  former  had  been  sentenced 
to  a  shorter  imprisonment  than  the  latter. 
In  that  case  the  noble  Lord  stated,  that 
what  was  done  was  the  result  of  the  re- 
commendation of  the  jury;  but  he  had 
been  given  to  understand  that  some  of  the 
jury  had  disavowed  having  put  their  names 
to  that  recommendation.  But,  supposing 
that  document  to  be  quite  perfect,  he  did 
not  know  how  the  use  of  it  by  the  noble 
Lord  was  any  answer  to  the  statement 
which  he  had  brought  forward.  Was  the 
noble  Lord  so  ignorant  of  the  state  of 
Ireland  aa   to  think   the  recommenda. 


tion  of  a  jury,  under  such  circumstan* 
ces,  was  a  sufficient  and  legitimate 
ground  on  which  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  was  justified  in  dispensing  with 
the  ordinary  course  of  the  law  ?  But 
though  there  was  a  possibility  that  a  juror 
acting  in  the  jury-box  might,  under  the 
obligation  of  an  oath,  set  aside  all  intimi- 
dation, and  give  a  verdict  that  was  above 
all  imputation  and  suspicion,  the  case  wai 
quite  different  with  respect  to  any  recom- 
mendation signed  by  a  jury  after  they  had 
acquitted  themselves  of  the  obligation  of 
their  oath.  It  was  quite  a  different  thing 
when  the  friends  of  the  party  convicted, 
came  to  the  juror  at  his  own  home,  and 
asked  him  to  sign  a  document  of  this  na- 
ture. The  customary  address  on  occasions 
of  this  nature  was.  '*  Sure,  Sir,  the  poor 
fellow  never  did  you  any  harm,  and  surely 
you  won't  object  to  sign  this  recommen- 
dation for  him.''  Now  he  had  no  hesita- 
tion to  say,  that  any  juror  who  in  Ireland 
refused  to  concur  in  a  representation  of 
this  kind,  when  applied  to,  would  not 
only  make  such  refusal  at  the  risk  of  his 
own  life,  but  would  jeopardize  and  risk 
the  safety  of  his  family.  He  repeated  what 
he  had  said,  and  begged  to  tell  the  noble 
Lordy  that  there  were  many  parts  of  Ire- 
land where  it  would  be  unsafe,  and  dan- 
gerous to  make  such  a  refusal.  He  ap- 
pealed to  Gentlemen  who  were  personally 
connected  with  Ireland  to  bear  him  out  in 
what  he  had  said.  It  was  his  opinion  that 
Lord  Mulgrave  would  have  produced 
much  more  good  to  the  peace  of  the  coun- 
try, and  to  have  dispensed  the  laws  with 
much  more  advantage,  if  he  had  not  at- 
tended to  a  recommendation  proceeding 
under  such  circumstances  from  a  jury  who, 
after  a  full  investigation  of  the  case  upon 
oath,  had  found  a  verdict  of  guilty.  The 
noble  Lord  had  referred  to  another  case 
brought  forward  by  him,  namely,  the  case 
of  Carter.  Now  he  had  never  brought 
forward  the  case  of  Carter  as  coming  under 
either  of  those  heads  under  which  he  had 
classified  the  charges  he  had  felt  himself 
bound  to  make  against  the  present  Go- 
vernment. Those  were,  first,  the  abuse 
of  the  prerogative  of  mercy ;  and,  se- 
condly, the  improper  dispensation  of  the 
patronage  of  the  Crown.  He  had  men- 
tioned the  case  of  Carter  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  illustrating  the  impolicy  of  the 
directions  issued  by  the  late  Attorney- 
General  with  respect  to  giving  up  the 
right  of  the  Crown  to  set  aside  jurors  io 
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€tnt  of  trtalc  for  mttrdM*.  The  noblo  Lord 
had  on  ihid  lubjeot  produced  a  letteri 
wriitonby  Mr.  Tiektllf  a  gentleman,  ha 
readily  admitted,  of  the  utndost  relpecta*' 
biltty.  .  Mr.  Tickell  wai  the  proftecuting 
coUBBel  in  thie  case ;  and  in  his  letter  he 
•tated  two  or  three  grounds  oil  which  ha 
rested  for  the  impeachment  of  the  acou* 
racy  of  the  atatement^  he  (Mr.  Sergeant 
Jackson)  had  previously  made  in  the 
House.  In  the  first  place,  Mr.  Tickelli 
frotn  heting  read  some  incorrect  report  of 
%rhat  he  had  satd«  had  incorrectly  attri* 
buted  to  him  thai  he  had  stated  that  on 
One  of  the  trials  a  person  had  been  put 
upon  the  jury  who  was  suspected  of 
having  been  concerned  in  the  murder  for 
which  the  prisoner  was  tried*  Now  he 
had  not  said  any  such  thing.  What  hs 
had  said  was,  that  a  party  who  had  been 
assisting  the  prisoner  in  challenging  the 
jury  Waa  transferred  into  the  jury-box, 
and  that  no  attempt  was  made  to  set  him 
aside  either  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Gale  or 
Mr.  Tickell.  He  had  before  him  at  pre- 
aent,  a  report  of  what  took  place  at  the 
trial,  and  every  fact  that  he  bad  alleged 
with  respect  to  this  case  he  would  be  able 
te  prove  before  a  Select  Committee.  He 
therefore  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
iiot  shrink  from  this  inquiry,  or  refuse  to 
grant  the  Committee,  and  enable  him  (Mr. 
Jackson)  to  prove  those  facts  that  he  had 
alleged.  In  the  report  of  this  trial  to 
which  he  referred,  it  was  distinctly  stated, 
and  he  was  instructed  that  the  fact  could 
beAilly  proved,  that  a  person  who  was 
assisting  the  prisoners  in  their  challenges 
was  afterwards  transferred  into  the  jury- 
box,  and  was  one  of  the  parties  who,  as 
jurors,  tried  the  prisonera«  He  would  not 
aay  that  Mr.  Tickell  or  Mr.  Gale  must 
have  seen  this  individual  so  assisting  these 
prieonera,  but  when  an  objeetion  was  sub* 
aequently  taken  to  his  l>eing  placed  upon 
the  jury,  Mr.  Tickell  referred  to  the  iUi. 
atructions  which  be  had  received  from  the 
Attorney-Oeneral,  and  refused  to  set  him 
aalde.  NoW|  after  the  swearing  in  of 
this  man  upon  the  Jury,  could  there  be  a 
doubt  what  would  be  their  decision  ?  There 
was  no  verdict.  He  had  stated  that  on 
the  second  trial  a  person  convicted  of  a 
violation  of  the  law  was  sworn  on  the  jury, 
aud,  as  might  have  been  anticipated,  there 
was  no  fei^ict.  The  noble  Lord  in  re- 
ftrving  to  that  part  of  his  atatementj  had 
fbund  fault  with  his  having  used  the  do- 
aig&atlon  convicti  as  meaning  that  he  was 


a  person  guilty  of  an  offence  eimilar  to 
that  for  which  the  prisoners  Were  tried. 
Now  what  he  stated  was,  that  a  peraon 
was  on  the  jury  who  had  been  convicted 
not  of  a  similar  offence,  but  of  an  offeaco 
of  a  similar  class*  Why,  did  any  man 
mean  to  deny  that  it  was  not  a  similar 
class  of  offence  to  be  convicted  of  a  riot  at 
which  a  manslaughter  had  taken  place? 
This  man  was  convicted  of  having  been  con* 
oerned  in  a  riot  at  the  fair  of  Rathdowneyi 
at  which  a  man  was  beaten  to  death.  He 
had  never  meant  to  say  that  this  man  was 
convicted  of  murderi  nor  even  of  man- 
slaughter, but  what  he  had  stated  was 
what  he  now  repeated,  that  he  had  been 
convicted  of  an  offence  against  the  peaoe 
and  law  of  the  land,  and  that  be  was  ua* 
fit  to  serve  upon  a  jury.  It  was  not  a 
question  of  the  amount  of  the  charge  upon 
which  this  man  had  been  convicted.  It 
was  enough  that  he  had  been  convicted  of 
an  offence  against  the  peace  and  law  of 
the  laivs} ;  and  when  the  counsel  for  the 
Crown  were  asked  to  set  this  man  aaide, 
they  refused  to  do  so.  Indeed,  so  remark* 
able  was  this  circumstance,  that  the 
learned  Judge  before  whom  the  trial  took 
place  in  charging  the  jury,  adverted  to 
the  circumstance  of  the  Grown  not  having 
exercised  its  privilege  to  set  aside  jurors, 
whilst  the  prisoners  had  liberally  exerciaed 
their  right  to  challeDge,  and  he  expreaaed 
a  hope  that  a  jury,  in  whom  so  much  coQ* 
fidence  had  been  placed,  would  disvhaige 
their  duty  to  the  satisfaction  of  lUt 
parties.  Now,  he  would  ask  any  roan 
of  common  sense  what  was  the  plain 
and  natural  consequences  of  the  Crown 
waiving  its  prerogative  to  set  aside 
jurors,  whilst  the  prisoners  exercised  an 
unlimited  right  to  challenge  as  many  as 
they  pleased  ?  Why  the  practkial  result 
of  such  a  system  would  be  (and  he  defied 
the  noble  Lord  to  show  it  could  be  otheN 
wise)  that  persons  in  Ireland  ohargfed  with 
capital  offences  would  have  it  completely 
in  their  power  to  pack  the  juries  by  whofti 
they  were  to  be  tried.  The  bon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  amoogat 
many  other  statements  equally  well 
founded,  had  charged  htm  with  being  an 
advocate  for  packing  of  juries*  Now  there 
never  was  a  human  being  in  eaiatence  leaa 
capable  of  deserving  such  an  impotatio& 
than  he  was.  He  believed  the  bon.  and 
learned  Member  had  called  this  aurTetider 
of  the  important  privilege  of  the  Crown 
by  the  mild  term  of  an  innovetiont    Ha 
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was  opposed  to  ail  packtog  of  juries,  and 
il  was  because  this   inDOvation  enabled 
those  charged  with  capital  offences  to  pack 
juries  that  he  opposea  it,  and  would  totis 
viribm  always  continue  to  oppose  a  system 
pregnant  with  such  evident  and  practical 
evil*     Why,  under  this  system  it  would  be 
much  better  for  a  man  to  be  charged  with 
.murder  than  go  to  trial  for  the  stealing  of 
a  pocket  handkerchief.     In    the   former 
case    he  would  have  the   advantage    of 
choosing  his  own  jury,  which  in  the  latter 
case  would   be   denied    him.    They   all 
knew  that  if  one  black  sheep  got  into  the 
jury  box  there  would  be  little  chance  that 
the  course  of  justice  would  not  be  impeded 
•^if  one  jury  man  was  determined  that 
lh«:e  should  be  no  verdict  it  was  no  matter 
how  the  other  eleven  might  be  disposed 
to  act.  Now  he  considered  that  in  Carter's 
case  JQStice  had  been  shamefully  frustrated 
by  the  course  that  had  been  pursued.  He 
would  now  take  the  liberty  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  another  case  in 
addition  to  those  he  had  already  brought 
forward,  as  illustrating   the  wisdom   by 
which  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  conduct  had 
been  distinguished  in  the  course  of  his 
visits  to  the  difierent  gaols  in  Ireland.  He 
was  not  at  present  able  to  state  fully  all  the 
particulars  of  the  case,   but  he  bad   no 
doubt  that  a  return  of  the  names  and  cases 
of  all  persons  who  had  been  the  objects  of 
the    viceregal   clemency    which   he   had 
moved  for  a  few  evenings  ago  would  fully 
bear  him  out  in   the  statement  which  he 
had  to  make  in  respect  to  the  case  which 
he  would  now  mention.    A  person  in  the 
employment  of  a  maltster,  in  the  north  of 
Ireland,  was  convicted  under  the  7th  and 
8th  of  Geo.  4.,  cap.  62,  sec.  46.      He 
was  convicted  of  no  trivial  offence,  namely, 
that  of  having  maliciously  malted  corn 
with  the  view  of  subjecting  innocent  parties 
to  the  penalties  provided  by  the  law.  Now, 
the  section  of  the  Act  under  which  this 
VMa  was  convicted  specially  provided  that 
any  person  convicted  under  this  Act  should 
suffer  an  imprisonment  of  not  less  than 
three  nor  more  than  twelve  months  from 
the  date  of  his  commitment,  and  such 
person  for  the  whole  time  should  be  sub- 
jected   to   hard   labour;    and    the    Act 
■pecially  provided  that  under  no  pretence, 
or  under  no  authority  or  order,  such  person 
should  be  released  from  his  imprisonment 
until  he  had  completed  the  full  period  of 
his  sentence.  But  what  did  his  Excellency 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  do  on  his 


visit  to  the  prison  where  this  man  was  con^ 
fined  ?  He  ordered  his  discharge  before  tb^ 
term  of  his  sentence  was  completed,  Tbi 
was  done  in  direct  contravention  of  the 
provisions  of  thisActof  Parliament,  and  if 
Lord  Mulgrave  had  been  in  ignorance 
of  the  existence  of  this  Act  that  was  no 
justification,  for  if  he  had  taken  the  trouble 
to  refer  to  the  tribunal  before  whom  this 
individual  had  been  tried,  they  would  have 
informed  him  that  such  a  statute  was  in 
existence  and  they  would  have  advised  him 
that  he  ought  not  to  interfere  with  its 
enactments.  He  would  now  refer  to  a 
case  of  a  different  description,  and  under 
another  head.  It  was  a  case  of  the  improper 
exercise  of  the  patronage  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Amongst  the  late  appointments 
to  the  situation  of  stipendiary  magistrates 
in  Ireland  he  saw  the  name  of  Lawrence 
Cruise  Smith ;  and,  with  respect  to  the 
appointment  of  this  individual,  he  would 
trouble  the  House  by  reading  a  letter 
which  he  had  received.  This  gentleman 
so  appointed  was  a  Member  of  the 
National  Association  of  Ireland ;  but 
before  proceeding  further  he  would  read 
the  following  letter  : — 

'1  take  the  liberty  of  mentioning,  for  your 
informatioD,  a  circum$tance  relating  to  Mr 
Laurence  Cruise  Smithy  of  Snugborough^  in  this 
neighbourhood,  whose  name  you  may  see 
gazetted  as  one  out  of  nine  stipendiary  magis* 
trates  just  appointed  (in  the  Evening  Packet  o 
the  9th  instant.)  This  gentleman  (a  justice  o 
the  peace)  was  sitting  at  the  petty  sessions  in 
this  town  aboQi  a  year  since  when  an  individual 
(^Patrick  Cruise,  a  painter  in  the  village) 
accosted  him,  and  demanded  from  him  payment 
as  an  electioneering  agent  for  Meath  at  the  con- 
test in  1831,  Mr.  Smith  being  as  he  alleged,  one 
of  the  committee  for  Mr.  H.  Grattan  the  then 
rejected  candidate.  After  some  altercation. 
Cruise  concluded  by  telling  him  in  the  face  of  the 
Court  that  be  was  a  pretty  person  to  sit  on  the 
bench  of  magistrates,  having,  at  the  time  of 
the  aforesaid  contest,  endeavoured  to  engage 
him  (Cruise)  to  bum  the  flagyard  of  Mr. 
Richard  Sheil,  at  DoUardstown,  because  he 
refused  to  vote  for  Mr.  H.  Orattan,  in  oppo- 
sition to  his  landlord,  Sir  M.  Somerrille. 
And  this  statement  Cruise  at  tlie  time  declared 
himself  ready  to  verify  on  oath.  Mr,  Smith's 
only  reply  to  this  grave  charge  was,  that  if  he 
wanted  to  do  so  it  was  not  likely  he  would 
apply  to  such  a  blackguard.  Sir  William 
Soroerville,  who  was  on  the  bench  at  the  time, 
told  Mr.  Smith  publicly  that  he  was  bound  to 
exonerate  himself  from  so  foul  a  charge 
by  prosecuting  the  author  of  it.  Within  a 
day  or  two  after,  at  the  meeting  of  the  tompike 
board,  at  Primatestown,  it  was  alluded  to  as 
a  laughing  matter  by  Mr.  L.  C.  Sroitb|  in  tha 
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presence  of  Lord  Killeen,  Sir  W.  Somenrille, 
aod  several  magistrates ;  amongst  otliers 
Henry  Smith,  of  Annsbrook,  ^hen  be  was 
openly  told,  that  it  was  too  serious  a  charge  to 
make  a  joke  of,  and  that,  in  the  opinion  of  his 
brother  magistrates,  he  was  called  upon  to 
take  steps  to  clear  himself  of  the  imputation. 
From  that  day  to  this  he  has  never  done  so — 
whether  by  demanding  an  investigation,  or  by 
prosecuting  the  individual  for  the  slander.  And 
now  he  is  elevated  to  the  post  of  stipendiary 
magistrate.  I  have  been  informed  by  a  Serjeant 
of  police  very  lately  that  Cruise  detailed  the 
whole  transaction  to  him  as  he  alleged  it  oc^ 
curred,  and  that  his  statement  fully  bore  out 
the  charge  as  far  as  it  went''. 

Now,  here  was  at:ase  in  which,  in  the  first 
place,  an  individual  was  selected  to  fill 
the  office  of  stipendiary  magistrate  who 
had  filled  the  chair  at  meetings  of  the 
General    Association    of    Ireland.       The 
DobleLord  had  said  that  no  person  had  yet 
gone  the  length  of  saying  that  that  As- 
sociation was  illegal.     Now,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for   Dublin  (Mr.  West) 
and  himself  had  gone  the  full  length  of 
declaring  that  to   be  an  illegal  Associa- 
tion.     He  had  been  in  communication 
with  persons  in   this  country   upon   the 
subject,  and  he  found  that  the  opinion  of 
some  of  the  most  eminent  legal  authori- 
ties was  that  this  was  an  illegal  Associa- 
tion,    [t  was  illegal  as  to  its  objects,  and 
illegal  as  to  the  means  by  which  it  sought 
to  accomplish  those  objects.     He  had  no 
hesitation   in  saying  that  he  considered 
it  a  conspiracy  for  defeating  the  laws  of 
the  land,  and  interfering  with  the  subject. 
He  asked  what  justification  could  there  be 
of  the  conduct  of  the  executive  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  in  selecting  for  a  seat  on 
the  magisterial  bench  for  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law  a  person  who  had  presided 
at  the  meetings  of  such  a  body  as  this  ? 
When  the  Constabulary  Bill   was  brought 
forward  the  Government  had  stated  that 
they  would  exclude  all  individuals  who 
belonged  to  any  illegal  associations,  and 
a  clause  was  specially  introduced  to  pro* 
hibit  any  persons  members  of  the  Orange 
Society   from    holding   the    situation    of 
police  constables.      He  considered  that 
in  thus  appointing  individuals  who  had 
been  conspicuous  as  partisans,  the  Govern- 
ment had  broken  faith  with  the  House 
and  with  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  and 
had  been  guilty  of  a  violation  of  their 
duties  as  his  Majesty's  Government.     If 
the  facts  stated  in  the  letter  which  be  had 


read  were  well  founded,  and  he  had  every 
reason  to  place  the  fullest  confidence  in 
the  authority  on  which  he  stated  them,  he 
would  ask,  could  there  be  a  more  impro- 
per appointment  than  that  of  Mr.  Smith  ? 
The  next  case  to  which  he  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  was  remarkably 
illustrative  of  the  mode  in  which  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  had  exercised  the  pre- 
rogative of  mercy  during  his  visit  to  the 
country  of  Leitrim.  On  this  subject  he 
would  now  read  the  letter  of  a  profes* 
sional  gentleman  of  respectability,  and 
who  had  given  him  permission  to  make 
any  use  of  his  letter  that  he  thought  ne- 
cessary:— 

"  I  am  enabled  to  give  you  some  informa- 
tion of  Lord  Mulgrave's  doings  in  his  recent 
tour  of  general  gaol    delivery    through  the 
county  of  Leitrim.     Tliere  were  upwards  of 
twenty  persons,  charged  with  various  offences, 
enlarged  by  Lord  Malgrave,  in  person,  from 
the  gaol  of  Carrick-on-Shannon.    Some  had 
been  tried  before  the  Judges  of  Assize  last 
summer,  and  others  at  the  July  Sessions  pre- 
ceding Lord  Mulgrave's  arrival.    Some  under 
rule  of  transportation   for  larceny;   one  for 
intent  to  do  some  bodily  harm,  under  Lord 
Ellenboroueh's    Act ;     and   two   riugleaders, 
named  Michael  Burne,  and  a  man  nicknamed 
Tinker  Glancy,  were  tried  and  convicted  be- 
fore the  Assistant-Barrister,    Mr.  Finlay   (a 
Whig,  too).    The  former  was  convicted  on 
four  or  five  separate  indictments  for  riots  and 
assaults  in  fairs  and  markets,  and  his  sentence 
was  six  months  for    the  first  offence;    six 
months  more,  in  addition,  for  the  second  of- 
fence ;  six  months  more,  in  addition,  for  the 
third  offence ;  and  one  month  more,  in  addi- 
tion, for  the  fourth  offence,  a  common  assault 
— in  all  nineteen  months^  and  every  alternate 
month,  for  twelve  months,  to  be  kept  to  hard 
labour.    Glancy  (called  the  Tinker)  was  con- 
victed also  on  different  indictments,  and  his 
sentence  was  twelve  months,  and  every  alter- 
nate month  to  be  kept  to  hard  labour.    Yet 
these  are  the  men  selected  by  Lord  Mulgrave, 
in  the  plenitude  of  his  power,  upon  whom  he 
deemed  it  necessary  to  exercise  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown,  and  that  before  the  arrival  of 
another   quarter  sessions,  or  consulting  the 
barrister  or  magistrates,  as  I  have  been  in- 
formed and  believe;   and,  so  far  from  this 
being  a  check   upon   outrage,  I  have  seen 
Michael  Bnrne,  shortly  after  his  enlaigement, 
arraigned  before  the  magistrates  for  disturbing 
the  peace ;  and,  so  far  from  Lord  Mulgrave's 
merciful  intentions  having  had  any  salatary 
effect  upon  the  peace  of  the  country,  an  at- 
tempt has  since  been  made  to  take  the  life  of 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Hogg,  an  exemplary  Protestant 
clergyman  (and  a  curate,  too),  and  bum  his 
premises.    Yet  what  was  the  reward  offered 
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by  the  Government  ?— 50/. !  ^hile  private 
subscriptions  have  been  offered  exceeding 
400/." 

This  was,  as  he  had  already  stated,  the 
letter  of  a  professional  gentleman,  who 
would,  if  necessary,  come  forward  to 
prove  what  he  bad  alleged.  [Mr.  O^Con- 
nell:  "  Name."]  He  should  have  no 
hesitation  to  name  his  authority  on  a 
proper  occasion ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
knew  well  how  safe  it  was  for  individuals 
who  gave  information  of  this  description 
to  have  their  names  before  the  public. 
On  a  proper  occasion  he  would  name  him. 
Let  the  noble  Lord  grant  a  Committee 
of  Inquiry,  and  he  should  be  able  to 
prove  the  facts  by  evidence.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  only  to  refer 
to  the  proceedings  before  the  Intimidation 
Committee  to  be  enabled  to  decide 
whether  he  would  be  justified  in  naming 
this  individual.  A  case  had  been  some 
time  ago  mentioned  to  shew  the  difficulty 
which,  in. the  present  state  of  Ireland, 
clergymen  had  to  encounter  in  ejecting 
insurances  upon  their  lives.  He  had  re- 
cently been  put  in  possession  of  an  in- 
stance where  a  clergyman  applied  to 
have  his  life  insured,  and  a  special  proviso 
was  put  into  the  policy,  that  if  he  met  his 
death  from  illegal  violence  or  assassina- 
tion the  policy  should  become  void,  and 
that  all  money  paid  on  the  insurance 
should  be  forfeited.  He  asked,  could 
anything  more  forcibly  show  how  the 
whole  state  of  society  was  unhinged  and 
human  life  and  property  placed  in  daily 
peril  by  the  present  state  of  things  that 
prevailed  in  Ireland?  He  had  now  to 
'  produce  another  case,  showing  the  good 
effects  that  had  followed  from  the  exercise 
of  his  Excellency's  clemency.  It  was  a 
case  that  occurred  in  the  city  of  Cork. 
He  would  read  the  following  extract  from 
a  letter  he  had  received  :•>- 

''  There  was,  however,  a  curious  instance  of 
the  bad  effects  of  bis  Excellency's  clemency, 
in  the,  case  of  Margaret  Lynch,  who  was  con- 
victed on  the  23rd  of  October,  1835,  of  stealing 
in  the  dwelling-house  of  Mr.  Georee  Langley. 
She  was  discharged  by  his  Excellency,  and 
was  tried  again  on  the  12th  of  August,  for 
breaking  the  windows  of  George  Langley  on 
the  29th  of  July,  when  it  appeared  that  she 
had  been  on  that  day  discharged,  by  order  of 
the  Lord-Lieutenant,  and  went  straight  from 
the  gaol  to  take  vengeance  on  Mr.  Langley, 
by  breaking  his  windows.  However,  it  seems 
tbas  she  had  worked  out  nine  months  of  her 
conviction*    When  his  Excellency  visited  th^  1 


prison,  he  asked  if  there  were  any  for  first 
offences.  The  Doctor  pointed  out  some  in  the 
corner  of  the  room,  to  which  they  had 
reached,  and  some  of  the  prisoners,  hearing 
what  was  said,  became  clamorous,  and  he 
asked  a  few  questions  respecting  some  of 
them,  and  then  desired  a  list  to  1^  sent  him 
of  the  names,  and  length  of  imprisonment  of 
those  he  pointed  to,  and  without  any  further, 
or  particular  inquiries  as  to  each  case,  or  other 
reference,  sent  orders  to  the  governor  of  the 
gaol  (alias  the  gaoler,  who  is  so  styled)  for 
liberation.'* 

He  would  add  to  this  another  case^ 
which  he  stated  on  highly  respectable 
authority,  and  it  was  communicated  to 
him  as  follows  :— 

*'  An  individual,  named  Joseph  M'Cormick, 
was  sentenced  at  the  Spring  Assizes,  held  at 
Trim,  in  the  last  year,  to  transportation  for 
life,  for  having  stolen  two  cows  from  the  lands 
of  Mrs.  George  Sandy,  resident  in  this  parish. 
During  his  detention,  however,  in  gaol,  pre- 
viously to  removal  for  transportation,  a  memo- 
rial was  drawn  up  b^  his  own  immediate 
family,  or  former  associates,  containing  a  tissue 
of  falsehood.  Upon  said  memorial,  the 
prisoner's  sentence  was  commuted  to  impri« 
sonment  for  one  year.  This  mitigation,  how« 
ever  (obtained  upon  utter  misrepresentation), 
was  not  deemed  sufficient,  the  prisoner  having 
been  released  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  on  his 
late  visit  to  Trim,  previously  to  the  expiration 
of  the  legal  term  of  confinement.  M'Cor- 
mick's  first  act,  upon  liberation,  was  to  sum- 
mon  Mrs.  George  Sandy  to  the  Sessions  of 
Duleek  for  an  alleged  debt,  which  she  was  so 
far  from  having  incurred,  that,  in  the  particular 
instance  of  his  claim  (not  to  mention  others), 
she  had  showed  him  the  roost  unbounded 
kindness.  His  claim^  was  not  only  rejected  by 
the  magistrates,  but*  M'Cormick  himself  was 
remitted  to  gaol,  upon  Mrs.  Sandy's  affidavit 
of  dread  to  her  property  from  his  persecution. 
The  prisoner  left  the  Court  of  Duleek,  ac- 
knowledging that  he  could  not  in  Ireland  find 
two  securities  in  ten  pounds  each,  and  subse- 
quently, on  his  way  to  gaol  (where  he  now  is), 
told  the  Serjeant  of  police  that  he  had  sum- 
moned Mrs.  Sandy  for  the  mere  purpose  of 
annoyance  and  revenge.  His  character 
(quite  irrespectively  of  this  transaction)  can 
be  proved  by  respectable  witnesses  to  be  a 
most  abandoned  one.*^ 

The  noble  Lord  had  referred  to  the  state 
of  the  calendar,  to  show  that  crime  had 
diminished  in  Ireland ;  but  he  would  tell 
the  noble  Lord  that  a  more  fallacious  cri- 
terion he  could  not  have  taken.  It  was  a 
notorious  fact^-a  fact  of  which  the  noble 
Lord  could  not  be  ignorant — that  the 
more  rampant  crime  was  in  a  country,  the 
less  likely  it  was  that  its  real  extent  would 
appear  on  the  face  of  the  calendar*   The 
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Csrty  must  aoiually  be  in  cuilody  before 
it  n«ine  was  initrted  in  tbe  calendar; 
and,  aa  waa  well  known,  tbe  more  exten- 
aive  crime  waa  in  Ireland,  the  leaf  proba- 
bility there  was  of  having  the  perpetrators 
brought  to  Justice,  owing  to  the  reluctance 
of  prosecutors,  and  the  apprehensions  of 
witnesses.  So  far,  therefore,  the  calendar 
oould  not  be  a  true  criterion  of  the  state 
of  ortmo;  on  the  contrary,  he  maintained 
that  the  smaller  the  calendar  waa,  the 
stronger  was  the  evidence  which  it  fur* 
nithed  of  the  audapious  extent  and  height 
of  crime  that  existed.  But  what  was  the 
calendar  which  the  noble  Lord  had  taken 
in  support  of  his  assertion  7  Why,  the 
Judge's oalendar  of  the  last  Summer  As- 
aia«a»  The  noble  Lord  ought  to  have 
known  that  this  waa,  of  all  others,  the 
moat  fkllaeious  callendar  that  he  could 
have  selected.  The  interval  between  the 
Spring  and  the  Summer  Assizes,  embraced 
a  period  of  only  four  months,  and  had  not 
the  noble  Lord  been  long  enough  in  Ireland 
to  know  that  it  waa  in  the  winter,  rather 
than  in  the  summer  season,  that  crime 
was  moat  extensive?  The  lone  and  dark 
nights  of  winter  were  the  most  favourable, 
not  only  to  the  perpetration,  but  to  the 
concealment  of  crime,  and,  consequently, 
nothing  could  be  more  fallacious  than  tne 
criterion  which  the  noble  Lord  had  brought 
forward.  He  would  not  weary  the  Houae 
by  going  through  tbe  whole  of  the  coun- 
ties of  Ireland,  but  he  hoped  they  would 
let  him  call  their  attention  to  the  state  of 
crime  in  one  of  them,  the  county  of  Tip* 
perary,  during  the  last  year.  There  were 
no  fewer  than  1,667  persons  committed 
lor  ofiences  of  various  kinds  to  the  gaols 
of  that  county,  during  the  last  year  ;  and 
if  tbe  House  would  indulge  him  with  their 
patience,  he  would  shortly  enumerate  the 
heads  of  some  of  the  crimes  with  which 
these  persons  were  charged,  together  with 
the  number  in  each  class.  Tliey  were  i-^ 
For  murder,  fifty-four;  for  shooting  at  with 
intent  to  murder,  twenty:  for  assault, 
with  intent  to  murder,  seventy-three ;  for 
manslaughter,  fifty-one;  for  aacriiege, 
eleven.  There  was  another  crime  which 
bad  not  until  lately  been  known  in  Ire- 
land, and  which  he  sincerely  regretted 
should  be  found  to  exist  there  at  all — 
that  was  the  crime  of  assault  with  an  un- 
natural intent,  and  the  number  committed 
for  that  crime,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  was 
no  fewer  then  twentv*one«  These  were 
iomeof  the  prtncipalof  the  crimes  for  which 


these  1,567  persons  hail  beeneommitted  in 
the  county  of  Tipperary ;  but  be  would 
not  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by 
going  further  through  this  black  catalogue 
of   atrocious  offences.      He  would  now 
ask  the  noble  Lord,  who  had  spoken  so 
vauntingly  about  the  diminution  of  crime 
In  Ireland,  whether  he  had  seen  the  police 
reports  which  had  been  transmitted  to  his 
office  in  the  Castle?    Had  he  seen  the 
report  which  had  been  received  from  the 
police  magistrates  of  Dublin  ?     If  he  had 
not  been  misinformed,  the  noble  Lord  had 
received  a  report  from  those  magistrates, 
informing  him    that,    so  far  from  crime 
having  diminished  since  the  last  stimmer, 
it  had  increased,  not  merely  by  the  score, 
but  by  the  hundred.     He  had  received  n 
letter  from  a  gentleman  who  had  eeen  the 
report,    forwarded    to  the    Government- 
Office,  and  in  that  letter  it  was  distinctly 
stated,  that  every  description  of  crime  had 
frightfully  increased,  with  the  exception 
of  three,  namely,  treason,  sedition, ana  one 
other  crime.     If  the  noble  Lord  had  re- 
ceived such  a  report  as  this,  ought  he  not 
to  have  stated  the  fact.   He  had  received 
copies  of  the   Hub  and  Cry,    and  the 
last  that  had  reached  him  certainlv  did 
not  go  to  confirm  the  statement  maae  by 
the  noble  Lord ;  but  it  was  clear  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  seen  this  document, 
or  he  never  would  have  stated,  as  he  bad 
done,    that  an  improvement  had   taken 
place  in  Ireland  with  respect  to  crime.  He 
had  not  received  the  Hue  and  Cry  of  Sa- 
turday last,  but  he  would  give  to  the  Home 
a  summary  of  the  contents  of  the  previous 
one,  for  the  weeks  beginning  the  12th  of 
January,  and  ending  the  11th  of  February. 
Now  what  were  the  particulars  of  tne 
offences  which  appeared  by  this  official 
document  to  have  been  committed  in  a 
single  month,  and  the  rewards  which  were 
offered  by  the  Qovemment  for  bringing 
the  perpetrators  to  justice  ? — 

Jan.  19.— House  burning    ............  30 

Ditto  with  com  and  potatoes. .  40 
Armed   parties   attaekfaig  six 

houses  and  robbing  anas  .  •  40 

17.--*Attacking  bouses  aiKl  murder  100 

24.— Murder  of  one  and  severe  beat- 
ing of  others   40 

25.— Murder •   .  • .  •  •     60 

26. — Attacking  two  houses,  robbing 

guns  and  firing    50 

Murder,  firing  shots,  and  beat* 

ing  , 50 

27«--MaUciously  attacking  churches 

io  the  oounty  of  Dublin.  •  •  •    40 


yt» 


CarporationM        { Pa».  8i }      flr.J^  Conm. 


IM.     790 


ao.-«-PkoiDg  ttooti  on  road  to  nptet 

and  rob  Cork  mail  ....••..     80 

Ftb.  l.*«>Finng  at  and  wounding .....    . .     50 

Forcibly  attacking  a  house  atid 
beating   a    man    and    h\i 

ftmily   i . « 40 

Bviakittg  into  a  houto,  beating 
a  man  until  lit  wai  inseoai* 
blo»and  alBO  beating  another 
man,  his  wife  and  daughter. .  50 
7.«— Attacking  and  wounding  sol- 
diers      50 

Attacking   glebd    honse,   and 
throwing  stonei  into  it   ... .     80 

The  attack  on  the  soldiers  was  a  most 
atrocious  one,  but  he  should  best  describe 
it  by  reading  to  the  House  the  proclama- 
tion in  which  the  reward  for  the  apprehen- 
iion  of  tbe  perpetrators  was  ofTerecl : — 

**  And  whereaait  has  been  represented  to  the 
I.ord-Lieutenant,  that  on  the  dUt  ultimo,  as  a 
party  of  military,  consisting  of  a  corporal  and 
two  privates  of  the  22d  Regiment,  were  es- 
corting a  deserter  fl'om  the  66th  regiment  from 
Tipperary  to  Michetstowo,  they  were  attacked 
aoar  the  wood  of  Olengnrra,  parish  of  KiU 
kenny,  and  county  of  Limerick,  by  upwards  of 
Afty  peitons^  who  beat  them  in  the  most  savage 
naanner  with  stones,  fractured  the  skull  of  one, 
inflicted  four  severe  wounds  on  the  head  of 
mnother,  and  stabbed  the  third  with  his  oWn 
bayonet,  enabling  the  prisoner  to  escape.^ 

NoW|  he  asked,  did  this  document  bear 
out  the  statement  of  the  Noble  Lord  ?  He 
might  furniah  similar  proof  of  the  fallacy 
of  the  Boble  Lord's  statement  from  other 
oounties,  but  he  would  only  instance  the 
county  of  Cavan  to  show  that  the  use 
which  the  Lord-Lieutenant  had  made  of 
the  prerogative  of  mercy  in  enlarging  pri- 
•oners,  ao  far  from  diminishing  crime,  had 
tended  only  to  increase  it.  They  had 
heard  that  pacificators  had  been  sent  by 
tbe  Dublin  Association  through  the  coun- 
tryi  for  tbe  purpose  of  promoting  peace, 
and  getting  names  placed  on  the  registry. 
He  had  received  letters  from  three  persons 
of  the  highest  respeetability  and  credit, 
residing  in  the  county  to  which  he  referred, 
on  tbe  subject  of  the  proceedings  of  these 
pacificators.  The  first  of  these  letters 
contained  the  following  statement  :— 

*'  The  Dundevan  tenants  were  all  tisited, 
a  few  nights  ago,  by  a  body  of  at 
least  400  men,  who  ordered  their  workmen 
and  servants  to  leave  them,  on  pain  of  death, 
which  they  have  done  accordingly.  They 
Hred  a  shot  at  each  house  after  delivering  their 
message.  Ihear    ■■  ■  land     ■■■    ,of- 


hate  been  visited  in  like  manner  as  the  DuO'* 
devan  people,  and  their  workmen  and  servants 
ordered  away.    Intimidation  and  terror  are 


the  order  of  the  day,  intended  to  operate  on 

the  registry.  The  priests  are  the  whole  and 
sole  cause  of  alt  these  violent  practices.  One  of 
ths  labourers  and  servants  of  the  Dundenn 
people  went  to  the  priest  to  know  whether 
they  might  finish  their  half  year  which  is  nearly 
expired." 

This,  then,  was  the  pe^ce  which  the  pa- 
cificators had  produced,  and  these  were 
the  means  by  which  attention  to  the  re- 
gistry wad  enforced.  The  next  letter  he 
should  read  was  dated  the  3dth  of  Jan- 
uary.   It  was  as  fbllows  :— 

'*  On  Monday  night,  the  23d  instant,  a  large 
partv  of  Dan^s  nocturnal  legislators  assem- 
bled at  some  place  near  the  New  Mills,  and 
came  down  to  a  land  called  Wenies  on  the 
old  road  from  Cavan  to  Castleterrs,  to  the 
house  of  a  Philip  Reiiiy,  that  they  thonght 
ought  to  have  registered  last  sessions;  and 
af^er  giving  him  their  directions,  and  threat- 
ening him  with  all  kinds  of  destruction,  they  left 
him  firing  several  shots  ;  their  music  began, 
and  they  marched  to  Castteterra,  and  then  to, 
Drumgoohan,  the  properly  of  the  ret.  Wm. 
Beatty,  where  I  live,  and  visited  Oharies  and 
Edward  M'Cabe,  and  Phillip  Tally ;  and  after 
using  the  same  kind  of  argumenu  they  bad 
used  before  to  Reilly,  and  firioff  several  shots, 
they  went  to  Cloneuv,  to  tbe  Wood  Ranger, 
Peter  Smith,  who  had  some  people  summoned 
for  the  next  day,  for  cutting  timber,  and  used 
such  threats,  &c.,  to  him,  that  he  declined  to 
prosecute. 

''  A  similar  party  has  been  parading  in  the 
adjoining  parish  of  Drung,  threatening  de- 
struction to  all  who  pay  tithe." 

Was  the  noble  Lord  surprised  that  he 
did  not  find  in  the  calendar  a  report  of 
crimes  like  these— tcrimcs  that  were  suffici- 
ent in  themselves  to  shock  the  frame  of 
any  society  ?  But  when  it  could  not  be 
denied  that  such  a  state  of  things  existed, 
and  that,  too,  to  a  serious  extent,  was  it 
not  a  little  too  much  to  be  told  that  crime 
in  Ireland  had  diminished?  He  hoped 
the  House  would  allow  him  to  read 
to  them  one  other  instance  of  the  re- 
sult of  that  miscalled  species  of  peaceful 
agitation  pursued  by  the  pacificators.  The 
letter  to  which  he  now  referred  was  dated 
the  1st  of  February,  and  it  contained  the 
following  passage : — 

''  I  am  just  this  moment  informed  by  P* 
Thompson,  Esq.  J.P.,  that  it  appeared  in  evi- 
dence at  Cavan  Petty  Sessions,  yesterday, 
sworn  to  by  five  or  six  witnesses,  that  these 
parties  visited  the  houses  of  several  persons 
who  had  leases,  which  they  made  them  pro- 
duce, and  threatened  them  with  destruction  if 
they  did  not  come  forward  to  register  next 
Session.'' 
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He  would  not  trouble  the  House  with  I 
any  more  cases  of  this  description,  though 
he  had  many  others  which  ne  might  ad- 
duce. He  thought  he  had  now  shown 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  not  displaced  a 
•ingle  fact  contained  in  the  statement 
which  he  had  originally  made,  and  that 
the  charge  which  he  had  been  compelled 
to  bring  forward  against  the  Executive 
Government  of  Ireland  was  fully  esta- 
blished. Indeed,  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
undertaken  to  deny  that  charge ;  on  the 
contrary,  he  had  in  terms  admitted  it.  He 
could  not,  of  course,  expect  the  noble 
Lord  to  give  any  answer  to  the  additional 
facts  which  he  now  stated ;  but  perhaps 
his  hon*  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Sheil), 
who  had  just  returned  from  Ireland,  and 
had  no  doubt  made  it  his  business  to  get 
full  information  on  the  subject,  would  be 
able  to  satisfy  the  House  that  the  whole  of 
the  statements  was  unfounded.  Before  he 
sat  down  he  wished  to  mention  another 
case,  that  of  Lord  Miltown,  who  had  been 
in  the  commission  of  the  peace  for  the 
counties  of  Dublin  and  Wicklow,  but  was 
dismissed  from  that  office  by  Lord  Angle- 
sey, because  he  had  taken  part  at  anti- 
tithe  meetings.  After  his  dismissal  Lord 
Miltown  became  a  member  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Association,  presided  at  its 
meetings,  and  made  speeches,  to  say  the 
least  of  them,  of  a  strong  nature ;  and 
what  was  the  result  ?  Why  that  he  was 
taken  by  the  hand  by  Lord  Mulgrave>  and 
restored  to  the  commission  of  the  peace. 
He  was  sensible  that  he  had  trespassed 
too  long  on  the  attention  of  the  House.  He 
thanked  them  for  the  indulgence  which 
they  had  shown  him,  and  would  now  sit 
down,  repeating  the  charge  which  he  had 
made  against  the  Executive  Government  of 
Ireland  of  having  abused  the  prerogative  of 
mercv-  He  was  ready  to  prove  that  charge, 
and  if  the  noble  Lord  would  grant  him  a 
Committee  for  the  purpose,  and  he  invited 
him  to  do  so,  he  would  undertake  to 
substantiate  every  statement  which  he  had 
made. 

Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  observed,  that  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  who  had  last 
spokeni  had  addressed  the  House  for  an 
hour  and  three  quarters,  and  yet  there 
was  not  one  word  in  all  that  long  speech 
that  bore  upon  the  question  then  before 
the  House.  The  question  for  debate  was 
whether  municipal  corporations  were  to  be 
granted  to  Ireland.  After  the  able  and 
powerful  manner  in  which  the  subject  had 


been  discussed,  he  felt  that  he  had  not 
the  power  to  add  perhaps  anything  to 
the  arguments  which  had  already  coq- 
vtnced  the  House  that  they  ought  to  pass 
such  a  Bill ;  but  the  country  to  which  he 
belonged  had  a  claim  upon  her  repre- 
sentatives to  enforce  the  demand  which 
was  now  made,  and  to  appeal  (and  he  was 
sure  it  would  not  be  in  vain)  to  the  sym- 
pathies of  the  British  people,  and  of  that 
House.  He  had  to  consider  the  arga« 
ments  of  their  opponents,  which  might  be 
placed  under  a  few  simple  heads.  One 
set  of  Gentlemen  contended  that  corporate 
institutions  were  not  necessary  for  good 
government  in  any  country,  and  they  in- 
stanced Birmingham  and  Manchester  to 
sustain  their  arguments.  By  others  it 
was  contended  that  they  would,  by  passing 
this  Bill,  transfer  a  monopoly  from  Pro- 
testants to  Catholics,  and  especially  that  it 
would  increase  the  power  of  an  individual 
possessed  already  of  enormous  power  in  Ire* 
land.  It  was  also  contended  that  municipal 
corporations  would  be  merely  schools  for 
agitation,  and  those  persons  considered  the 
new  corporations  would  be  the  means  of 
severing  the  connexion  between  the  two 
countries  and  the  subversion  of  the  Irish 
Protestant  Church.  As  far  as  he  could 
understand  the  question,  this  was  the  sum 
of  the  reasoning  against  which  he  had  to 
contend.  If  the  argument  were  as  to  cen- 
tral administration,  or  the  local  adminis- 
tration of  affairs  in  the  cities  and  towns  in 
Ireland,  that,  he  admitted,  would  be  a 
most  important  point  to  discuss.  Accord- 
ing to  this  Bill  the  functions  which  had 
hitherto  been  performed  by  a  complicated 
system  of  boards  would  devolve  upon  tho  e 
local  bodies  who  had  the  best  opportuni- 
ties of  knowing  how  they  ought  to  be  per- 
formed. He  alluded  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  poor,  and  the  regulation  of  insti- 
tutions for  their  relief,  everything  that 
affected  the  education  of  the  people, 
everything  connected  with  public  works, 
and  other  such  objects.  The  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  had  placed  this 
question  upon  its  true  footing  when  he 
told  the  House  that  it  was  not  a  question 
whether  they  should  have  central  or  local 
authorities— •whether  they  would  abolish 
or  reform  corporations — but  whether,  after 
passing  a  Bill  by  which  the  people  of 
England  were  permitted  to  exercise  the 
functions  of  self-government,  that  House 
was  to  turn  round  and  declare  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  they  alone  were 
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unfit  for  the  exercise  of  these  privileges. 
No  analogy  could  be  drawn  between  a 
system  of  government  based  on  self-elec- 
tion,  and  one  based  on  a  reasonable  re- 
presentation. The  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  were  not 
justified  in  supposing  that  if  the  Catholics 
of  Ireland  possessed  unqualified  power 
they  would  refuse  to  select  and  appoint 
Protestants  equally  and  indiscriminately 
with  Catholics.  Every  day's  experience 
proved  the  contrary.  With  respect  to  the 
argument  that  was  used  agaiust  the  Bill, 
that  it  would  increase  the  power  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
he  approached  this  subject  with  some  deli- 
cacy, but  he  was  bound  to  say,  that  if  the 
conduct  of  that  hon.  and  learned  Member 
were  as  reprehensible  as  was  represented  by 
his  enemies,  that  would  form  no  just  reason 
for  disfranchising  all  the  constituencies  of 
Ireland,  and  depriving  them  of  their  muni- 
cipal rights.  If  he  were  sure  that  the  power 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny would  be  increased,  and,  more, 
if  he  were  sure  that  that  power  would  be 
abused,  it  would  form,  in  his  opinion,  no 
just  or  sufficient  motive  for  the  rejection 
of  this  fiill.  A  long  series  of  misgovern* 
roent  had  reduced  the  public  mind  in  Ire- 
land to  a  state  which  compelled  the  peope 
of^that  country  to  place  unlimited  con- 
fidence in  the  honour  and  ability  of  him 
who  had  offered  himself  as  their  champion 
and  the  advocate  of  their  rights,  and 
would  it  not  be  unwise,  unworthy,  and 
unjust,  to  make  the  fruits  of  their  own 
injustice  an  argument  for  its  continuance? 
The  course  which  the  Conservatives  pur- 
sued necessarily  augmented  the  power  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny ;  it  induced  many  men  to  associate 
and  co-operate  with  him,  who  did  not 
approve  of  some  of  the  principles  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  avowed, 
but  who  still  had  one  cause  in  common 
with  hiro,^-viz.  a  determination  t6  resist 
the  degradation  of  their  country.  An- 
other argument  made  use  of  by  the  oppo- 
nents of  this  JBill  was,  that  it  would  tend 
to  weaken  the  connexion  between  the  two 
countries.  Slender,  indeed,  must  that  con- 
nexion be  if  it  could  be  endangered  by  the 
granting  of  municipal  institutions  to  Ireland 
the  true  bond  of  connection  between  the 
two  countries  was  their  mutual  interest,  and 
if  that  House  consented  to  disturb  that 
interest,  and  to  add  insult  to  injury,  though 
but  forty  Irish  representatives  voted  on  the 


last  occasion  for  the  repeal  of  the  union, 
double  that  number  would  be  found  to 
declare  that  the  conduct  of  the  united 
Parliament  was  such  that  Ireland  could  no 
longer  endure  the  legislative  union.  The 
people  of  Ireland  had  made  up  their  minds 
— they  were  determined  to  have  their  just 
rights — they  sought  no  more,  they  would 
not  be  content  with  less.     What  had  that 
House  done  to  relieve  them  from  the  odious 
impost  of  tithes  ?     Did  they  suppose  that 
they  could  make  the  people  of  Ireland  pay 
tithes  ?     If  that  House  was  determined  to 
uphold  the  Protestant    Church — and  the 
time  he  feared   had  arrived  when   they 
could  no  longer  do  so — it  could  only  be 
done  by  reducing  that  Church  to  moderate 
dimensions,  and  taking  away  from  it  the 
character  of  an  odious  ascendancy.     What 
had  been  the  consequence  of  the  course 
which  £he  Conservatives  took  with  regard 
to  this  question  ?     It  had  created  the 
Association  in  Dublin.    They  had  seen 
that  body  collecting  tribute  from  every  part 
of  the  country,  and  enrolling  amonjzst  its 
Members  men  of  every  station  and  of  every 
persuasion;    they  had  seen  the  debates 
carried  on  with  a  regularity  and  an  ability 
that  would  do  honour  to   that  House; 
they  had  seen  it  extending  its  ramifications 
throughout  every  part  of  the  country,  and 
exercising  an  influence  which  was  almost 
unparalleled   in    any    country.    If   they 
rejected  this  Bill,  did  they  imagine  that 
their  idle  denunciations  would  suppress 
that   association.    The   public    mind   in 
Ireland  stood  in  the  same  attitude  which 
it  took  up  in  1792.     The  representatives  of 
Ireland  now  told  the  British   Parliament 
that  if  they  did  not  concede  their  rights, 
they  would  demand  them  ;  and,  supported 
as  they  were  by  the  people  of  that  country, 
they  would  demand  a  dissolution  of  the 
legislative  union.     Before  he  sat  down  he 
could    not   help    expressing    his    sincere 
satisfaction  at  the  language  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  brought  forward  this  measure. 
He  knew  not  what  might  be  the  fate  of 
the  measure,  but  he  was  truly  delighted  at 
the  declaration  of  the  noble  Lord  that  his 
Majesty's  Government  was  prepared   to 
stand    or    fall    by  its   success.      If  the 
present    Administration     were    in     real 
danger,  let  them  appeal  to  the  country 
to  decide  this  great  question.     They  could 
not  have  a  nobler  opportunity  for  making 
that  appeal  than  upon  the  simple  question 
whether  or  not  they  were  right  in  oflPering 
to  Ireland  free  institutions. 
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to  prolong  the  debate,  and  anxious  as  I  am 
to  avoid  all  subjects  foreign  to  the 
great  subject  now  under  deliberation,  I  feel 
myself  imperatirely  called  upon  to  make 
a  itm  observations  to  the  House  to  cor- 
roborate the  statement  of  my  learned 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Bandon,  relative  to 
a  case  in  which  1  am  almost  personally  con- 
cerned as  involving  the  character  of  my  noble 
Relative  with  regard  to  the  manner  in 
which  he  has  discharged  his  duties  of 
Lord- Lieutenant  of  the  Queen's  County  in 
this  particular  case,  namely,  that  of  Mr. 
Cassidy,  and  if  the  House  will  bear  with 
me  for  a  very  short  time  I  will  briefly 
recapitulate  the  reason,  why  my  relative 
refused  to  recommend  Mr.  Cassidy  for 
the  commission  of  the  peace,  and  I  will 
also  prove  the  incorrectness  of:  the 
statements  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  when  he  attempted 
the  other  evening  to  justify  Mr.  Cassidy 's 
appointment.  This  Gentleman  was  recom- 
mended by  Lord  de  Vesey  by  several 
Members  of  the  Queen's  County  liberal 
club,  many  of  whom  I  believe  are  also 
members  of  the  National  Association,  and 
although  Lord  de  Vesey  knew  the  general 
character  of  Mr.  Cassidy  he  yet  thought 
to  make  the  most  minute  and  accurate 
inquiries  on  the  subject  and  on  ascertain- 
ing the  actual  facts  he  wrote  the  following 
letter  to  Government. 

«  Abbeyleix,  Feb.  2,  1836.— Sir,  I  had  an 
opportunity  yesterday,  at  the  road  sessions, 
where  there  was  a  large  asseroblBge  of  Magis- 
trates, to  make  inquiries  respecting  the  gentle* 
man  for  whose  appointment  to  the  commission 
of  the  peace  an  application  had  been  made 
to  his  excellency  the  Lord-Lieutenant.  Mr. 
Cassidy  is,  I  have  reason  to  believe,  though 
I  could  not  accurately  ascertain  the  fact, 
a  clerk  in  his  brother's  distillery,  which 
circumstance,  according  to  the  instructions  I 
received,  precludes  my  recommending  him  for 
the  Magistracy.  He  was,  I  understand,  fined 
10/.  at  the  petty  sessions  for  Bally brettas,  for 
rescuing  cattle  distrained  for  county  cess ;  and 
in  his  answer  to  an  application  from  Mr. 
French  for  tithes  due  to  mm,  has  denounced 
the  payment  of  tiiem  in  the  strongest  language, 
and  1<|8  asserted  that,  '  the  ministers  of  the 
law  church  in  Ireland  are  not  actuated  in  their 
proceedings  by  the  holy  spirit  of  Christianity.' 
A3  I  have  received  my  information  from  the 
best  authority,  I  should  consider  it  a  gross 
dereliction  of  my  duty  were  I  to  recommend 
for  the  administration  of  the  law,  persons 
whose  example  has  given  encouragement  to 
the  prevailing  disposition  to  resist  the  law.'' 

The  facts  contained  in  this  letter  (from 


fully  corroborate.  In  the  first  place,  with 
regard  to  his  being  clerk  in  his  brother'a 
distillery,  I  now  hold  in  my  hand  two 
letters  addressed  to  some  customers  of  hie 
brother's,  the  one  a  receipt  and  the  other 
a  bill  demanding  payment  for  articlea 
purchased  in  the  distillery,  both  of  which 
documents  are  signed  by  his  name,  end 
both  dated  in  August  and  September, 
1836,  at  the  very  period  he  was  appointed 
a  Magistrate.  Now,  Sir,  by  this  appoint- 
ment, the  Government  have  transgressed 
the  rules  which  they  transmit  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenants  of  counties — namely,  that  they 
shall  not  recommend  for  the  commission 
of  the  peace  any  person  connected  with  a 
distillery.  As  to  the  next  point,  relative 
to  the  outrage  committed  by  Mr.  Cassidy, 
in  connexion  with  his  resistance  of  Qraiid 
Jury  cess,  I  have  here  a  document  which 
will  prove  to  the  House,  notwithstanding 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  Hft 
Cassidy  was  not  present  at  the  outrage 
complained  of,  and  that  he  had  actually 
reproved  his  servants  for  having  com* 
roitted  a  breach  of  the  peace,  tluit  Mr. 
Cassidy  himself  was  the  person  who  mada 
the  rescue.  I  have  here  the  sworn  infor- 
mation of  the  cess  collector  in  which  he 
deposes : — 

"Jacob  Henry,  of  Closeland,  in  the  said 
county,  saith,  that  he  was  duly  authorised  t>y 
warrant  under  the  hand  and  seal  of  William 
Kinsella,  high  constable  and  collector  of  Che 
barony  of  Portnahinoh,  to  collect  a  part  of  tha 
county  cess.  Deponent  further  states,  that  on 
Monday,  the  21st  instant,he  went  and  demanded 
the  amount  of  Mr.  Robert  Cassidy,  part  of  the 
said  tax  due  for  the  lands  he  holds  in  Batty- 
tayduff,  at  the  same  time  producing  to  toe 
said  Robert  Cassidy  his  warrant,  and  also 
receipts  for  the  said  amount,  filled  and  signed 
by  the  said  Kinsella.  Deponent  further  states^ 
that  the  said  Cassidy  refused  to  pay  the  said 
tax,  upon  which  deponent  said  he  would  seize 
fbr  the  amount ;  whereupon  the  said  Cassidy 
said,  '  Seize  as  soon  as  you  please,'  or  word(s 
to  that  effect.  On  deponent^s  proceeding  so 
to  do,  and  turning  into  the  said  Cassidy's 
yard,  he  was  met  by  the  said  Cassidy,  who 
called  to  his  steward  (Austin  Cavanagh),  and 
ordered  him  not  to  let  this  deponent  take  any* 
thing  off  the  lands.  Deponent  then  sailed  a 
horse  and  cart  which  were  in  the  yard,  when 
the  said  Robert  Cassidy  did,  aided  and  as* 
sisted  by  Austin  Cavanagh,  rescue  said  horse 
and  oart  by  taking  hold  of  the  horse  by  the 
bridle,  and  saying,  he  would  not  allow  depo* 
nent  to  take  him.*' 

Mr.  Cassidy  was  in  consequence  of  this 
act,  fined  10/.,  and  nerer  appealed,  so 
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clear  and  concloaive  waa  the  case  against  I  one  of  their  names ;  but  this  I  will  assert 
him.    The  steward  was  either  not  Bned,    that  there  is  scarcely  a  resident  proprietor 


or  else  escaped  with  a  mitigated  penalty, 
as  he  had  evidently  only  acted  under  his 
master's  orders*  Two  days  afterwards 
another  seizure  was  attempted  and  made ; 
the  servants,  following  their  master's  ex- 
ample, effected  another  rescue  in  a  most 
riotous  manner,  on  the  King's  highway, 
and  arrived  with  spades  and  pitchforks, 
and  other  offensive  weapons,  as  will  be 
proved  by  the  following  affidavit  :-— 

*^  William  Kinsella,  of  Coolbanagher,  in 
Queen's  county,  collector  of  the  county  tax 
for  the  barony  of  Portnahinch,  saitb,  that  on 
Tuesday,  the  22nd  inst.,  be  went  to  the  lands 
of  Mr.  liobert  Cassidy,  of  Jamestown,  to  col« 
lect  a  part  of  said  tax,  and  on  demanding  the 
amount  due  by  said  Robert  Cassidy  was  re- 
fused; whereupon  deponent  seized  a  mare, 
the  property  of  said  Robert  Cassidy,  for  said 
anx>unt  of  tax  due,  and  was  in  the  act  of 
bringing  her  to  Ballybrittas  pound,  when  be 


m  the  county,  whatever  may  be  his  rank 
or  station,  whose  feelings  have  not  beeo 
greatly  outraged  at  this  most  extraordinary 
appointment  of  the  Government.  The 
noble  Lord  stated,  that  the  Government 
were  quite  justified  in  this  act  of  theirs,  as 
Lord  Oxmantown  had  recommended  him 
for  the  King's  county ;  but.  Sir,  the  cases 
are  widely  different.  In  the  Queen's 
County  he  has  no  property,  and  is,  in  fact, 
only  a  10/.  freeholder,  while  all  his  pro* 
perty  lies  in  the  King's  County,  fiut, 
Sir,  Lord  Oxmantown  was  not  aware  of 
the  outrage  he  had  committed,  or  else  he 
never  would  have  recommended  him,  as 
the  following  extract  from  a  letter  I  have 
just  received  from  Lord  Oxmantown  will 
prove : — 

'^  I  can  have  no  hesitation  in  sayings  that 


was  followed  by  James  Byrne,  aud'a  boy,  that    had  I  been  applied  to  by  a  Magistrate  of  the 


deponent  beard  and  believes  was  Patrick  Ca- 
vanagh,  son  to  said  Robert  Cassidy,  steward. 
He  was  also  met  on  the  road  in  Jamestown 
by  a  number  of  men-— viz.,  Austin  Cavanagh 
(steward),  Edward  Malone,  Timothy  Strong, 
both  the  latter  armed  with  forks  in  their  hands, 
£4w«rd  Malowny,  Bryan  Dunne,  and  Michael 
Dunne ;  some  of  the  latter  men  had  shovels 
in  their  bands*  Deponent  further  states,  on 
■aid  James  Bvroe  coming  up,  be  seized  said 
mare,  assisted  by  said  £dward  Malone,  who 
appeared  with  a  pitchfork  in  his  hand,  and 
raised  it  in  a  fighting  position.  The  other 
persons  above-named  also  assisted,  and  said 
tha  mara  shoald  go  back,  and  Austin  Cavanagh 
(steward)  said  at  the  same  time  what  their 
master  had  done,  they  would  now  do  the  same, 
and  thereon  they,  in  a  riotous  manner,  rescued 
said  mare  from  deponent.*' 

Notwithstanding  these  facts,  which  were 
circumstantially  made  known  to  the  Oo- 
Ternment,  this  gentleman  has  been  ap- 
pointed to  the  commission  of  the  peace, 
and  now  sits  on  the  very  bench  adminis- 
(eripff  the  law  with  the  actual  Magistrates 
by  whom  he  was  convicted  of  a  breach  of 
the  law.     Mr,  Cassidy  has,  moreover,  no 
property  in  the  Queen's  County;  he  is 
Ooiy  a  10/.  freeholder  in  that  county,  and 
in  the  very  district  to  which  he  has  been 
appointed,  there  are  no  less  than  eleven 
moat  efficient,  intelligent,  and  active  Ma- 
gistrates, who  are  constant  and  assiduous 
attendants  at  the  petty  sessions.     As  to 
who  may  be  the  gentlemen  of  high  rank, 
station,  and  character,  who  recommended 
Mr.  Cassidy,  I  cannot  make  out,  as  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  favour  me  with  even 


Queen's  County  to  recommend  him  as  a  proper 
person  to  be  appointed  Magistrate  for  the 
King's  County,  knowing  that  he,  a  Magistrate, 
had  been  convicted  by  the  Magistrates  of  the 
King's  County  for  an  offence  against  the  laws, 
such  as  you  have  described,  and  by  neglectiog 
to  appeal,  had  admitted  his  guilt,  I  should  not, 
for  a  moment,  have  thought  of  recommending 
such  a  person.    To  have  recommended  any 
one  under  such  circumstances,  would  have 
been,  in  my  opinion,  highly  improper;  had 
the  (Government,  notwithstanding,  forced  the 
appointment  of  such  a  person,  I  should  have 
felt  that  they  had  taken  a  course  which  could 
not  be  justified.    I  have  always  thought,  that 
magisterial  appointments  were  not  to  be  made 
on  political  grounds,  and,  therefore,  that  the 
Government  were  not  to  interfere  with  the 
lieutenants  of  counties  in  the  appointment  of 
the  magistracy,  except  where  there  was  clearly 
an  abuse  of  authority,  the  lieutenant  refusing 
to  recommend,  without  sufficient  reason,  a  per<» 
son  having  an  indisputable  claim  to  the  com* 
mission  of  the  peace  from  his  property  and 
station  io  the  county  5    and   while  I    have 
always  felt  that  a  very  grave  imputation  in- 
deed  would  attach  to  any  lieutenant  of  a 
county  for  the  abuse  of  his  authority,  I  have 
also  thought,  that  an  equally  grave  imputation 
would  lie  against  Government  for  an  abuse  of 
theirs." 

Now,  Sir,  to  that  doctrine  I  fully  and 
cordially  subscribe — on  that  principle  so 
admirably  set  forth  by  Lord  Oxmantown, 
Lord  de  Vesey  has  invariably  acted  ;  but 
have  the  Government  been  guided  by  the 
same  principle — have  they  been  guided  in 
their  appointments  by  the  strict  rule  of 
impartiality?      The    following  statement 
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of  Lord    Oxmantown  will   fully  demon- 
strate that  they  have  not : — 

^  There  is  one  fact  more,  which  I  think  it 
right  to  mention  to  you — ^that  the  Government 
have  made  an  appointment  in  this  county  of 
which  I  disapproved  ;  it  was  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  Bannan^  a  Roman  Catholic,  who  was 
recommended  by  the  county  Members.  Of 
Mr.  Bannan,  personally,  I  know  DOthing ;  to 
his  appointment  as  a  magistrate  my  objection 
was,  that  he  had  no  property  whatever  in  the 
King's  County,  and  none  in  any  other  county 
which  could  be  considered  as  conferring  upon 
him  a  claim  to  the  commission  of  the  peace. 
As  he  was  recommended  by  the  county  Mem- 
bers, out  of  respect  to  that  recommendation  I 
felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to  make  full  inquiry,  but 
not  to  abandon  my  own  opinion  in  deference 
to  theirs ;  for  surely  the  appointment  of  the 
magistracy  should  not  be  made  on  political 
grounds.  I  therefore  resisted  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Bannan  to  the  utmost^  but  he  was, 
nevertheless,  appointed.*' 

Now,  Sir,  when  Government  have  thus 
n)ade  use  of  their  power  of  patronage,  how 
can  the  respectable  and  peaceable  inha- 
bitants of  Ireland  have  the  slightest  con- 
fidence in  them — how  can  they  look  with 
any  thing  but  apprehension  at  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House,  which  professes  to 
give  them  such  an  additional  power  of 
patronage  which  they  have  so  grossly 
abused,  and  which  will  throw  strength 
into  the  hands  of  that  party  whose  doc- 
trine is  the  annihilation  of  our  church, 
and  whose  daily  practice  is  resistance  to 
the  law  ?  And  while  the  deepest  appre- 
hension and  alarm  exists  in  the  minds  of 
one  party,  what  exists  in  the  other? 
Where  are  their  meetings,  and  the  peti- 
tions with  which  we  were  threatened.  I 
have  just  returned  from  that  country,  and 
I  can  safely  assert  that  there  is  a  total 
apathy  on  the  subject.  The  people  do 
not  care  about  it ;  and  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  where  I  reside,  I  do  not 
believe  they  even  understand  the  question 
of  municipal  reform.  And  yet,  Sir, 
among  the  very  few  petitions  presented  to 
the  House  on  that  subject,  I  find  three 
from  three  small  towns  in  that  neighbour- 
hood. These  towns  are  not  within  ten 
miles  of  any  corporate  town,  and  thereby 
could  derive  no  advantage  from  corpora- 
tions being  reformed,  nor,  from  their  size, 
can  they  hope  to  obtain  the  establishment 
of  one  for  themselves.  Why  is  there  not 
some  from  Mountmellick,  the  most  im- 
portant town  in  the  Queen's  County,  and 
almost  the  only  inland  commercial  town 
in  Ireland— «a  town  inhabited  by  a  set  of 


men  (the  Society  of  Friends),  fomed  for 
their  industry,  intelligence,  and  quiet 
habits,  peaceably  following  the  pursuits  of 
commerce,  apart  from  the  turmoil  of  poli- 
tics, and  the  tumult  of  party  strife — 
spreading,  by  their  industry,  a  useful 
example  to  the  surrounding  peasantry; 
and,  by  their  provident  spieculationt, 
increasing  wealth,  and  widely  extended 
benevolence — diffusing  employment,  sos- 
tenance,  and  comfort  to  their  neighbour* 
ing  poor  ?  Why,  I  say,  have  not  the  in- 
habitants of  this  town  called  upon  the 
Legislature  to  grant  them  a  share  m  those 
corporate  blessings  now  offered  by  the 
Government  to  their  more  fortunate  neigh- 
bours }  Because  they  value  too  highly 
the  blessings  of  peace  and  tranquillity, 
and  know  full  well  the  turmoil  and  party 
strife  that  would  be  engendered  by  the 
establishment  of  such  a  corporation  as  is 
proposed  by  the  present  Bill.  For  what 
other  reason  but  this  have  so  few  petitions 
come  from  the  larger  towns  in  Ireland, 
and  almost  all  from  the  small  and  insig* 
nificant  ones,  or  from  the  rural  districts 
where  the  unfortunate  peasant  is  forced  to 
sign  petitions,  not  only  embodying  cor- 
porate reform,  but  also  in  a  more  conspi- 
cuous manner  praying  for  the  abolition  of 
tithes,  whereby  he  is  induced  to  believe 
he  will  derive  unheard  of  benefits.  I 
pray,  I  beseech,  the  people  of  England  not 
to  force  this  Bill  upon  us,  which  is  looked 
upon  with  apprehension  by  one  party  and 
with  apathy  by  the  other — let  them  not 
be  deceived  by  the  threat  of  civil  war  so 
openly  promulgated  by  the  bon.  Member 
for  Liskeard,  in  case  these  corporations 
were  refused,  and  a  Tory  Government  was 
formed.  Where  are  his  proofs  that  there 
will  be  such  a  war?  He  has  none  to 
offer.  There  will  be  no  civil  war ;  give  to 
the  poor  Irish  peasant  substantial  justice ; 
give  him  a  just  and  equitable  provision, 
such  as  will  relieve  him  from  penury  and 
want,  and  secure  him  from  starvation. 
Let  him  have,  through  the  means  of  a 
practicable  and  well  administered  system 
of  Poor-laws,  a  share  in  the  blessing^  of 
the  state,  and  he  will  thereby  take  ao 
interest  in  the  stability  of  the  state. 
Settle  the  tithe  question  by  taking  the 
impost  off  the  poor  occupier,  and  pUicing 
it  on  the  rich  landlord — abolish  corpora- 
tions, and  thereby  do  away  with  all  ex- 
cuse  for  party  feud.  Give  us  a  good 
government  determined  to  administer  the 
laws  with  justice,  with  impartiality,  with 
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firmness^  and  at  the  same  time  with  a 
constitutional  and  befitting  clemency; 
and  then,  if  you  give  us  these  blessings, 
notwithstanding  the  predictions  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard,  I  will  venture 
to  predict  that  Ireland  will  obtain  that 
secnrity  which  will  invite  capital,  which 
will  diffuse  employment  among  the'poor, 
and  which  will,  I  trust,  eventually  expel 
that  turbulence  and  misery  which  now 
reign  triumphant  in  my  ill-fated  country. 

Mr.  E.  L,  Bulwer  had  heard  more 
than  one  speech  delivered  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, during  the  course  of  the  evening, 
which  scarcely  contained  a  single  sen- 
tence that  was  applicable  to  the  subject 
before  the  House.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant,  the  Member  for  Bandon,  had 
delivered  a  speech  with  considerable  em- 
phasis, the  tendency  of  which  appeared  to 
be  to  establish  the  necessity  of  appointing 
a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
conduct  of  the  Irish  Executive  ;  but  he 
had  not  heard  that  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman advance  an  argument  which  bore 
either  upon  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord  (the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire),  or  upon  the  merits  of  the 
original  Bill.  There  was,  however,  one 
peculiarity  in  the  observations  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  who,  as  practical  Irish  resi- 
dents, had  spoken  that  night  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House.  They  had  thrown 
over  their  predecessors,  and  had  thought 
it  more  prudent  and  politic  not  to  tell  the 
Irish  people  that  the  Protestant  church 
was  omnipresent  in  abuse.  He  now 
began  to  perceive  what  was  meant  by  the 
expansive  principle  of  the  establishment. 
It  was  not  content  with  the  little  circle  of 
tithes  and  hierarchies,  but  now  it  ex- 
panded with  a  vengeance,  and  swallowed 
Qp  a  score  or  two  of  corporations.  They 
say  (proceeded  the  hon.  Gentleman), 
that  one  crime  can  only  be  defended  by 
another,  and  your  way  of  defending  an 
unequal  ecclesiastical  establishment  is  by 
stifling  the  power  of  the  people  in  equal 
political  privileges.  When  the  man  in 
the  crowd  had  his  hat  stolen,  another 
obliging  gentleman  cried  '*  Since  you 
have  lost  your  hat.  Til  just  make  free 
with  your  wig."  You  rob  the  Irish 
of  their  church  reform,  and  then  by 
way  of  making  it  up  to  them  you 
run  away  with  their  corporations. 
Oh !  but  the  Association  has  sprung  up, 
and  Mr.  Pigot  has  been  put  into  office, 
and  these  are  arguments  against  corpor- 
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ations.  Why,  what  a  subterfuge  is  this 
— there  was  no  Association  last  year,  and 
yet  last  year  you  refused  the  municipal 
reform.  The  name  of  Mr.  Pigot,  then, 
never  haunted  your  unprophetic  breasts, 
or  shook  these  benches  with  the  tremulous 
horror  of  Protestant  alarm  ;  and  the  whole 
country  is  to  be  denied  municipal  reform 
because  there  is  a  great  Association  which 
demands  it.  Sir,  there  was  an  association 
in  Birmingham,  nay,  all  over  England— 
this  quiet,  loyal  England — for  obtaining 
Parliamentary  reform ;  and  in  the  meet- 
ings of  those  associations  language  as  vio- 
lent, sentiments  as  democratic,  opinions 
in  favour  of  the  ballot  and  short  Par- 
liaments, ay,  and  of  the  voluntary  church 
principle  too,  were  uttered.  How  did 
you  dissolve  those  associations  —  by 
what  spell  did  they  wither  away — by 
what  rites  did  you  lay  them  in  the 
grave  ?  Why,  you  granted  the  reform. 
Oh  !  but  says  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  if 
you  cannot  put  down  the  Association,  why 
do  you  encourage  it—  why  do  you  mix  it 
up  with  the  Government — why  do  you 
put  Mr.  Pigot  into  office  ?  And  have  I 
heard  that  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet? 
Why,  who  condemned  the  Orange  lodges* 
more  than  he  did  ?  And  was  it  not  one  of 
the  first  acts  of  his  Government  to  put  ihto 
office  the  deputy  grand  master  of  the 
Orange  lodges — the  hon.  and  gallant 
Colonel  the  Member  for  Sligo  ?  Compare 
the  Orange  lodges  with  the  Association  ; 
both  are  bad,  both  are  symptoms  of  con- 
stitutional disease  ;  but  one  is  open,  uni- 
versal ;  the  other  is  secret,  exclusive. 
Why  did  you  mix  up  the  Government 
with  those  lodges?  Why  did  you  en- 
courage them  ?  Why  did  you  put  your 
Mr.  Pigot  into  office  ?  Oh  !  but  you  will 
not  take  power  from  one  party  to  give  it 
to  another ;  and  then  you  talk  of  contests 
and  animosities  of  party  in  every  town. 
Is  this  argument  honest  ?  If  so,  why  did 
you  never  apply  it  to  England  ?  Are  there 
no  parties  here';  Did  you  not  transfer  power 
from  one  party  to  another  when  you 
passed  the  Municipal  Bill  for  England  and 
Scotland  ?  Parties !  The  word  parties  is 
more  applicable  to  this  country  than  it  is 
to  Ireland,  for  here  at  least  there  are  two 
parties  nearly  equally  balanced  in  point  of 
rank,  property,  and  numbers ;  but  when  I 
look  to  Ireland,  I  see,  indeed,  one  party 
formidable  from  its  rank,  intelligence,  and 
the  long  habit  of  lordly  domination. 
Where  is  the  other  party  ?  I  see  only  the 
2D 
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people.    Id  Ireland  it  is  not  a  strife  be- 
tween party  and   party — it  is  a  strife  be- 
tween   an    oligarchy    on    tbe    one  side 
and  a  population    on  the    other.     I  do 
not  desire  to  press    an  analogy  between 
ancient  municipal  institutions  and  modern 
ones,  but  I  say  this — ^it  was  precisely  on 
account  of  such  parties   that   municipal 
institutions  were  first  formed — the  party 
of  the   population    struggling    for  equal 
rights,  the  party  of  the  oligarchy  struggling 
for  the  maintenance  of  ascendancy.  What ! 
are  the  Orangemen,  implacable  as  they 
may  be,  worse  than  the  old  counts  of  Italy 
or  the  old  barons  of  the  Rhine  ?     Are  the 
Catholics,    ground    down    as    they   may 
be  by  the  oppression  of  centuries,   worse 
than  the  half  serfs  who  first  formed  them- 
selves into  guilds  and  corporations  ?  What 
a  libel  on   ourselves !    Ireland,   so   long 
united  with  the  most  enlightened  country 
in  the  world,  is  not  in  the  19th  century 
fit  for  the  institutions,  which  on  a  far  more 
gigantic  scale  grew  up  amidst  the  feudal 
ages,  and  which  even  the  Roman  despotism 
acceded  to  its  dependent  towns.    Then, 
not  contented  with  disguising  a  people 
under  the  title  of  a  party,  you  riew  that 
people  through  the  medium  of  a  single  man, 
Bour  after  hour;  and   when   we  are   to 
legislate  for  Ireland  you  declaim  against 
the  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny.  Grant 
him  all  that  you  contend  for,   and   what 
then  ?    Are  we  to  legislate  for  a  nation, 
or  are  we  to  legislate  against  an  individual  ? 
Why,  is  it  not  you  who  tells  us  that  you 
will  never  be  daunted  by  the  physical  or 
moral  array  of  numbers — that  you  laugh 
to  scorn  allusions  to  the  power  of  millions  ? 
and  yet,  from  the  height  of  your  super- 
lative chivalry,  you  call  upon  the  present 
British  Parliament  to  present  to  Europe 
the  ludicrous  and  dastardly  spectacle  of 
doling  out  justice  to  a  people  according  to 
your  fears  of  an  individual.   I  neither  deny 
nor  vindicate  the  power  of  the  learned 
Gentleman.      Undoubtedly  it  has  arisen 
partly  from  the  grievances  of  which  he  has 
been  the  great  organ  of  complaint,  partly 
from  your  own  heated  and  unceasing  invec- 
tives, for,  as  it  was  well  said  by  a  profound 
writer  on  the  French  revolution,  **  a  man 
toon  becomes  in  troubled  times  precisely 
as  powerful  as  his  enemies  insist  that  he  is : 
but  it  arises  also  from  the  grateful  belief 
of  his  countrymen,  right  or  wrong,  that  he 
has  rendered  them  important  services,  and 
Arom^  the  indomitable  seal  with  which  such 
services  have  been  accomplished."  I  don't 


tell  you  that  if  you  pass  this 
if  you  do  the  amplest  justice  to  Ireland-^ 
you  will  crush  the  power  of  the  learned 
Gentleman.     So  long  as  there  is  gratitude 
in  a  people— so  long  as  there  is  eminence  in 
intellectual  superiority — so  long  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  must  be  a  leadm^ 
authority  with  the  Irish  people.     Bat  the 
power  of  a  man  is  for  his  life,  the  efTect  of 
legislation   is    immortal.      Train  up    the 
people  to  think  for  themselves,   to  act  for 
themselves,  to  govern  themselves  on  the 
constant  stage  of  local  legislation — give 
them  that  rehearsal  of  their  liberties,  and 
you  will  raise  a  state  of  society  in  which 
individual  agitation  cannot  again   attain 
the  same  exaggerated  power.     You  may 
not  weaken   the  learned   Gentleman,  but 
you  may  render  him  the  best  of  his  race  : 
go  on  legislating  against  the  people,  and 
you    legislate    for  the    perpetuity    of  a 
demagogue.     Whenever  two  countries  are 
united  together,  one  more  powerful,  more 
civilized  than  the  other,  tne  evils  to  the 
less   powerful  country  are  obvious ;  the 
loses  national  independence ;    she  loses 
national    legislation ;    the     polish    and 
wealth  of  her  neighbour  will  drive  away 
her  resident  aristocracy.    This  is  what  the 
loses.     What  ought  she  to  gain  in  return  T 
The  blessing  of  the  wiser  laws,  the  firmer 
order,  the  more  liberal  institutions,    by 
which    her    neighbour    is    governed^^by 
which   her    neighbour    prospers.    If  the 
does  not  do  this,  she  loses  all,  and  the 
gains  nothing  in  return.     And  to  this  total 
in  the  balance  sheet  of  benefits  yon  wish 
our  legislation  to  arrive.     It  was  formerly 
the  custom  in  royal  houses   to  unite  the 
young  prince,  when  he  began  his  letters, 
with  a  kind  of  flogging-boy— that  it  to  say, 
a  boy  who  was  flogged  when  ever  his  royal 
highness  was  in  fault.     If  the  prince  did 
well,  he  had  his  cakes  and  sugar-plums ; 
if  ill,  they  hoisted  his  double,  and  his  royal 
highness  was  flogged  by  proxy.  Precisely  the 
connexion  between  England  and  Ireland. 
Ireland  has  been    the  flogging   boy   to 
England,  and  always  on  this  principle,  that 
England  is  to  have  all  the  sugar-plums, 
and  Ireland  all  the  flogging.    Why,  what 
did  you  all  agree  to  give  to  England  ? 
Municipal  reform.      What  did    you   all 
agree  to  give  to  Ireland  ?    The  Coercion 
Bill.     You  say  you  are  willing  to  correct 
abuses — you  prove  your  sincerity  by  giving 
up  the  orange  corporations.     Bot  that  it 
no  longer  enough  ;     it  It  no  longerenodgli 
to  correct  abuses  in  the  admioittration 
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of  povtr-^tbe  time  has  come  whea  yoa 
most  adsait  the  people  to  a  share  of  the 
power*    This  is  where  you  stop   short. 
You  will  do  away  with  the  flogging,  but 
you  still  won't  gi?e  the  boy  any  of  the  sugar 
plums.     Do  not  rely  on  the  smalloess  of 
our  majorities.    Do  not  let  that  thought 
actuate  your  Friends  in   another  House. 
Recollect  this  Parliament    is  your   own 
creature,  not  ours.     Recollect,  still  more, 
that  a  majority  of  one  carried  the  Reform 
Bill ;  and  be  convinced,  that  if  you  con- 
sider the   majority  we  may  have  on  this 
occasion  small,  the  majority  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  will  ever  get  in  any  Parlia- 
ment, while  he  professes  the  same  political 
doctrines,  will  not  amount   to  the  half. 
But  I  have  high  authority  on  this  bead. 
When  the  right  hon*  Baronet  yielded  to 
the  necessity  of  Catholic  Emancipation, 
what  was  a  principal  argument  with  him  ? 
He  said,  ''  I  do  not  g^  only  by  numerical 
majorities.      I  have  examined  the  con- 
atituencies  on  both  sides  of  the  questitm, 
and  I  find  the  larger  constituencies  on  one 
aidey  and  the  smaller  on  the  other ;  and 
I  do«»what  1  I  yield  to  the  force  of  public 
opinion.*'    Will  he  now  abide  by  his  own 
lest-^the  test  he  established  as  a  guide  to 
his  conduct  in  the  most  memorable  crisis 
in  bis  brilliant  political  life  ?     Why,  what 
has  he  to  set  against  the  multitudes  of 
Birmingham^  Manchester,  Salford,  Netting. 
ham,  Sheffield,  Wolverhampton,  and  the 
metropolitan    districts  ?     Let    him    now 
not  look   to  mere  numerical  majorities; 
let  him  compare  the  constituencies   on 
either  side,  and  let  him  once  more  yield  to 
the  force  of  public  opinion.     You  have 
had  your  tum-«-Ireland  has  been  in  your 
hands-^you    have    exhausted    upon  her 
all  your  systems  of  treatment — ^you  never 
gave  lis  up  the  patient  until  you  had  found 
die  disease  incurable.    Is  it  not  justice, 
IS  it  not  logic,  that  we  should  have  fair 
play  for  our  eiperiment,  which,  after  all, 
is  only  to  leave  a  little  to  nature  ?    Be 
just  while  you  have  it  in  your  power  to  be 
generous.    Recollect  how  often   Ireland 
comes  before  you,  always  a  suing  and. 
alwaya  a  rejected  one;    beginning  every 
Session  with  hope,  ending  every   Session 
with    disappointment.       You    say    these 
grievances  are  not  practical ;  their  fruits 
are   practical.      Discontent,    excitement, 
Catho  ic  asaooiattons,  passive  resistance — 
the  fears  of  the  rich,  the  combiuations  of 
the  poor.    Practical,  indeed  must  be  the 
e?ila  thai  result  from  keeping  a  whole  peo- 


ple eternally  vibrating  between  the  e«cile* 
ment  of  suspense  and  the  exasperation  of 
despair.  See  the  state  of  England  at  this 
moment ;  her  trade  prosperous,  her  com* 
merce  increasing ;  peace  abroad^  tran- 
quillity at  home— uo  foe  to  menace  her 
safety  or  curb  her  powers.  Look  at  her 
gigantic  colonies,  covering  a  new  quarter 
of  the  globe.  Look  at  that  vast  Indian 
empire  which  she  governs  almost  with  the 
easy  hand  of  neglect ;  and,  close  beside 
ua,  see  that  fatal  neighbour  whom  you 
have  proved  that  you  cannot  crush  as  a 
slave,  and  whom  you  will  not  suffer  us  to 
conciliate  as  an  ally.  We  are  weak  only 
in  one  quarter — there  where  alone  we 
have  abused  our  power,  and  sullied  our 
great  name  as  the  hereditary  aasarters  of 
political  rights  and  religious  toleration. 
If  in  this  question  our  constitution,  still  the 
constitution  of  an  aristocracy,  should  be 
endangered — if  in  this  struggle,  that  con*- 
stitution  should  ultimately  perish,  I  do 
say  it  would  be  the  most  striking  instance 
of  moml  retribution  which  the  whole 
history  of  nations  could  afibid«  Better 
had  that  constitution  perished  io  its  early 
and  illustrious  struggles  against  despotism 
and  intolerance,  than  that  it  should  now 
be  weakened  in  loyalty  or  affection,  and, 
sapped  and  undermined,  should  finally 
crumble  away  in  the  unholy  causa  of 
sacrificing  the  rights  of  a  people  to  the 
fears  of  an  oligarchy,  or  the  avarioe  of  a 
church.  But,  whatefer  may  be  the  con- 
sequence, our  course  is  clear.  Of  that 
people  we  are  the  trustees  and  representee 
tives.  When  we  refused  to  repeal  the 
Union,  when  we  placed  the  present  Admi- 
nistration on  the  ruins  of  the  last,  we 
pledged  ouraelvea  to  do  justice  to  Ireland. 
You  ask  what  we  mean  by  justicst  Justice 
to  Ireland  is  something  your  philoaophy 
cannot  comprehend.  Why,  what  can  It 
mean  but  this — the  just  application  of 
equal  laws  t  Again  and  again  upon  this 
and  the  Irish  Chnroh  question  yen  ba?e 
told  us  that  it  is  for  a  shadow  we  contend. 
It  may  be  a  shadow^  but  it  is  the  shadow 
of  a  gigantic  substance— it  is  reflected 
upon  you  from  the  largest  towns^from 
the  most  powerful  constituencies — from  the 
established  and  legitimate  Administration 
of  these  realms— the  shadow  is  the 
principle  of  justice,  the  substance  is  the 
determination  of  the  people. 

Mr.  Georg$  Young  was  of  opinion  that, 
tfaoogh  a  few  centuries  sinca,  municipal 
institutions  might  have   been  eiL^ewely 
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Whigs  or  Tories,  but  one  common  interest 
—namely,  that  of  providing  for  their 
municipal  wants,  a  circumstance  which, 
in  his  opinion,  would  go  far  to  do  away 
with  the  acrimonious  feelings  which  had 


beneficial  for  the  purpose  of  enabhng 
the  commonage  to  struggle  the  mere 
cffeclually  against  the  encroachments  of 
the  aristocracy,  the  machinery  of  which 
they  were  constituted  was  at  the  present 
period  of  rather  an  expensive  and  cum- 
brous nature,  and  not  very  well  adapted 
to  the  attainment  of  the  ends  proposed  by 
their  establishment.  Since,  however,  a  re- 
form had  been  introduced  into  the  English 
corporations,  the  reasons  advanced  for 
withholding  a  similar  reform  from  the  mu- 
-jj-»inal  towns  of  Ireland  should,  in  his 
es&^>  be  stronger  tl^^ji  ^^^'^^^^J'^Jl 
he  had  h*.fftf  advanced  m  the  course  of 
flfp  nrp^^f^ebate.  He  admitted  that 
^tJjrl  Jr^  difference  between  the 

st^oTs^cLrrn^fei-^  r'  ti  ;S 

?^^^  4r^^'^f2.^  -  mean! 
as  was  this  difference,  *t^!7-;^^^  i  j^l^ 

justified  the  enormous  length  c9^ 
hon.  Members  had  gone,  of  asserting 
no  single  town  in  Ireland  was  so  fit  for 
the  exercise  of  municipal  privileges  as  was 
the  very  least  of  those  English  towns  which 
were  included  in  the  schedules  of  the 
English  Municipal  Bill ;  that  Limerick,  in 
brief,  or  Dublin  was  not  so  well  qualified 
for  incorporation  as  Windsor.  He  con- 
ceived that  it  would  be  only  doing  an  act 
of  justice  to  grant  Municipal  Corporations 
to  Ireland.  For  44  years  Roman  Catholics 
had  been  eligible  for  corporate  offices,  and 
yet  up  to  the  present  moment  a  single 
Member  of  that  religion  had  not  been 
admitted  into  the  corporation  of  the  city 
of  Dublin.  In  the  year  1829  also  when 
the  Catholic  Relief  Bill  was  passed,  the 
14th  section  of  it  provided,  tnat  it  was 
lawful  for  Roman  Catholics  to  become 
Members  of  any  lay  body  corporate,  and 
to  vote  at  corporate  elections  upon  taking 
the  oath  prescribed,  but  yet  not  one  had 
been  admitted  to  the  corporation  to  which 
he  had  alluded.  And  now  that  the 
Roman  Catholics'  claim  could  no  longer 
be  resisted,  it  was  said,  ''  No,  rather  than 
•that  they  should  take  part  in  these  cor- 
porations we  shall  abolish  them.''  He 
would  say  that  that  was  in  the  highest 
degree  unjust  and  offensive,  ard  a  course 
at  which  the  people  of  Ireland  had  every 
right  to  feel  indignant.  He  advocated 
the  existence  of  corporations  in  IrelaD4 
upon  the  ground  also  that  they  wpuld  be 
the  means  of  bringing  together  the  inhabit- 
ants of  towns  to  consult  upon  those 
Bubjecta  in  which  they  could  have, 
whether  Frotestaati  or  Roman  CathoUcSi 


been  so  long  mixed  up  with  Irish  affairs 
For  these  reasons  he  would  vote  for  allowmg 
the  Bill  to  go  into  Committee,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  evince,  by  a 
decided  majority,  a  determination  on  the 
part  of  the  British  people  to  extend  to 
Ireland  the  advantages  of  municipal  go- 
vernment. 

Colonel  Perceval  observed,  that  the 
speech  which  had  just  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tynemouth  (who  spoke 
from  the  opposition  benches)  would  have 
better  graced  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
He  was  far  from  impugning  the  impartiality 
of  the  Speaker,  but  certainly  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  called  on  two  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  succession  who  had  taken 

^^^^  view  of  the  question  before  the 
th^^n^jm^i^fgmjieQt  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
House.     iW^nth  was,    not  that  there 
ber  for  Tynen!ilj|g^     between  the  con- 
was  not  a  vast  difieNlLl  the  condition  of 
dition  of  England  anu!})^icipal  Corpo- 
Ireland,  but  because  Mu\^ngland  and 
rations  had  been  given  to  ta^  Gentleman 
Scotland,   although  the  hon.  |^  he  was  for 
disapproved  of  corporations,  yet  yfid.  The 
forcing  them  on  the  people  of  lrela*itji  since 
hon.  Member  had  stated,  that  thoug   pman 
1793,   persons    professing    the    R^  pari 
Catholic  faith  might  legally  take  aW  yet 
in  municipal  Corporations  in  Irelandj^any 
that  they  had  not  been  admitted  to 
share    in  corporate  rights;  and  beca%ly 
the    corporations  had    been    exclusivi 
filled  with  Protestants,  therefore,  argu 
the  hon.   Gentleman,  it  would  be  Just  i 
deprive  the  monopolising  party  of  thei 
privileges,  and  hand  them  over   to   th 
opposite  party — ^a  party  whose  feelings  and 
intentions  were  represented  by  the  Catholic 
Associations.    He  could  not  understand 
the  justice  of  thus  taking  power  from  one 
party  to  give  to  an  opposing  one;  but  he 
believed   that  if  the  amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire was  carried,  by  which  corporations 
would  be  done  away  with,  as  it  was  impos- 
sible to  place  them  in  any  position  in 
which  no  predominant  party  would  prevail 
—justice  would  be  secured  to  all  parties. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln,  who  had 
indulged  in  poetic    flights — haid  Uiought 
fit  to  attack  the  course  which  had  been 
pursued  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  tha 
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Member   for    Tamwortb.      He  was  not 
about  to  defend  the  right  hon.  Baronet — 
a  single  sentence   from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  be    sufficient  to  put   an 
extinguisher  on  the  hon.  Member  oppo* 
site.  The  hon.  Gentleman  indulged  besides 
in  certain  prophetic  trances  respecting  the 
majority  which  would  support  the  Gentle- 
men of  his  (ColonelPercevalV)  side  of  the 
House  in  case  a  change  of  Administration 
should  take  place,  "  for/'  said  the  hon. 
Member,   "it  will  not  amount  to  half 
of  that  which  will  appear  for  Ministers  on 
the  present  question."  He  should  leave  the 
hon.  Member  to    enjoy  the  evident  self 
satisfaction  which  he  felt  in  those  poetic 
trances.  He  would  not  disturb  bis  imagin- 
ings.    But  the  hon.  Member  in  the  course 
of  his  speech  had  thought  fit  to  allude  to 
him,  as  having  been  a  Member  of  the  late 
Orange  Association.     He  thought  he  had 
a  right  to  complain  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  their  conduct  to  him  and  to  those 
other  persons  who  had  come  forward  in 
obedience  to  the  wishes  expressed  by  his 
Majesty ;    and    honestly,    unequivocally, 
and  without  mental  reservation,  or  equivo- 
cation, had  yielded  up  their  own  feelings, 
and  had  lain  the  association  at  the  feet  of 
their  Sovereign ;    and  had,  in  addition, 
recommended  others,  one  and  all,  over 
whom  they  might  be  supposed  to  possess 
some  influence,  to  follow  their  example. 
What  was  the  conduct  of  the  opposite 
party  on  the  occasion  ?    He  knew  well 
that  the  concession  of  the  Orange  body — 
and  their  ready  compliance  with  the  wishes 
of  the  King,  were  gall  and  wormwood  to  that 
party,  and  that  it  was  so,  was  proved  by  their 
consequent  proceedings.  The  press,  influ- 
enced by  the  Government,  and  by  those  who 
governed  the  Government  —  heaped    on 
their  conduct  the  vilest  taunts  and  insults ; 
and  to  sucb  a  pitcb  did  they  go,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  and  himself  bad 
felt  it  necessary  to  intimate  to  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  if 
such  a  line  of  conduct  was  continued,  the 
advantages  likely  to  arise  from  the  devoted* 
ness  of  the  Orangemen  to  their  Sovereign's 
will  would  be  set  aside.    The  noble  Lord 
assured  them  that  he  would  employ  his 
influence  to  have  an  end  put  to  the  evil 
complained  of.    He  did  not  doubt  that 
the    noble    Lord     had    performed    his 
promise  ;  for  in  a  few  days  a  change  took 
place  in  the  tone  of  the  press.     But  the 
intimation  that  the   press  received  was 
.giyen  in  laD|;uage  of  taunt  and  insula*-! 


that  it  was  much  better  that  nothing  should 
be  said  as  to  the  course  which  had  been 
pursued  by  the  Orange  body.     The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Home  Department, 
in  introducing  his  measure  on  Municipal 
Reform  in  Ireland,  had  complimented  the 
Irish  Members  belonging  to  the  Orange 
association  on  their  ready  compliance  with 
the  desire  expressed  by  the  King.    What 
course,  he  would  ask,  did  the  Government 
pursue    to    mark     their   sense    of  that 
conduct  ?    They  allowed  the  press  to  urge 
the  advantages  likely  to  arise  from  the 
establishment  of  the  association  projected 
by  the  hon.     Member  for  Kilkenny,  on 
the  excitable  minds  of  the  Irish  people. 
The  Government  had  been  so  over-scrupu- 
lous   in    their     impartiality    that    they 
would  not  permit  any  Orangeman  (before 
the   dissolution    of  that  body)  to    hold 
any  situation  in  Ireland.  That  Association 
had  been  established  for  none  but  loyal 
purposes — ^indeed  their  fault,  if  any,  was 
an  over  attachment  to  their  king  and  the 
institutions  of  their  country,  and  the  con- 
nexion between  the  two  countries ;  and  it 
was  for  their  unswerving  loyalty  and  their  ^ 
firm  adhesion  to  that  connexion,  that  they 
had  been  exposed  to  all  the  vituperation 
which  had  so  foully  assailed  them.     He 
perfectly  well  recollected  that  overtures 
were  made  some  years  ago  to  the  various 
Orange  institutions  to  prevail  on  them  to 
join  the  movement,  to  bring  about  a  repeal 
of  the  Union ;  and  it  was  their  refusal  to 
join  in  such  an  attempt  that  had  brought 
down  upon  them  all  this  obloquy.     Now, 
what  had  been  the  conduct  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Lord  Mulgrave  to  that  body  ?   His 
noble  Friend,  the  Member  for  Fermanagh, 
had  been  recommended  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor by  Lord  Headfort  (the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  the  county,)  for  the  commission 
of  the  peace  in  the  county  of  Cavan.    The 
answer  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  was,  that 
he  could  not  be  appointed  unless  he  gave 
a  pledge  that  he  did  not,  or  would  cease 
to  belong  to  the  Orange  body.      That 
might  be  all  very  right,  but  would  the 
House  call  it  impartial  justice,  that  the 
Government  should  give  its  sanction^  and 
encouragement  to  an  institution  in  the  heart 
of  Ireland,  in  the  city  of  Dublin,  having 
2,300  and  odd  members,  including  600 
chaplains;  and  should  select    from  that 
association,  avowedly  formed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  opposing    the  law  of  the  land, 
which  never  would  cease  till  tithes  were 
abolished — tiU  short  parliaments^  uoiver* 
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lal  luffrage,  ibe  vote  by  ballot,  were  esta- 
blifihedi  and  the  legiilative  union  repealed. 
Hod,  Member!  cried  no,  no,  be  said  yes, 
yet.  It  was  an  undisguised  fact;  and 
tvai  it  he,  repealed  impartial  justice, 
that  the  government  should  select  con- 
stableSi  magistrates,  registering  barristers  i 
najTy  for  its  confidential  advisers,  members 
of  this  association  pronounced  by  many 
able  lawyers  to  be  illegal?  He  asked, 
could  equal  justice  be  pretended  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  on  behalf  of  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  when  the  Orange- 
men of  that  country  having  dissolved  an 
association  to  which  they  were  ardently 
attached,  and  which  they  had  found  of 
the  greatest  service  in  1798?  It  was  a 
recommendation  to  any  public  office  in 
that  country  that  a  person  was  a  member 
of  the  General  Association  ;  while  Mr. 
Leigh,  on  a  mere  suspicion^  and  as  it 
turned  out,  a  false  suspicion  of  .being  an 
Orangeman,  was  declared  ineligible  to  fill 
the  office  of  high  sheriff  for  the  county  of 
Wexford.— He  had  other  grounds  of  com- 
plaint with  regard  to  that  county— his 
Excellency  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  had  been 
pleased  to  honour  it  with  a  visit  at  the 
end  of  August,  or  the  beginning  of  Septem* 
ber,  and  on  that  occasion  had  been  pleased 
to  exercise  a  degree  of  unconstitutional 
clemency — liberating  twenty-five  prisoners 
from  the  gaol.  This  was  not  all.  An  in- 
dividual whose  chief  recommendation,  he 
believed,  was  that  he  was  a  zealous  dis- 
ciple of  so-called  *' peaceful  agitation," 
had  been  appointed  to  the  commission  of 
the  peace;  when  the  recent  application 
waa  made  to  the  Lord*Lientenant  of  the 
cottDty  for  his  recommendation,  it  was 
refused-^and  the  appointment  was  re- 
monstrated against  on  the  ground  that 
tbe  iodividaal  was  not  in  that  station  in 
life  from  which  the  magistrates  of  the 
county  should  he  selected.  His  fatheri  a 
roost  respectable  man,  was  a  bleacher,  and 
be  had  do  property  in  the  county  to 
qualify  his  son  for  the  office.  But  the  ap- 
pointment must  be  made,  and  it  was  made. 
That  individual  had  made  himself  re- 
markable for  attending  those  meetings  by 
which  the  county  of  Sligo,  from  having 
been  six  months  ago,  the  most  peaceful 
and  tranquil,  had  now  become  a  disturbed 
and  agitated  district.  "  Pacificators"  had 
been  seilt  down,  death's  head  and  cross- 
bones  were  recommended  to  be  placed  at 
the  doors  of  rafraetory  electors.  He 
would  call  the  attentiOD  of  the  Hoaso  to  a 


passage  he  hkd  seen  attributed  to  the  hoA. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon  Browmt)  in 
a  liberal  paper,  called  the  CAdmpion, 
published  in  Sligo,  and  the  correctnesa  of 
which  thftt  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
dehied,  when  he  (Colonel  Perceval)  had 
shewn  it  to  him«  It  was  this :««»"  Mr.  D. 
Browne  said  he  would  adopt  Mr«  0*Oon*> 
nelPs  advice  of  placing  deaths'  heads  and 
cross-bones  at  the  doors  of  such  people  aa 
refused  to  register ;  and  he  further  added, 
if  they  were  visited  with  greater  afflictiona, 
let  them  bear  with  them<  He  concluded 
with  a  vote  of  thanks  to  O'Connell  and 
Lord  Mulgrave.  But  with  regard  to  the 
appointment  which  he  had  alluded  to-^Kif 
Mr.  Kelly — he  had  to  observe,  that  that 
gentleman  had  most  effectually  agitated 
since  he  had  been  called  to  the  commission 
of  the  peace,  and  a  rule  nisi  had  lately 
been  obtained  against  him  for  vitoperatire 
language  towards  the  assistant  barrister 
while  in  the  discharge  of  his  official  duties. 
Much  credit  had  been  given  to  the  late 
Attorney-General,  the  present  Master  of 
the  Rolls  in  Ireland,  for  his  impartiality 
and  firmness.  Now,  a  plausible  measure 
had  been  introduced  into  that  House  by 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  which,  ubder 
the  pretence  of  avoiding  suspicion,  it  wai 
provided  that  the  assistant  barrister  should 
not  preside  in  counties  within  the  circoite 
on  which  they  professionally  practised } 
and  this  plausible  arrangement  was  taken 
advantage  of  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
Mr.  Robinson  from  Carlow,  and  potting 
the  liberal  barrister,  Mr.  Moody,  in  hit 
place.  But  he  being  found  not  quite 
sharp  enough  in  doing  the  work  intended 
for  him — Mr.  Hudson  had  been  appointed 
in  his  stead.  Another  measure  confirming 
a  degree  of  patronage  not  unpalatable  to 
the  government  which  had  been  soggeatod 
by  the  present  Master  of  the  Rolls,  Mr* 
O'Loghlen,  was  the  appointment  of  thirty- 
two  crown  prosecutors  for  the  ae8sk)il'a« 
being  one  for  each  county.  A  gentleman 
named  O'Hara  had  been  appointed  for 
Sligo,  who  during  the  late  registriee^  took 
a  very  prominent  part  in  forcing  the 
people  to  the  sessions ;  and,  he  belieViedi 
in  many  other  counties  the  crolvn  ptoae* 
cutors  were  to  be  found  similarly  oecupied* 
Mr.  O'Hara  was  the  acknowledged  agent 
of  that  party  which  coerced  urifoftunate 
and  reluctant  tenants  to  come  forward  and 
register;  and  he  had  himself  aeen  feveml 
placards  which  had  been  taken  from  the 
doort  of  tenantat  wanung  thetb^  that  tf 
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Ibfej  did  not  ref  Uter  they  tnigbt  prepare 
Iheir  egfflllB.  He  hud  teen  witnesfeet  com" 
iog  upon  the  table  to  registeri  who  Btat«d 
Ibat  they  had  b«eii  forced  by  the  priests  (o 
come  on  the  tablei  but  that  thej  would  not 
'Vhurt  their  souls"  by  swearing  to  the 
qualifioationi  He  had  also  fr^queutly 
seen  the  prieets  prompting  and  making 
aigna  to  the  claimants  and  witnesses  When 
under  examination  on  oath — conduct 
which,  when  taxed  with  in  open  courti 
they  relaotantly  and  with  shame  admitted. 
These  facte  be  would  prove  before  aCom' 
mitlee  if  granted.  He  had  stated  enough 
to  show  tnat  the  Irish  government  were 
not  scrupulous  about  soliciting  to  611  the 
most  important  public  offices,  the  members 
of  an  association  which  the  King's  Prime 
Minister  had  unequivocally  condemned. 
He  believed  the  people  of  Ireland,  if  their 
opinions  could  be  fairly  and  without  inti- 
midation expressed  would  be  found  un* 
favourable  to  this  Bill*  He  had  himself 
last  Session  presented  a  petition  againsttt 
from  the  county  he  had  the  honour  to 
representi  though  some  of  the  parties  sign^ 
ing  it  had,  after  an  intimation  from  cer- 
tain quarters  signed  a  counter-petition.  He 
should  conscientiously  vote  for  the  motion 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  and  he  humbly  entreated  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  to  grant  a  Com- 
mittee to  enable  them  to  prove  the  several 
allegations  which  had  been  matle  by  the 
hon»  Members  for  Dublin,  Bandon,  and 
others,  against  the  Irish  government. 

Mr.  DiUon  Browne  begged  to  explain. 
He  should  not  have  intruded  himself  upon 
the  notice  of  the  House  but  for  the  remark 
which  had  fallen  from  thehon.and  gallant 
Member  forSligo,  who  had  certainly  quoted 
the  words  which  he  had  used  on  the 
Ooeasion  to  which  he  had  referred ;  but 
the  gallant  Officer  had  mistaken  the  ap- 
plication of  them.  He  had  applied  the 
words  in  speaking  of  thoae  persons  who 
would  receive  a  bribe.  He  had  said  that 
if  any  individual  could  be  base  enough  to 
receive  a  briboi  it  would  not  be  too  great 
a  punishment  to  such  a  person  to  have 
erosfe^booes  and  a  death's  head  marked  on 
his  doors.  He  thought  this  was  a  luffici- 
ettt  explanation  of  the  matter.  He  could 
nnderstaod,  however,  the  feeling  under 
which  the  charge  had  been  made ;  he  knew 
the  slight  tenure  on  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  held  his  teat  for  Sligo ; 
•nd  be  was  proud  to  say,  that  the  position 

ia  whieb  the  gallant  Officer  stood  was 


mainly  owing  to  hie  humble  exertions*  Of 
Mr.  O'Hara,  to  whom  allusion  had  been 
made,  he  must  say  he  had  known  that 
gentleman  all  his  life.  He  had  ever  known 
Mr.  O'Hara  to  be  a  most  intelligent  man} 
and  he  was  confident  that  in  any  act  of  his 
he  had  not  conducted  himself  in  a  manner 
inconsistent  with  his  public  duty. 

Viscount  Howich  said^  he  felt  that 
he  should  act  more  in  conformity  with 
the  general  wish  of  the  House  than  with 
the  practice  of  some  hon.  Membere, 
in  not  following  the  hon.  and  gallani 
Gentleman  opp03ite  with  respect  to  the 
questions  which  he  had  again  brought  on 
the  stage,  and  which  he  was  totally  without 
the  means  of  discussing*  And  even  at 
regarded  the  general  subject  before  ub**« 
the  question  of  whether  municipal  corpora** 
tions  should  be  established  in  Ireland  or 
not  (it  having  already  in  the  course  of  this 
and  the  preceding  Session  been  so  fully 
discussed) — the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Charlee  BuUer)  in  the 
able  and  eloquent  speech  in  which  he 
delighted  the  House  had  eo  completely,  ill 
his  opinion,  established  the  principle  on 
which  the  utility  of  such  corporations 
rested^  and  the  peculiar  application  of 
those  principles  to  society-^he  had  so  com* 
pletely  established  these  factsi  whilst  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  there  had  been 
such  an  absence  of  all  attempt  to  reply  to 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  that  he  held  it  to  be  Quite 
unnecessary  for  him  needlessly  to  prolong 
the  debate  by  going  into  a  discussion  of  the 
general  question.  He  deemed,  it  therefore^ 
wiser  to  confine  himself  to  this  one  point-*, 
a  point  which  had  given  to  this  debate  ft 
new  and  deeper  importance  than  it  before 
possessed  ;  he  meant  the  grounds  which 
had  been  put  forward  for  rejecting  the  Bill 
on  the  other  side,  in  consequence  of  its 
being  assumed  that  its  adoption  would 
cause  increased  danger  to  the  Established 
Church  of  Ireland.  He  would  not  inquire 
why  it  was,  that  during  the  last  Session 
this  argument  was  not  put  forwards  he 
would  not  stop  to  ask  why  it  had  happen- 
ed that,  except  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  theMemberfor  Cumberland 
(Sir  James  Graham),  he  did  not  recollect 
any  stress  or  weight  having  been  laid  upon 
that  argument.  Was  there  a  wish  on  the 
part  of  those  who  held  these  opinions  to 
excite  religious  dissensions,  and  to  create 
religious  prejudices  in  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  in  the  anticipation  of  the  ^vent 
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of  ia  general  election  ?  Was  it  for  this  that 
hon.  Members  were  prepared »  for  party 
pnrposesy  to  degrade  and  viiUfy  the  name 
of  religion?     He  said,  if  such  were  the 
▼lews   on    which  these  arguments    were 
brought  forward,  he  trusted  in  the  good 
sense  of  the  people  of  England  and  Scot- 
land to  defeat  the  views  of  those  by  whom 
this  attempt  was  made,  and  to  refuse  to 
mix  up  a  question  with  religion  which,  Brst 
and  last,  was  entirely  political.  He  trusted 
that  he  was  as  sincerely  attached  as  any 
man  could  be,  to  the  Protestant  religion ; 
he  was  as  anxious  as  any  man  could  be  to 
see  the  manifestation  of  that  religion  in 
this  country  and  Ireland ;  but  it  did  not 
follow  that,  because  he  was  anxious  for  the 
preservation  of  that  form  of  Christianity,  he 
should  therefore  refuse  to  other  men  the 
credit  of  being  equally  attached  to  their 
religion ;  or,  that  because  whilst  they  agreed 
with  him  generally  in  the  fundamentals 
they  differed  on  points  of  great  importance, 
he  should  for  these  reasons,  assume  that 
they  were  not  to  be  treated  as  equals  in  all 
the  privileges  of  freedom.     But,  Sir,  my 
noble  Friend    (Lord  Stanley)   last    night 
said,  that  the  object,  or,  if  not  the  object, 
the  tendency    of  this  measure   was   the 
destruction  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  ;   and  he  further  said,  how  can  his 
Majesty's  Government  persist  in  the  course 
which  they  are  pursuing,  seeing  they  are 
told  by  those  who  support  them,  and  who 
sit  behind  them,  that  the  certain  tendency 
of  this  measure  is  the  destruction  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  ?     and  his 
noble  Friend's  question  was,  "  How  can 
they  go  on,  burrowing  on  like  moles,  ig- 
norant of  the  tendency  of  their  own  mea* 
sure?**     He  had  been  too  many  years  in 
this  House  to  attach  much  value  to  that 
argument ;    but  he  was  surprised  to  hear 
that  argument  used  by  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Stanley).     When  he  was  sitting — 
be  wished  he  had  continued  with  us — yes, 
when  he  was  happily   sitting  with  us  on 
these  benches,  and  defending  the  Reform 
Bill,  that  argument  was  treated  with  all 
the  contempt  which  it  deserved.     When 
they  were  advocating  the  Reform  Bill,  he 
asked  his  noble  Friend  whether  they  were 
not  told  by  those  who  were  now  his  allies, 
that  it  would  lead  to  universal  suffrage  and 
theoverthrow  of  the  Constitution  ?     Was 
not  that,  he  asked,  the  language  of  those 
who  refused  to  grant  that  great  measure  ? 
But  certainly  his  recollection  was  much 
inistaken  if  the  noble  Lord  felt  any  diffi- 


culty in  receiving  the  support  of  those  who 
professed  to  go  much  farther.    There  wai 
no  lack  of  Gentlemen  who  were  ready  to 
take  up  the  Reform  Bill  on  that  ground ; 
and  he  thought  the  result  proved  that  both 
extremes  were  wrong ;  and  it  further  abow* 
ed  that  they  were  right  in  maintaining,  that 
the  Reform  Bill,  in  spite  of  these  sinister 
predictions,    was    calculated  to  maintain 
the  Constitution,  and  not  to  form  a  step- 
ping-stone to  universal  suffrage.    Could 
any  man  suppose,  that  if  they  had  refused 
to  carry  the  Reform  Bill  in  1830,  though 
they  might  now  be  sitting  with  a  constitu- 
tion, and  with  the  Members  for  Gatton  and 
Old  Sarum,  in  their  places  that  we  should 
not  have  a  revolution,  accompanied  by 
anarchy,  universal  suffrage,  and  a  military 
despotism  ?     But  he  was  convinced  that 
no  man  could  look  back  and  think  that  in 
such  case  they  should  still  have  a  House  of 
Commons  essentially  forming  a  part  of  the 
British  Constitution.     But  with  regard  to 
those  who  took  a  middle  course  between 
the  violence  of  contending  parties,  was  it 
to  be  maintained  that  they  were  the  tools 
of  one  party  or  the  other?     He  was  the 
more  surprised  to  hear  this  argument  used 
last  night,  because  it  was  resisted   most 
ably  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard,  who  said  he  would  not  consider 
his  aversion  to  the  Church  Establishment 
that  he  was  its  open  and  professed  enemy, 
and  that  being  so  it  was  not  that  he  trust- 
ed the  granting  of  the  Bill  would  remove 
those  objections  which  he  had  to  the  Es- 
tablishment, that  he  advocated  it.    What 
he  said  in  effect,  moreover,  was,  "and 
therefore    he    rejoiced  that    the  English 
Establishment  of  Ireland  had  this  addi* 
tional  odium,  of  being  an  obstacle  to  the 
attainment  of  civil  rights  and  privileges**' 
The  hon.  Member  said,  "  they  would  6nd, 
by  rejecting  the  Bill  on  theftounds  which 
had  been  put  forward,  you   would  show 
the  Irish  people  not  only  that  they  were  to 
have  no  national  endowment— that  they 
were  not  only  to  be  excluded  from  the 
advantages  of  a  national  endowment,  but 
they  also  taught  them,  that  to  bolster  up  the 
Church  Establishment,  they  were  deter- 
mined  to  shut  them  out  from  the  rights  of 
British    subiects."    He    appealed  to  the 
House  whetner  this  was  or  was  not  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard? 
And  this.  Sir,  brought  him  to  the  consider- 
ation   he    wished    more    particularly    to 
advert  to — ^he  meant  as  to  whether  the 
tendency  of  the  measure  ww  to  be  fatal  to 
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the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  or  not. 
If  it  waSy  let  him  ask  how  was  the  danger 
to  the  Establishment  to  arise  ?  They  did 
not  apprehend  a  display  of  actual  force — 
they  did  not  suppose  that  the  town  coun- 
eila-wtfold  take  up  arms  and  resist  the 
Ckofch  ?  No ;  hot  they  were  afraid  that, 
lonmuch  as  the  municipal  councils  would 
fave  the  power  of  discussion,  of  petition- 
ing the  Parliament,  -where,  as  representing 
the  wishes  and  feelings  of  the  great  body 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  towns  they  would 
wield  a  moral  force,  that  force  would  be 
added  to  their  enmity  to  the  Established 
Chnrch.  Did  those  Gentlemen  who  used 
the  argument  to  which  he  referred  consider 
what  it  was  that  they  really  assumed  ?  Did 
they  mean  to  tell  him  that  the  Church 
Establishment  of  Ireland  was  so  obnoxious 
to  the  whole  population  of  Ireland,  that  it 
was  so  hated  and  detested  by  the  great 
body  of  the  people,  that  any  increase  of 
their  pditical  power,  or  any  means  which 
might  be  afforded  them  of  increasing  that 
political  power,  would  contribute  to  the 
fall  of  the  Established  Church  ?  He  con- 
fessed if  that  was  what  was  meant  to  be 
iffiserted  by  the  strong  friends  of  the  Es. 
tablished  Church,  it  was,  from  those  who 
profess  to  support  it,  the  most  inconsistent 
argument  he  ever  heard  made  use  of.  But 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  a  denial  of  this 
Bill  ?  Was  it  possible  that  it  wo  Id  not 
be  what  was  last  night  hinted  at  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard?  Would  it 
not  be  felt  by  the  people  of  Ireland  that 
the  Church  Establishment  was  the  great 
obstacle  to  the  attainment  of  their  civil 
rights  ?  And  if  that  feeling  be  created, 
with  a  political  power  alluded  to,  did  they 
think  they  would  have  improved  their  po- 
sition by  the  refusal  to  grant  them  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  ?  But,  Sir,  there  was 
one  ground  upon  which  he  could  under* 
stand  the  character  of  this  argument. 
Perhaps  there  might  be  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  who  meant  to  put  forward 
this  position— that  if  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land were  ever  so  odious,  if  the  feelings  of 
the  people  were  against  the  Church,  and 
our  authority  as  hostile  as  it  might  be, 
tbe^  were,  nevertheless,  still  determined  to 
maintain  both  by  means  of  their  superior 
power  I  If  this,  he  said,  be  their  position 
— if  they  meant  to  say  that  they  knew  the 
Church  of  Ireland  was  odious,  that  for  the 
sake,  nevertheless,  of  maintaining  that 
Church,  and  on  account  of  it,  they  refused 
to  gnuit  Mnaicipal  Corporations,  and  thus 


defeat  that  system  of  Government  which 
they  necessarily  produced,  their  power  in 
Ireland  would  be  maintained  by  force  of 
arms — he  then  might  understand  their  ar« 
gument.  Then,  indeed,  he  should  say  they 
acted  consistently  by  striking  out  all  those 
clauses  that  gave  civil  privileges  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland;  he  said  that  they  were 
right  to  legislate  as  they  would  for  aliens, 
anxious  to  shake  off  the  yoke.  But  before 
they  came  to  this  question  of  policy^  let 
them  consider  all  it  involved  and  implied. 
Remember  they  would  have  not  the  volun- 
tary, but  the  forced,  obedience  of  the  peo« 
pie,  if  you  rest  your  Government  upon 
coercion  and  not  upon  the  affections  of  the 
people.  They  must  carry  out  a  principe 
to  the  greatest  extent,  what,  then,  have 
they  todo  ?  Had  they  not  recommenced  the 
very  struggle  they  had  in  the  case  of  Ca« 
tholic  Emancipation  ?  Yes,  the  very  pages 
might  be  transferred  from  The  Debates  of 
1829.  He  could  quote  from  that  work 
the  very  sentiments  which  were  then  utter- 
ed by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  If,  then,  he  said,  this  were  the 
same  struggle,  let  them  look  back  to  the 
period  he  referred  to,  because  it  afforded 
a  most  instructive  lesson  to  them.  He 
would  go  back  no  further  than  the  year 
1825,  when  it  would  be  remembered,  that 
a  Bill  for  emancipating  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics was  passed  by  this  House  and  sent  up 
to  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  where, 
unfortunately,  it  was  defeated  by  a  con- 
siderable majority,  led  on  by  those  who 
were  then  the  colleagues  in  office  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  opposite. 
Two  years  afterwards,  in  1827,  a  new  Par- 
liament was  assembled,  and  then,  for  the 
last  time,  this  House  divided  by  a  bare  ma- 
jority against  Catholic  Emancipation.  In 
the  following  year  the  decision  of  the  House 
was  reversed ;  but,  again,  a  majority  of 
the  other  House,  acting,  as  he  before  said, 
with  those  immediately  connected  in  office 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel), 
stopped  the  progress  of  improvement  and 
defeated  the  measure.  In  the  following 
year,  within  only  two  years  of  the  time 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  separated 
himself  from  the  Government  of  Mr.  Can- 
ning, lest  his  assumption  of  the  lead  in 
that  Government  should  give  some  remote 
assistance  to  the  advancement  of  Catholic 
Emancipation — within  two  years  from  that 
time  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  compelled 
himself  to  come  forward,  to  confess  that 
his  previous  policy  bad  been  wrong«-that 
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hii  former  oppoiitton  bid  been  unforta- 
iiate^^and  to  call  upon  thii  Houie  to  pasa 
a  meAStire  of  Roman  Catholic  Bmancipa- 
Hot)  I  Unwilltfig  at  he  was  to  detain  the 
House)  he  could  not  forbear  reading  a  few 
lines  from  one  particular  passage  of  the 
speech  made  b^  the  riffht  hon.  Baronet 
upon  that  occasion,  in  which  he  stated  hia 
reasons  fbr  proposing  a  measure  of  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  on  that  occasion  was  arguing  on 
precisely  the  same  question  as  that  which 
he  maintained  was  now  before  them  : 
namely, "  Could  they  or  could  they  not  carry 
on  the  Qovernment  of  Ireland  by  a  system 
of  coercion?  Could  they  or  could  they 
not  go  on  permanently  resisting  that  which 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  determined  to 
obtain  i"  And  theie  were  the  words  used 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet : — "  He  said 
they  would  then  be  commencing  a  Ootern- 
ment  with  nearly  the  whole  constituent 
and  representative  body  against  them,  and 
it  Would  be  practically  impossible  to  con- 
duct the  internal  Ooirernment  of  Ireland. 
Separated  as  that  country  necessarily  was 
from  England,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
tarry  on  an  internal  Gorernment  in  op- 
position to  the  feelings  of  the  representa- 
tive and  constituent  bodies.  There  would 
be  a  moral  influence  opposed  to  them 
which  would  render  it  hopeless  to  con- 
duct the  business  of  Qovernment." — 
Let  him  ask,  would  that  difficulty  be  di- 
minished now  ?  An  hon.  Member,  who 
last  night  sat  immediately  behind  the  right 
hon«  Baronet,  told  them  distinctly  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  were  daily  increasing  in 
wealth  and  influence,  and  that  in  a  very 
short  space  of  time  the]r  would  have  seventy 
or  eighty  representatives  in  the  House. 
Those  representatives  would  be  arrayed 
against  tbe  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite; 
because,  let  the  right  hon.  Baronet  re- 
member, that  this  question  of  Municipal 
Reform,  which  originally  only  interested 
the  cities  and  towns  of  Ireland,  had  been, 
in  consequence  of  the  course  taken  by  the 
Opposition,  a  question  deeply  interesting 
to  the  feelings  of  every  Roman  Catholic. 
His  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  stated 
last  night  distinctly,  "  it  was  because  they 
were  Roman  Catholics — it  was  not  beoauae 
they  were  Irishmen,  but  because  they  were 
Roman  Catholics,  and  because  being 
Roman  Catholica  they  would  be  opposed 
to  the  Established  Church,  that  he  refused 
to  grant  them  the  privileges  proposed  in 
this  BUI/'    Why,  these  were  prtoieely  the 


grounds  on  which,  for  so  many  years,  tha 
measure  of  Roman  Catholic  Emauoipatioa 
was  resisted ;  and  he  told  tbtm  Uiat  the 
diflicuUies  with  which  they  would  have  to 
contend  in  resisting  this  measure,  would 
be  of  precisely  the  same  character  aa  those 
with  which  they  had  to  contend  on  the 
question  of  Catholic  Emaocipatiooi  tttd 
by  which  they  were  ultimatefy  defeated. 
But  he  continued  his  quotation  froin  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon*  Baronet  in  1839. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  went  on  to  say : 
"Again,  then,  he  asked,  Sir,  what  was 
to  be  the  remedy?  Was  it  to  retrace 
our  steps  ?  He  would  warn  them  that, 
finding  the  powers  they  had  already  eon-* 
ferred  so  great  that  they  could  no  longer 
struggle  with  them,  they  should  be  cautious 
how  they  struggled  with  them;  Uiey  should 
be  cautious  how  they  trifled  with  them,  or 
encountered  a  collision  which  might  en* 
danger  the  welfare  of  the  State ;  fat  kt 
firmly  believed,  that  the  commencement 
of  a  system  recalling  civil  privileges  al«> 
ready  bestowed,  without  an  attempt  to 
settle  the  question,  and  a  declaration 
that  nothing  was  to  be  concededi  would 
be  attended  with  conaequencea  the  moet 
disastrous.  It  would  cause  a  re-aetfen 
which  would  of  necessity  lead  to  a  atmg^ 
gle;  and  that  struggle,  if  punued  to 
its  legitimate  consequences^  would  end 
in  a  result  little  short  of  tbe  re«ettadC- 
ment  of  the  penitl  laws.  But,  Sir»  oould 
the  penal  laws  be  applied  to  Ireland 
as  it  at  present  existed  ?  Reflect  upon  the 
diflicuUies  that  would  attend  suoh  a  prtH 
ject.  Could  they  force  back  the  great  spirit 
that  they  had  let  loose  by  lifting  the  aeal 
from  the  vessel,  and  inclose  bim  agtin 
within  his  narrow  limita?  Looking, 
therefore,  to  the  diflerent  conskiertttions 
which  bore  upon  the  subject,  he  woald 
ask  the  most  determined  enemy  to  con- 
cession, in  what  mode  the  internal 
government  of  Ireland  waa  to  be  con- 
ducted f*  This  was  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  in  1829.  Would  the 
difficulty  of  carrying  on  the  Government 
in  Ireland,  upon  the  principle  that  Catho- 
lics, as  Catholicsi  ought  to  be  denied 
the  advantagea  which  were  to  be  extended 
to  England,  be  less  now  than  they  were 
in  1829  ^  He  admitted  the  real  danger 
of  its  far  was  he  from  undervaluing 
the  importance  of  it  as  the  symptom 
of  a  disturbed  and  diseased  state  of 
society.  But  what,  he  asked  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  wastfais;  would  he  find  the  pceeent 


i 


in       [MmMpal  CorporatioM        {Fbb.  21}     (tuJ^Commt'^Adi.  DA.     Vk% 


AMOcifttioa  len  formidable  than  that  to 
whieh  ha  yialded  in  1 829 1    Waa  it  eaiicr 
now  to  defend  their  ground  when  they  had 
gitaik  up  every  commanding  position  that 
they  then  occupied  }  when  all  the  aidi  to 
reaiitetice  Ihet  then  ponessed  had  lince 
been  completely  abandoned  T     When  they 
hid  given  such  an  extensive  political  power 
to  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  was 
there  any  safety,  nay»  was  there  anything 
but   the   greatest    madness   in    abruptly 
paoiing  and  refusing  to  go  further?    In 
the  year  1825,  Mr.  Canning  said,  and 
although  he  had  not  then  the  honour  of  a 
seal  in  Parliament,  he  happened  to  be  pre- 
aetit  on  the  occalion,  and  had  the  pleasure 
of  hearing  him,  and  his  words  made  a 
great  impression  on  his  mind-^Mr.  Can- 
ning saia,  speaking  of  the  former  system 
of  Government,  '*  The  rack  was  a  horrible 
efigine,  but  a  beautiful  piece  of  mechanism 
•Mso  the  penal  laws  were  dreadful,    but 
admirably   adapted    to  the    purpose  for 
which  they  were  originally  intended  ;'*  and 
ho  went  on  to  show,  that  by  trampling 
down  and  brutalising  the  whole  people  of 
Ireland,  they  might  chance  to  carry  on  the 
Government  for  a  time,  but  that  the  very 
first  concession  that  was  made  would  carry 
with  it,  of  necessity^  all  those  other  con- 
ceseions  which  had    since  gradually  fol- 
lowed.      Unfortunately    the    right    hon. 
Baronet    would    not   take    the    warning 
which  Mr.  Canning  then  gave  him.     A 
few  evenings  ago,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
felt  it  necessary  to  enter  into  a  defence  of 
hia  change  of  opinion  upon  the  subject  of 
Catholic  Emancipation  in  1829.     But  he 
was  sure  that  those  by  whom  he  was  then 
most  condemned,  could  now  hardly  resist 
the  conviction,  that  in  1829  the  right  hon. 
Bafonet  acted  in  the  manner  that  best 
became  him.     He  made,  by  braving  the 
obloquy  then  heaped  upon  him,  by  having 
the  courage  to  remain  in  office  and  assist 
ID  extricating  the  country  from  the  diffi- 
culties into  which  he  himself  had  brought 
it,  the  best  amends  in  his  power  for  the 
fitlal  errors  of  his  former  political  career. 
But  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  were  right  in 
1829,  he  asked  him  was  he  right  in  1825 
and  1827  ?   He  imputed  no  motives  to  him 
for  his  change  of  opinion  in  1829.  He  was 
coDvinoed  that  he  was  sincerely  anxiods  to 
do  that  which  was  best.    It  was  reserved 
for  some  of  those  who  had  liow  joined  his 
ranks,  to  impute  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
titiworthv  motives  for  his  conduct*    He  did 
att  allade  to  the  right  boo,  BaxoDet,  the 


Member  for  Cumberlandf  but  to  some  o^ 
the  speeches  made  in  1829^  by  some  o^ 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  since  taken 
their  seats  on  the  same  side  of  the  tiouse 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  But  acquitting 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  of  anything  but  the 
most  conscientious  motives  in  his  conducti 
he  would  put  it  to  himself,  whether  he  was 
not  afflicted  in  the  years  1825  and  1827| 
most  fatally  for  his  country  and  most  un- 
fortunately for  his  character  as  a  prudent 
and  sagacious  statesman,  with  a  most  extra- 
ordinary blindness?  Did  not  Mr.  Canning, 
did  not  Lord  Plunkett,  and  many  other 
distinguished  persons,  the  associates  in 
office  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  describe 
to  him,  in  language  which  might  now  be 
quoted  as  a  correct  historical  description 
of  the  course  of  eventSi  although  it  was 
then  used  only  prophetically — did  they 
not  point  out  in  language  exactly  conform- 
able to  subsequent  occurrences,  the  cer* 
tain  and  obvious  tendency  of  the  course 
he  was  pursuing.  Did  they  not  repeat* 
edly  call  upon  him  to  saVf  whether  he 
could  permanently  maintain  the  line  of 
policy  he  had  adopted  ?  Did  they  not 
repeatedly  ask,  whether  it  was  possible  that 
the  existing  state  of  things  could  go  on 
from  year  to  year  without  at  least  coming 
to  a  fatal  result  ?  And  did  not  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  refuse  to  listen  to  their  warn- 
ing voices,  and  blindly  pei*severe  in  his 
mistaken  career,  until  at  length  the  fatal 
result  so  long  predicted  actually  arrived, 
and  which,  he  was  afraid,  did  not  verify  tlie 
assertion  made  by  bis  noble  Friend  last 
night,  that  they  would  *'  refuse  to  clamour 
what  they  had  denied  to  justice.''  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  in  1825  and  1827, 
made  use  of  very  much  the  same  language 
as  at  present  in  speaking  of  the  danger 
of  the  Association  in  Ireland,  of  the  dan- 
ger to  the  Established  Church,  of  the 
impossibility  of  placing  confidence  in 
giving  political  power  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics. And  why  was  it  that  he  at  last 
consented  to  give  them  power  ?  Was  it 
because  the  Association  had  been  less 
urgent  in  its  demands,  or  less  menacing 
in  its  attitude  ?  Was  it  because  the  Church 
waa  in  less  danger  ?  No ;  the  reasons 
were  those  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
himself,  that  the  means  of  further  carry, 
ing  on  the  struggle  had  altogether  failed 
him.  With  this  experience,  with  this  reason, 
with  this  dearly-purchased  experience 
before  them,  would  they  again  commit  the 
same  mistake  ?     Should  tbey  onoe  more 
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commit  themselves  to  a  system  of  Govern- 
ment to  which  the  great  body  of  the  Irish 
people  and  the  Irish  representatives  were, 
and  would  be,  the  determined  opponents  ? 
Would  the  Imperial  Parliament  once  more 
commit  itself  in  a  struggle  of  that  kind  ? 
Was  the  right  hon.  Baronet  now  prepared 
to  face  those  self-same  dangers  which  in 
the  year  1829  he  most  wisely  shrunk  from 
encountering;  or  would  he  again  come 
down  to  the  House  and  advise  us  to  retrace 
our  steps  ?  Having  denied  what  was  asked 
injustice,  would  he  tell  us  to  give  it  up  to 
clamour,  when  the  power  opposed  to  them 
no  longer  thanks  you  for  the  concession, 
but  boldly  tells  you  you  dare  not  refuse 
it?  He  asked  the  House,  whether  they 
were  prepared  to  risk  the  peace  of  the  coun- 
try, the  existence  of  the  empire,  upon  so 
desperate  a  chance  as  this?  Would  they 
embark  in  this  career  ?  If  not,  he  said,  let 
them  lose  no  time  in  adopting  those  mea- 
sures of  conciliation  which  the  present 
circumstances  require,  and  which  experi- 
ence told  them  could  not  be  permanently 
resisted.  They  had  already,  fatally  in 
his  opinion,  lost  the  best  and  the  wisest 
occasion  for  conceding  with  grace.  They 
had  unhappily  been  prevented  from  giv- 
ing to  Ireland  the  same  privileges  that 
had  been  extended  to  £ogland  and 
Scotland,  at  a  time  when  it  would  have 
been  considered  no  triumph  of  party,  at  a 
time  when  it  would  have  been  accepted 
by  the  Irish  people  as  a  free  and  voluntary 
gift  on  the  part  of  the  Imperial  Legislature. 
Already,  if  he  was  not  greatly  mistaken, 
the  effect  of  the  boon,  even  though  granted 
upon  the  instant,  would  be  infinitely  less 
than  if  it  had  been  yielded  in  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament.  With  all  their 
experience,  then,  of  the  fatal  effects  of  de- 
lay, would  they  again  be  guilty  of  the  error 
of  postponement,  and  throw  away,  perhaps 
for  ever,  the  only  chance  of  accomplishing 
a  satisfactory  adjustment  of  the  differences 
unhappily  existing  in  Ireland. 

Sir  Frederick  Pollock  had  never  ad- 
dressed the  House  on  this  important 
question,  and  he  trusted  he  should  be 
excused  if  he  stated,  as  shortly  as  he  could^ 
the  grounds  upon  which  he  meant  to  vote 
for  the  motion  of  his  noble  Friend,  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire.  Upon  the 
measure  before  the  House,  he  sincerely 
entertained  that  alarm  at  which  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  spoken  last  seemed  disposed 
to  sneer.  He  believed  that  the  Corpora- 
tions proposed  to  be  granted  to  Ireland, 


would  have  a  tendency  to  degrade  religion, 
and  he  thought  it  much  safer  for  the  Pro- 
testant Church  that  the  amendment  of  his 
noble  Friend  should  be  agreed  to,  than 
that  the  Bill  should  pass  into  a  law  in  its 
present  state.  An  hon.  Member  (he  be- 
lieved the  Member  for  Limerick)  had 
stated,  that  the  only  arguments  which  had 
been  adduced  from  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  were,  that  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions were  not  necessary,  and  might  be  in 
Ireland  mischievous.  But  even  those  were 
sufficient  to  justify  the  rejection  of  this 
Bill.  What  had  been  the  experience  of 
the  necessity  felt  in  this  country  for  Mu- 
nicipal Corporations  ?  The  House  would 
remember,  that  by  the  English  Municipal 
Act,  power  was  granted  to  his  Majesty  to 
g\ye  Corporations  to  towns  on  the  petition 
of  the  inhabitants,  and  yet  so  little  neces- 
sity for  Corporations  was  thought  to  exist, 
by  the  parties  most  interested,  that  there 
had  not  been  a  single  such  application  for 
charters  since  the  passing  of  the  Act. 
With  regard  to  Ireland,  he  contended  it  to 
be  obvious,  that  where  an  exclusive  system 
had  been  adopted  on  one  side,  the  proba- 
bility was,  that  an  exclusive  system  would 
be  adopted  by  the  other  side,  and  thus 
religious  differences  and  disputes  would 
be  exasperated.  His  view  of  the  question 
might  be  expressed  by  quoting  a  single 
sentence  from  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
a  few  days  ago,  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundalk,  on  another  subject.  The  sen- 
tence was,  **  I  will  not  pull  down  one 
monopoly  to  build  another  on  its  ruins." 
The  noble  Lord  who  had  spoken  last, 
had  said  that  the  argument  with  re- 
spect to  danger  to  be  apprehended  to 
the  ProtesUnt  Establishment  from  this 
measure  had  been  newly  raised  this  Ses- 
sion. Now,  he  thought  that  statement 
was  not  quite  correct,  for  he  well  remem- 
bered the  argument  was  raised  last  year 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire.  It  had  been  said,  that  these 
corporations  would  become  normal  schools 
for  peaceful  agitation.  From  such  peace- 
ful agitation  God  defend  the  nation !  He 
did  not  believe  that  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions were  so  much  desired  by  the  people 
of  Ireland  as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
wished  to  represent ;  and,  he  believed,  that 
many  of  the  large  towns  feared  both  the 
expense  and  the  agitation  which  the 
introduction  of  those  corporations  would 
entail  upon  them,    Should  they  over  bo 
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introduced  into  that  country,  he  believed 
it  would  turn  out  that  their  effect  would 
be  to  create  the  very  feeling  which  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  so  much  deprecated, 
and  to  give  that  feeling  a  force  which  it 
never  before  possessed.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  had  pro- 
claimed, like  the  eminent  philosopher  and 
mathematician  Archimedes,  It^  nrw  arv 
Kat  ri)f  7«|y  xtma-cj ;  the  vov  arv  was  to  be 
the  institution  of  Municipal  Corporations 
as  schools  of  agitation,  and  with  these 
he  was  to  shake  the  foundations  of  the 
Church  which  the  Association  had  avowed 
it  would  destroy.  He  had  the  greatest 
respect  for  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  he 
must  protest  against  the  doctrine,  that  be- 
cause some  hon.  Gentlemen  objected  to 
the  establishment  of  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions on  the  plan  proposed  by  other  hon. 
Gentlemen,  that  therefore  any  insult  or 
disrespect  was  intended  or  offered  to  the 
Irish  people*  All  that  his  noble  Friend 
had  proposed  was,  that  the  towns  of  Ire- 
land should  be  governed  in  the  same  way 
as  Lambeth,  or  Westminster,  or  Maryle. 
bone,  or  Manchester,  or  Birmingham  was, 
and  that  could  be  no  insult  to  the  Irish 
people  since  it  was  already  the  case  on 
this  side  of  the  channel.  Whatever  ad- 
vantages hon.  Gentlemen  might  anticipate 
from  the  proposed  new  corporations,  he 
hoped  the  providence  of  God  would  pro- 
tect them  from  ever  coming  to  that  point, 
when  they  might  be  compelled  to  think 
whether  even  those  advantages  had  not 
been  purchased  at  too  dear  a  price. 

Mr.  Roebuck :  I  am  happy  to  rise  after 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  spoken 
more  immediately  to  the  question  before 
the  House.  There  is  something  very  dif- 
ficult to  grapple  with  in  the  sort  of  argu- 
ments which  were  yesterday  used,  which 
were  drawn  from  isolated  cases,  not  with 
reference  to  the  general  question  of  Mu- 
nicipal Corporations  for  Ireland,  but 
regarding  only  certain  proceedings  re- 
specting Mr.  Cassidy  or  Mr.  Fogarty.  I  be- 
lieve that  we  have  here  met  to  deter- 
mine whether  the  population  of  Ireland 
should  have  a  municipal  system  for  the 
government  of  their  own  internal  affairs, 
without  rendering  it  necessary  to  dwell  on 
the  proceedings  of  certain  Orange  Lodges, 
or  on  the  registration  of  Sligo,  or  any 
petty  grievance  as  to  the  executive  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland.  Supposing  that  the 
Executive  Government  of  Ireland  is  un- 
worthy of  the  confidence  of  the  House,  1 


that  an  argument,  or  would  it  operate  as 
a  sufficient  reason  with  the  Representa- 
tives of  England  and  Scotland  to  refuse 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  the  means  of  ob- 
taining a  system  of  self-government  which 
is  found  so  efficient  in  its  operation  in 
England  and  Scotland?  My  object,  at 
present,  is  to  state  as  briefly  and  clearly 
as  I  am  able  the  grounds  of  my  assent  to 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  and,  if 
possible,  to  answer  some  of  the  objections 
which  I  have  heard  urged  to  the  policy  as 
well  as  justice  of  the  measure  contemplated 
by  his  Majesty's  Government.  It  has 
been  admitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Member  for  Tam worth,  that 
there  is  a  strong  |3nma/acie  case  in  favour 
of  this  Bill,  and  he  has  acknowledged 
that  on  those  who  oppose  it  devolves  the 
necessity  of  proving,  by  special  reasons 
and  peculiar  circumstances,  the  wisdom  of 
denying  to  the  Irish  people  those  rights 
which  by  this  Bill  we  seek  to  confer  on 
them;  and  my  immediate  purpose  is  to 
show  how  feeble  to  this  ena  are  the  cir- 
cumstances stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, how  inconclusive  is  the  argument- 
ation by  which  he  has  attempted  to  sup- 
port his  proposition.  Before  I  proceed, 
however,  to  this  attempt  at  refutation,  it 
is  necessary  for  me  to  learn  why  it  is  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  thinks  that  there  is 
a  prima  facie  case  in  favour  of  the  measure 
by  which  we  propose  to  confer  municipal 
rights  on  the  people  of  Ireland.  It  seems, 
as  far  as  I  am  able  to  ascertain  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  he  believes, 
that  as  Ireland  and  England  are  now  one 
nation,  and  under  one  government,  and  as 
we  have  seen  reason  to  give  to  the  people  of 
England  municipal  governments,  that 
there  is  a  presumption  at  once  io  favour 
of  extending  the  same  measure  to  Ireland. 
I  desire,  however,  to  go  one  step  farther 
into  this  inquiry.  I  wish  to  know,  why  it 
is  thought  necessary  to  confer  these  rights 
on  the  people  of  England,  for  when  we 
have  clearly  ascertained  the  nature  of  the 
necessity  for  creating  municipalities  in 
England,  we  shall  be  better  prepared  to 
determine  whether  there  be  any  difference 
in  the  two  cases  of  England  and  Ireland, 
and  whether  the  necessity  which  is  so 
potent  in  our  case  exists  m  Ireland,  and 
whether  there  be  anything  in  the  peculiar 
condition  of  the  latter  country  to  counter- 
balance the  need  which  is  found  to  be 
similar  in  both  countries.  Now,  I  suppose 
it  will  be  allowed  that  the  principle  on 
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which  we  granted  moDioipal  governments 
to  England  was  this,  vis.,  aU  oommonities 
of  men  in  towns  have,  from  the  very  fact 
of  their  neighbourhood  and  society,  cer- 
tain interests  and  concerns  peculiarly  ther 
own — interests  which  they  have  special 
reason  to  watch  over  with  care,  and  to 
guard  and  forward  with  prudence  and 
assiduity.  While  these  societies  have 
these  peculiar  or  local  interests,  they  have 
also  general  interests — that  is,  interests 
which  are  general  to  the  greater  com- 
munity of  the  nation.  Now,  here  in 
England,  we  have  determined,  that  while 
the  general  government  watches  over  the 
more  wide  or  general  interests  of  all,  the 
neighbourhoods  which  have  local  interests 
shall  watch  over  and  protect  these  more 
narrow  and  peculiar  matters  of  concern. 
Just  in  the  same  manner  we  have  also 
determined,  that  each  individual  has  mat- 
ters and  interests  peculiar  to  himself  and 
family,  which  are  left  to  his  own  individual 
government.  Thus,  then,  in  England  and 
Scotland,  we  have  divided  every  man's 
interests  into  three  separate  classes — per- 
sonal or  individual;  local,  or  those  of 
his  peculiar  neighbourhood ;  and  thirdly, 
general  or  national.  The  first  set  are 
under  his  own  immediate  and  singular 
control;  the  second  he  governs  in 
conjunction  with  his  neighbours ;  the  third 
he  superintends  in  common  with  the  whole 
nation.  Such  is  the  view  we  have  taken 
with  regard  to  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland,  and  such,  at  first  sight,  every 
one  must  allow  we  should  naturally  take 
with  regard  to  the  people  of  Ireland.  In 
Ireland,  as  in  England,  every  man  has 
personal,  has  local,  has  national  interests ; 
and  at  the  first  glance,  we  should  be 
inclined  to  believe  that  we  should  in  Ire- 
land, as  we  have  already  done  in  England 
— establish  personal,  local,  and  national 
rights.  In  Ireland  (confining  myself  to 
the  second  class,  viz.,  local  or  municipal 
rights)  it  is  undeniable  that  there  are  pre- 
cisely the  same  circumstances  of  a  local 
nature  which  have  in  England  induced  us 
to  grant  municipal  rights  to  the  localities 
in  which  these  peculiar  neighbourhood 
interests  exist.  No  one  who  has  the 
slightest  knowledge  of  the  circumstances 
out  of  which  municipal  government  has 
arisen  will  deny  this.  The  necessity  is  in- 
herent ;  it  arises  the  moment  men  asso- 
ciate ;  and  the  matter  we  have  to  discuss 
is  this  :  why  we  should  travel  out  of  the 
ordinary  puth  of  government  in  the  oase 


of  Ireland.  Why  depart  fiodi  a  mla  in 
their  case,  which  long  experience  has 
taught  OS  to  be  the  wisest  one  in  the  case 
of  all  other  people,  vis.,  to  tmat  to  ereiy 
man  the  gnardianshipof  hisownconcenM, 
because  his  interest  in  those  concema  is 
closer  and  more  potent  than  any  other 
man's?  The  case  of  a  neighbourhood  is 
the  same ;  and  what,  I  ask,  are  those  pe- 
culiar and  remarkable  circumstances  which 
belong  to  Ireland,  and  would  or  ought  to 
induce  us  to  take  the  charge  of  local 
aflfairs  out  of  the  neighbourhood's  power, 
and  place  it  in  some  other  and  extraneous 
hands  ?  We  now  come  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  reasons— or  rather  reason,  for 
it  is  but  one;  and  I  beg  the  serious  atten* 
tion  of  the  House,  and  the  coantrvt  to 
the  argument  which  he  has  adduced  for 
this  marked  and  extraordinary  deviatioti 
from  the  common  experience  of  mankind  : 
*'  I  believe,"  says  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, "  the  existence  of  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations, which  admit  all  sects  and  deno- 
minations as  members,  to  be  fatal  to  the 
existence  of  the  Irish  Church.  Irish  Cof^ 
porations  have  hitherto  been  exeluMveaad 
Protestant-^if  yon  allow  them  to  be  open 
to  all,  you  will  destroy  the  Protestant 
Establishment ;  and  I  therefore  call  upon 
the  House  of  Commons,  without  further 
argument,  to  refuse  to  the  Irish  poi^Ie 
municipal  government.*'  It  'n  evident^ 
that  in  England  and  Scotland  we  have 
found,  that  for  the  good  government  of 
the  country,  these  municipal  governments 
were  needed — needed,  be  it  remembered!, 
in  consequence  of  oircumstanoes  common 
to  Great  Britain,  and  to  Ireland.  There- 
fore, for  the  really  good  government  of 
Irelsnd,  the  same  machinery  is  reqoistte ; 
but  it  seems  there  is  something  in  Ireland 
of  far  more  import  than  good  government, 
and  that  thing  thus  exalted,  above  ail 
that  we  have  hitherto  thought  of  para* 
mount  importance,  is  the  existence  of  an 
exclusive  monopoly  corporation,  called  the 
Protestant  Church  Establishment  of  lie- 
land.  Before  I  proceed,  as  I  shall  dirsetly 
do,  to  inquire  whether  this  establishment 
be  really  deserving  of  this  exalted  station 
•-whether  providing  good  government,  in 
short,  is  not  a  far  letter  thing  than  main- 
taining a  set  of  domineering  priests  in  idle- 
ness— before  I  do  this,  I  would  first  inqoire 
into  theexact  truth  and  valueof  the  assertion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  asser- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  that 
the  Mnoicipal  Corporations  would  prove 
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htti  to  the  Established  Churcli.  Now, 
what  was  and  is  intended  b^  this  state- 
ment ?  'What  is  its  precise  signification  ? 
Does  it  mean  what  the  words  really  im- 

Krt-**that  the  religion  of  the  Irish  Estab- 
bed  Chnrch  would  be  in  danger ;  or 
that  the  Church,  viz.,  the  congregations, 
would  come  to  harm  in  consequence  of 
good  mnnicipal  institutions?  Suppose  we 
take  the  first  hypothesis — suppose  we 
inquire  into  the  assertion,  that  religion 
would  be  in  danger.  My  first  question 
is,  why  would  it  be  in  danger  ?  Religion 
being  in  danger,  in  this  case,  I  imagine  to 
mean,  that  the  Protestants  would  be  likely 
to  change  their  religion — and  here,  then, 
comes  the  inquiry,  why  they  would  be 
more  likely  to  change  their  religion  under 
good  than  under  bad  or  indifferent  insti- 
tutions? I  can  find  but  one  answer  to 
this  question — the  clergy  would  be  un- 
paid. The  Corporations,  it  is  said,  would 
lead,  in  some  way  not  specified,  to  the 
non-payment,  in  any  shape,  by  the  state 
of  the  rrotestant  clergy — and  thereupon 
(thns  I  suppose  the  argument  runs)  the 
parsons  cease  to  preach,  and  then  the 
|)eople  cease  to  believe.  Now,  there  are 
some  strange  things  suggested  by  this  train 
of  reasoning.  First,  it  is  assumed  that 
Protestant  parsons  will  not  preach  without 
state  pay.  Next  it  is  assumed,  that  Pro- 
testant congregations  will  lose  their  reli- 
gion, if  parsons  not  having  state  pay 
desert  them :  and  thus  religion  is  made 
dependent  upon  monev,  and  nothing  else. 
I  feel  a. great  difficulty  in  assenting  to 
this  statement.  I  thought  that  Protestants 
were  accustomed  to  think  their  religion 
the  true  one;  one  which  had,  io  its  time, 
been  opposed  to  a  powerful  state  church, 
and  bad,  in  many  parts  of  the  world,  by 
its  own  inherent  truth,  conquered  its  op- 
ponents ;  but  here  we  see  the  professors 
of  this  religion,  which  is  said  to  be  based 
on  the  right  of  private  judgment,  and  self- 
supporting  truth,  openly  avowing  that  Pro- 
testantism will  die  out,  if  not  fed  like  a 
pauper  by  the  state.  It  should,  moreover, 
be  recollected,  that  the  Catholic  religion 
has»  in  Ireland,  no  state  pay  ;  it  is,  never- 
theless, believed,  that  although  wholly 
voluntary  and  unpaid,  it  will  be  too 
strong  for  Protestantism  if  they  are 
both  left  to  depend  upon  their  own 
unaided  strength  and  truth.  This  speaks 
not  well  for  the  faith  of  those  who  use 
the  atgoment.  They  must  have  but  a  poor 
opinion  of  the  force  of  the  truthi  or  they 


must  believe  that  they  ought  to  donbt 
their  own  faith.  But  it  may  be  said,  that 
I  am  not  putting  the  right  case — that  it 
is  not  the  religion  of  the  congregations 
that  is  in  danger,  but  the  congregations 
themselves.  The  dread  is  not  that  the 
people  are  likely  to  lose  their  faith,  but 
that  ihev  will  lose  their  lives.  Now, 
really,  if  this  be  intended,  it  is  a  great 
pity  that  it  had  not  been  plainly  and 
openly  said  ;  and  what  is  it  that  is  said 
by  this — why,  that  if  you  allow  the  large 
majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland  to  regu* 
late  their  own  municipal  affairs,  the  first 
thiug  they  will  proceed  to  effect  is  the 
murder  of*^  all  the  Protestants.  Can  any 
thing  be  so  wild,  so  outrageous,  so  tho- 
roughly contemptible,  as  such  an  argu- 
ment ;  because  you  allow  the  Irish  to  re- 
gulate the  lighting,  watching,  and  paving, 
of  their  towns,  to  determine  how  the  rub- 
bish shall  be  carried  away,  how  the  pick- 
pockets shall  be  guarded  against,  and  so 
on,  the  Catholics  will  incontinently  pro- 
ceed to  cut  the  throats  of  the  Protestants. 
Such  and  no  other  is  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  this  hypothesis 
be  the  correct  one*  But  no,  it  may  be 
said  that  you  have  again  misconceived 
the  argument.  What  is  meant  by  the 
Church  being  in  danger,  is,  that  par- 
sons will  not  be  paid — the  Church  Estab- 
lishment will  be  in  no  danger.  Again  I 
say,  if  this  be  the  real  meaning  of  the 
argument,  it  is  a  great  pity  that  it  was 
not  openly  and  precisely  stated,  for  there 
is  much  undesirable  confusion  and  ambi- 
guity created  by  this  species  of  talk. 
When  you  cry  out  "  the  Church  is  in 
danger,"  the  minds  of  the  people  turn  to 
the  religion  of  the  people,  they  Fancy  that 
their  religion  is  in  danger — and,  as  religion 
is  held  in  high'  estimation,  the  alarm  at 
such  a  portentous  cry  is  proportionate 
to  the  interest  felt.  But  it  seems  it  is 
not  the  religion,  but  the  private,  and  per- 
sonal, and  pecuniary  interest  of  the  par- 
sons of  the  state  Church.  I  may  here  be 
permitted  to  remark  that  the  Church,  in 
this  sense,  is  just  in  as  great  danger  as  it 
can  be— a  danger  not  to  be  increased  by 
any  change  in  the  Municipal  Corpora^ 
tions  of  Ireland.  The  majority  of  the 
people  at  this  moment  object  to  pay  the 
state  Church  parsons,  from  whom  they  de- 
rive no  spiritual  benefit.  The  question  is 
wholly  unconnected  with^  and  independent 
of,  the  question  of  Municipal  Govern- 
roent:   deny  or  grant  the  reform  in  the 
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Corporations,  the  question  respecting  the 
State  Church  must  again  recus,  and  must 
be  settled.  You  do  not  hasten,  you  do 
not  retard,  the  fate  of  the  State  Church 
Establishment,  by  anything  you  do  in  the 
present  matter.  The  fate  of  the  compul- 
sory principle  is  really  settled,  the  doom  of 
forced  payments  is  sealed.  Do  what  you 
will — insult,  injure,  thwart  the  wish  of  the 
people  in  this  matter  as  much  as  you  may 
•—the  great  question  of  religious  freedom 
will  haunt  you  night  and  day.  In  Eng- 
land, in  Ireland,  in  Scotland,  the  same 
question  is  mooted,  and  your  paltry  oppo- 
sition to  the  present  Bill,  will  in  no  way 
influence  the  fate  of  that  important  sub- 
ject. It  may  be  thought  shrewd  policy 
to  bind  the  two  questions  together ;  but 
to  me  it  appears  that  a  more  fatal  course, 
for  the  very  interests  which  you  seek  to 
defend,  could  not  have  been  suggested. 
You  here  plainly  tell  the  Irish  people  that 
the  existence  of  the  State  Church  Estab- 
lishment is  incompatible  with  good  Go- 
vernment ;  and  you  bring  this  question  at 
once,  in  all  its  nakedness,  before  the  peo- 
ple. We  have  settled,  say  yon,  that  what 
you  believe  requisite  for  good  Govern- 
ment, ahd  that  which  we  call  the  Irish 
Church,  cannot  exist  together.  You  must 
determine,  therefore,  which  you  will 
choose.  Will  you  have  all  the  advantages 
to  be  derived  from  municipal  institutions 
— advantages  which  we  allow  to  be  de- 
rived from  them  in  England — for  the  sup. 
fosed  benefits  conferred  on  you  by  the 
rish  Church  Establishment.  We  know 
that  you  are  already  inimical  to  this  Es- 
tablishment— we  know  that  you  aver  that 
it  has  ever  stood  in  the  way  of  peace  and 
good  government  in  Ireland — and  we 
here  again,  in  spite  of  your  precon- 
ceived feelings,  call  upon  you  to  remain 
quiet  and  submit  to  this  outrageous  insult 
-—to  this  great  and  extraordinary  injury, 
because  you  are  to  be  blessed  by  the  exis- 
tence of  a  corporation  of  priests,  to  which 
you  have  so  often  manifested  an  uncon- 
querable disgust.  Oh,  Sir,  this  is  wise 
policy ! — this  is  excellent  statesmanship ! 
—and  be  it  remembered  that  it  has  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  Member  for  Tamworth.  The 
truth  upon  this  matter  has  at  length  been 
openly  told  to  the  Irish  people ;  and  the 
Tory  party — and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— in  England,  is  now  allied  to  the 
bigot  Orangeman  of  Ireland.  There  is  to 
be,  there  can  be,  no  further  disguise  in 


the  matter.  The  people  of  Ireland  now 
know  that  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
they  need  expect  no  hope  of  peace ;  and 
they  must  bear  steadily  in  mind  that  per- 
secution  will  follow  his  dominion  in  Ire- 
land. He  has  thrown  off  the  mask.  He 
is  a  mere  tool  of  the  Orange  party.  He 
shouts  as  they  shout ;  and  to  obtam  their 
support,  he  is  now  fast  sworn  to  uphold 
in  all  her  rampant  prodigality  of  mischief, 
the  harlot  Church  Establishment  of  Ire- 
land. It  may,  however,  be  worth  the 
trouble  of  inquiring  in  what  way  the 
Establishment  of  municipal  rights  win 
lead  to  the  destruction,  as  it  is  called,  of 
the  State  Church  of  Ireland.  Do  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  really  know 
what  are  the  rights  we  seek  to  confer  by 
this  Bill  1  and  have  they  ever  asked  them- 
selves seriously  this  question — in  what 
way  can  these  rights  do  mischief?  I 
should,  for  my  own  part,  feel  especially 
obliged  to  any  one  who  will  point  out  to 
me,  in  what  the  power  of  appointing 
constables,  the  power  of  regulating  the 
paving  and  lighting  these  towns,  of  con- 
veying water  to  the  houses,  and  maintain- 
ing peace  in  the  streets,  is  to  affect  the 
stability  of  the  archbishops,  bishops, 
priests,  deacons,  &c.,  of  the  Irish  Estab- 
lished Church.  If  we  confine  ourselves 
to  vague  generalities,  we  may  terrify  and 
confuse  both  ourselves  and  others.  But 
when  we  reduce  the  question  to  a  specific 
state — when  we  know  what  are  the  powers 
to  be  granted — when  we  know  the  husU 
ness  and  end  of  Municipal  Government — 
we  shall  quickly  see  through,  and  properly 
appreciate,  the  value  of  all  this  pompous 
and  inane  declamation  respecting  the  dan- 
gers of  the  Church.  Party  men  may  blind 
themselves  by  this  wild  jargon;  but  the 
world  will  soon  contemn  them  and  their 
talk.  I  cannot  leave  this  part  of  the 
question  without  congratulating  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Cumber- 
land, upon  the  part  he  has  played  in  this 
great  matter.  Some  men,  it  is  said,  like 
mischief  for  mischief's  sake;  but  he,  I 
am  sure,  is  far  too  devout  to  desire,  and 
far  too  shrewd  to  be  content  with,  mere 
mischief  as  his  sole  reward.  Yet  ain  I 
puzzled  to  discover  what  other  object  he 
could  possibly  have  in  view,  when  ne  con- 
ceived his  argumentation  in  opposition  to 
the  present  measure,  and  successfully  con« 
trived  to  add  another  element  of  discord 
to  the  already  too  turbulent  compound  of 
Irish  politics.    The  right  hon.  Member 
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for  Tamworth  contented  himself  with 
stirring  up  to  the  utmost  of  his  ability 
religious  strife  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Cumberland  endeavours,  ac- 
cording to  the  measure  of  his  ability,  to 
set  the  poor  in  hostility  to  the  rich.  The 
one  Gentleman  made  the  question  depend 
upon  sectarian  difference;  the  other  on 
the  distinction  between  rich  and  poor. 
Ireland  cannot  have  a  good  Government^ 
says  one,  because  the  majority  are  Catho- 
lics. Ireland  cannot  have  a  good  Go- 
vernment, says  the  other,  because  the 
Catholics  are  poor.  One  bands  the  Pro- 
testant against  the  Catholic — the  other 
incites  the  poor  against  the  rich.  Had  any 
one  not  Conservative  done  this,  how  soon 
woald  the  destructive  qualities  of  these 
arguments  been  displayed  to  this  House. 
In  the  one  case,  we  should  have  been 
shown  to  be  the  enemies  of  religion — in 
the  other,  we  should  have  been  proved 
hostile  to  property ;  and  loud  and  vehe- 
ment would  have  been  the  denunciations 
poured  out  against  us  for  disturbing,  by 
such  wild  and  dangerous  doctrines^  the 
peace  of  that  much-injured  people.  For 
just  in  the  same  way  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Tamworth  has  endeavoured  to 
show  that  good  government  and  the  Pro- 
testant religion,  cannot  co-exist  in  Ire- 
land; so  does  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Cumberland  seek  to  prove,  that  property 
and  good  Government  must  also  be  sworn 
enemies.  I  cannot  but  admire  the  be- 
nignant inspiration  in  obedience  to  which 
they  both  have  laboured  on  this  memo- 
rable occasion.  There  is  one  argument 
on  this  subject,  however,  which  deserves 
some  consideration.  It  runs  through  the 
speeches  of  most  of  those  who  oppose  the 
present  measure,  is  constantly  influencing 
opinions,  though  it  is  never  very  definitely 
or  distinctly  stated.  It  is  thought,  that 
as  the  community  is  divided  into  two 
separate,  and,  to  a  certain  extent,  hostile^ 
religious  sects,  the  one  party  will  always 
seek  to  oppress  the  other.  The  majority 
of  the  people  being  Catholics,  the  moment 
that  you  give  power  to  the  community 
generally,  you  m  reality  give  it  to  the 
Catholics;  and  as  the  rule  has  hitherto 
been  for  the  party  in  power  to  persecute, 
it  is  believed  that  now  that  the  Catholics 
are  about  to  have  power,  it  is  about  to  be 
the  turn  of  the  Protestants  to  suffer  what 
they  have  so  long  inflicted,  viz.,  persecu- 
tion. And  hereupon  a  great  outcry  is 
raised  by  those  wlio  side  exclusively  with 
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the  hitherto  persecuting  Protestants,  and 
a  proposal  is  brought  forward,  now  that 
the  Protestants  can  no  longer  maintaia 
their  former  supremacy,  to  take  power 
from  both  parties ;  and  give  up  for  ever 
after  the  pleasures  of  persecution.     The 
case  then  stands  thus;  hitherto  the  mi- 
nority have  been  in  power,  and  have  per- 
secuted the  majority ;  it  is  now  proposed 
to  give  power  to  the  majority,  and   our 
opponents  immediately  conclude  that  the 
majority  will  now  persecute  the  minority. 
We  should  remember,  in  the  first  place, 
that  this  objection,  if  admitted,  is  fatal  to 
all    representative    Government.     Some- 
body must  govern,  and  the  real  question 
at  issue  in  all  such  cases  is,  whether  the 
majority  or  minority  shall  govern.     Hi- 
therto,   in    Ireland,    the    minority    have 
governed,  and  they  have  persecuted ;  we 
now  seek  to  give  the  power  of  governing 
their  local  affairs  to  the  people  at  large, 
and  I  see  no  reason  to  anticipate  any  per- 
secution on  the  part  of  the  majority.     It 
should  always  be  borne  in  mind,  that  the 
position  of  a  minority  and  majority  are 
essentially  different.    The  mere  necessity 
of  self-defence,  the  desire  for  gain,  all 
induce  tyranny  on  the  part  of  a  few  pos- 
sessed of  power.     Now  the  interests  of 
the  majority,  for  the  most  part,  coincide 
with  the  interests  of  the  community,  and, 
being  the  larger  number,  fear  does  not 
drive  them  to  harsh  conduct.     But  let  us 
inquire  how  the  majority  can  persecute  in 
this  case.     You  say  they  will  persecute, 
because  they  are  Catholics — that  they  will 
persecute  the  Protestants.     Now,  1  ask 
in  what  manner?     Have  hon.  Gentlemen 
inquired,  what  are  the  powers  conferred 
by  this  Act  on  the  city  communities  ?— > 
reallv  and  truly  nothing  beyond  the  power 
of  cleansing  the  streets,    paving    them, 
lighting  the  town,  and  watching.     And  is 
it  to  be  believed,  that  a  corporation  will 
leave  rubbish  before  a  man's  door,  because 
he  is  a  Protestant;  that>  for  the  same 
reason^  they  will  not  pave  the  street  before 
his  house,  and  that  they  will  tell  the 
watchman  not  to  watch  it?     And  even 
suppose  them  to  do  all  these  things,  how, 
I  ask,  is  this  to  affect  the  Irish  Church 
Establishment.     Really,   Sir,   when   this 
opposition   is  put  upon  anything  like  a 
definite  ground,  it  necessarily  appears  so 
ludicrous  and  contemptible,  that  we  are 
driven  to  believe  that  something  more  is 
intended  than  is  openly  stated.     Seeing, 
then,  that  on  none  of  the  grounds  stated 
2E 
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it  the  opposition,  to  fierce  and  tteadfatt 
as  we  see  it,  at  all  rational,  can  there  be 
iband  any  olber  more  worthy  of  consider- 
ation-^though  kept  in  the  back  ground 
by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite?  Yes, 
Sir,  there  is  such  a  reason — one  not 
▼evy  creditable,  indeed,  not  very  honest 
— but  one  which  everybody  can  under- 
stand. The  intrinsic  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion have  not  been  considered;  the  subject 
has  been  thought  important  as  a  matter  of 
party  warfare.  There  is  no  dread  of  per- 
secution— there  is  no  fear  that  these  cor- 
porate bodies  will  or  can  attack  the  Irish 
Church ;  but  it  is  believed  that  they  will 
accustom  the  people  to  self-government ; 
that  the  great  masses  will  thus,  by  the 
protection  afforded  them,  become  more 
powerful;  and  that  the  oppression  and 
insult  which  have  so  long  been  the  favourite 

fleasure  of  the  persecuting  minority  of 
reland  will  thus  be  entirely  destroyed. 
The  powers  conferred  are  not  the  things 
dreaded  ;  the  immediate  mischief  to  per- 
tonal  security  or  to  property,  which  is  so 
much  talked  of,  is  not,  in  fact,  appre- 
hended ;  but  the  habits  that  will  be  created 
among  the  people  are  indeed,  viewed  with 
intense  ana  uncontrollable  terror.  We 
dread,  says  the  peaceful  Orangeman — he 
who  has  been  a  turbulent  tyrant  all  his 
life — we  dread  the  agitation  that  will  be 
practised  in  these  corporations.  There  is 
nothing  like  giving  an^ill  name  to  a 
thing ;  this  fashion  of  fallacy  is  as  old  as 
language.  Let  us,  however,  learn  what  is 
actually  meant.  What  is  meant  is,  that 
the  people  of  the  towns  will  now  govern 
themselves;  they  will  be  accustomed  to 
elect  their  own  councillors;  these  will 
daily,  before  the  eyes  of  their  constituents, 
carrv  on  the  business  of  the  neighbour. 
hood  ;  the  people  will  watch  them  ;  will 
acquire  dally  and  hourly  the  habits  neces- 
sary for  the  due  use  of  the  representative 
machinery ;  thej  will  daily  get  still  further 
beyond  the  subjection  to  which  they  have 
hitherto  been  accustomed.  In  short.  Sir, 
they  will  hourly  become  a  more  independ- 
ent and  better  governed  people.  Hence 
this  opposition — hence  all  this  anger — 
bence  all  this  base  dissimulation,  this 
whining  hypocrisy  concerning  religion  and 
Protestantism.  Religion  is  not  wnat  they 
are  anxious  about,  but  power — power 
which  they  are  about  to  lose,  and  which, 
up  tp  the  present  day,  the  Government  of 
this  country  has  allowed  them  to  employ 
to  their  own  individual  benefit  and  the 


general  ruin.     In  the  hope  of  exciting  the 
people  of  England  to  resist  with  them  this 
desired  reform^  they  have  attempted  to 
join  their  unholy  interests  to  those  of  the 
religion  of  this  country :  they  are   now 
trying  to  play  upon  our  credulity,  and 
seek,    by    the    aid    of    fanaticism     and 
bigotry,  to  maintain  their  own  mischievous 
dominion.     But  their  day  is  over;  their 
power  is  doomed  to  destruction ;  and  spite 
of  the  assistance  and  pious  endeavours  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  justice  will 
be  done  to  Ireland.     Before  I  sit  down  I 
hope  the  House  will  permit  me  to  call  their 
attention,  and  more  especially  the  atten* 
tion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  7am worth,  to  the  end  which 
the  opponents  of  this  Bill  must  have  in 
view.     If  we  deny  this  measure  to  Irelaody 
we  must  be     prepared   to    govern    that 
country  upon  principles  entirely  different 
from  those  by  whicn  the  government  of 
Great  Britain  is  guided.     Now,  I  am  not 
going  to  ask  if  they  be  willing  to  do  this, 
I  would  only  ask  the  right  hon.  Oentlemao 
if  he  can  do  it  ?    Doet  he  believe  that  a 
whole  people,  amounting  to  nearly  lerea 
milliont  of  souls,  are  to  be  thwarted  and 
insulted  with  impunity  ?    Doet  he  believe 
that  at  this  period  of  man's  history,  and 
by  the  side  of  the  most  enlightened  nation 
of  the  earth,  principles  and  doctrines  of 
government  suited  for  the  dominion  of 
St.  Petersburg  can  be  carried  into  actual 
practice?      Let    me    put   the    questioo 
plainly :     Does  he,  does  any  one,  believe 
that  tne  system  of  Protestant  supremacy 
can  be  continued  in  Ireland  without  civil 
war  ?     Is  he  prepared  upon  any  grounds 
stated  by  him,  or  that  can  be  suggested  by 
his  friends,  to  risk  a  civil  war  in  Ireland  ? 
If  he  be  not  prepared  for  this,  hit  conduct 
appears    without    any    defence.      Party 
politics,   I  know,  sanction  many  thingv; 
but  in   the  estimation   of  all  wise  and 
virtuous  men  some  further  justification  for 
this  fearful  hazard  will  be  required  than 
the  acclamations  and  applause  of  party 
adherents;    some    better   reason  will  lie 
demanded  of  him  than  the  desire  to  bring 
under  his  banner  the  bigots  of  the  Protest- 
ant party ;  some  further    excuse  will   be 
sought  than  the  maintenance  of  Protettant 
supremacy!     The  world  at  large  usually 
attributes  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
quality  of  prudence.     He  has  won  this 
reputation  by  a  regulated  demeanour,,  by  a 
somewhat  precise,   formal,  and  guarded 
manner  of  expressing  bis   opiniont.    A 
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reputation  of  this  description  is,  I  allow^ 
of  g;reat  advantage,  bat  it  leads  to  a  severe 
scrutiny  of  the  conduct  of  these  gentlemen 
of  staid  reputation  and  they  are  con- 
demued  when  others  might  pass  without 
much  comment.  We  assume  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  always  knows  what 
he  is  doing — that  he  has  weighed  the 
consequences  of  his  acts,  and  that  he  is 
prepared  for  them.  Thus,  in  the  present 
case,  we  assume  that  he  sees  the  great 
dangers  of  his  course -^we  suppose  that 
when  he  has  aided  in  denying  this  measure 
to  Ireland^  that  he  is  prepared  to  govern 
her  at  the  bayonet's  point — that  he  is  pre- 
pared to  justify  before  the  people  the  ruin, 
aisaster,  and  bloodshed  that  will  follow  his 
hopeful  project.  We  presume  that  he  sees 
these  things,  that  he  acts  upon  reflection — 
and  we  judge  him  accordingly. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  having 
arrogated  to  himself  the  office  of  censor  of 
the  debates  of  that   House,  must  surely 
have  had  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  par- 
ticularly in  his  eye,  in  the  censure  with 
which  be  commenced  his  speech,  because 
it  was  admitted  on  all  hands  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  induced  the  digressions 
from  the  immediate  subject  of  debate,  of 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  complained, 
and  threw  out  a  challenge  to  the  opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House,  which  had  been 
boldly  accepted  and  fairly  met  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  Ban* 
don.    The  noble  Lord,  aided  and  assisted 
by  another  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  invited,  provoked,  and  compelled 
a  discussion  on  the  general  position  of 
afiairs  in  Ireland — ^he  called  upon  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  to  go  into  a  justifica- 
tion of  the  resolutions,  condemnatory  of 
the  whole  course  and  policy  of  the  Irish 
Government,  which  had  been  passed  at 
the  great  Protestant  meeting  in  Dublin ; 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend    had,    he 
apprehended,  given  a  full  answer,  to  the 
entire  satisfaction  of  the  House  and  the 
country,  and  to  .the  great  dissatisfaction 
and  discomfiture,  he  had  every  reason  to 
believe,  of  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Col- 
leagues in  the  Government.      He  was 
determined,  however,  not  to  deserve  in 
this  respect  any  portion  of  the  censure  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and 
should  therefore  direct  the  few  observa- 
tions with  which  he  thought  it  his  duty  to 
trouble  the  House  immediately,  to   the 


subject  matter  under  consideration.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  asked 
why  they  refused  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
those  municipal   institutions  which   had 
already  proved  so  useful  to  this  country  ? 
First  of  all,  no  answer  had  yet  been  given 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tynemouth  (Mr.  G.  F.  Young,)  who  de- 
nied that  such  institutions  were  useful  to 
England,  and  they  had  just  heard  from 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Huntingdon  (Sir  F.  Pollock),  a  strik- 
ing fact  in  corroboration  of  that  opinion, 
that  no  town  or  borough  in  the  kingdom 
had  yet  applied  for  municipal  incorpora- 
tion.    But  he  would  not  be  satisfied  with 
this.     He  would  meet  the  argument  fairly 
and  directly.      He  would  admit,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  stated,  had  been 
admitted  the  other  niffht  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  TamworUi,  that, 
prima  facie^  they  should  have  identity  of 
legislation,  and,  if  possible,  extend   the 
same  principles  of  Government  to  Ireland 
as  they  applied  to  England.    He  fully 
agreed  in  all  the  abstract  truths  deduced 
from  historical  research  and  philosophical 
reasoning,  with  which  both  the  speeches 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Lis* 
keard  (Mr.  Buller),and  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Roebuck)  abounded,  and  that 
was  their  sufficient  answer — but  after  that 
frank  concession,  he  came  to  the  real 
point  in  debate,  and  he  maintained  that  it 
was  the  part   of  a  wise  Legislature  to 
legislate  for  every  country  not  merely 
upon  abstract  principles,  but  to  give  due 
consideration  and  weight  to  the  peculiar 
condition  and  existing  circumstances  of 
that  country.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman asked  why  they  would  not  allow  to 
the  people  of  Ireland  the  power  of  ma- 
naging their  own  concerns.    His  answer 
to  him  was  this— if  by  passing  this  Bill, 
they  invested  the  Irish  people  with  that 
nominal  power,  there  was  a  nigher  power 
in   Ireland  that  would  not  allow  them 
really  to  manage  their  own  concerns.  The 
hon  and  learned  Gentleman  asked,  why, 
having  given  them  national  power,  they 
should  not  also  sive  them  local  power  ? 
His  answer  was,  if  local  powers  be  given, 
they  were  plainly  told  those  local  powers 
would  be  abused  to  bad  purposes — and 
they  were  told  so  by  those  who,  avowing 
the    disposition,    had   undoubtedly    the 
means  to  verifv  their  own  predictions. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North- 
umberland (Lord  Howick),  said,  that  the 
9£2 
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question  of  tbe  Church  bad^  for  the  first  | 
time,  been  introduced  upon  the  present 
occasion;  on  that  point  he  begged 
leave  to  differ  from  the  noble  Lord.  He 
had  himself  glanced  at  the  subject,  and 
the  right  hon.  fiaronet,  the  Member  for 
Cumberland,  near  him,  had  discussed  it 
at  large  when  this  question  was  under 
debate  last  Session.  But  suppose  it  was 
80,  what  then?  What  was  the  cause? 
The  plain  and  obvious  reason  was,  that 
since  the  close  of  last  Session  it  had  been 
openly  avowed,  and  however  indiscreetly, 
yet  vauntingly  boasted,  by  those  who 
were  the  real  promoters  of  this  Bill,  that 
the  object  they  had  in  view,  if  they  ob- 
tained the  Bill,  was  the  overthrow  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland.  The, 
noble  Lord  asked,  had  the  Church  become 
80  obnoxious  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
that  if  invested  with  local  power,  they 
would  use  it  in  order  to  effect  its  subver- 
sion ?  His  answer  was,  such  was  not  his 
argument ;  the  argument  upon  that  side 
of  the  House  was  this-^the  Church  was 
so  obnoxious  to  those  who  blindly  led  the 
great  mass  of  the  Irish  people,  that  they 
declared  they  would  use  the  powers  so 
conferred,  to  the  subversion  of  the  Pro- 
-testant  Establishment.  The  noble  Lord 
stated,  not  very  fairly  in  reply  to  the 
argument  used  by  his  noble  Friend,  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire  (Lord 
Stanley),  that  it  had  been  admitted  by 
him  that  corporate  privileges  should  not 
be  denied  to  the  people  of  Ireland  because 
they  were  Irishmen,  but  because  they  were 
.  Roman  Catholics.  Now,  he  must  be  al- 
lowed to  say,  he  heard  no  such  argument. 
The  argument  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Stanley)  was,  that,  inasmuch  as,  in  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland,  considering 
the  unhappy  religious  dissensions  which 
prevailed  in  that  country,  no  matter 
whether  Protestants  being  the  minority 
and  the  great  majority  Catholics  arose 
from  accident  or  not,  still  the  fact  was  so, 
and  the  objection  was,  that  granting,  in 
that  state  of  affairs,  this  power  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  must  inevitably  lead  to 
still  more  marked  divisions  of  parties  into 
Protestants  and  Roman  Catholics,  and 
therefore  prove  equally  prejudicial  to  the 
one  and  the  other,  fiut  with  respect  to 
the  real  question  before  the  House,  he 
would  first  clear  the  ground  of  the  points 
on  which  there  was  at  present  no  contro- 
versy. They  agreed,  tnen,  in  abolishing 
the  old  corporations.    They  agreed  with 


hon.    Gentlemen    opposite    further— be 
alluded  only,  at  present,  to  the  Govern-* 
ment,  he  did  not  speak  of  those  who  were 
the  real  promoters  of  this  Bill — in  abolish- 
ing the  old  corporations,  for,  in  candour, 
his  Majesty's  Government  must  admit  that 
this  Bill  absolutely  annihilated  the  old 
corporations;    but  they  agreed  also    in 
this,  that  the  object  should  be  to  secure 
the  peaceable  and  good  government  of  the 
cities  and  towns  in  Ireland.     In  what, 
then,  did  they  differ  ?    They  only  differed 
as  to  the  best  means  of  attaining  that  ob- 
ject.    The  Government  said,    "  We  will 
grant     forty-seven     corporations,    town- 
councils,  and  all  their  accompanying  ma- 
chinery, to  Ireland  at  once,  without  regard 
to,  or  consideration  of^  the  peculiarities  in 
the  existing  condition  of  that  country.'* 
What  did  his  side  of  the  House  propose  ? 
to  provide  for  the  administration  of  justice, 
in  the  first  instance,  and  in  that  respect 
ihey  were  content  precisely  with  what  the 
Bill  of  last  year  contemplated.    With  the 
single  exception  of  mayors,  as  far  as  re- 
garded recorders,  sheriffs — the  whole  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  their  object  was  to 
adopt  the  provisions  of  the  Government 
Bill  as  it  stood  last  year.     With  respect 
to  the  police,  they  agreed  to  the  Govern- 
ment  Bills  for  consolidating  the  constabu- 
lary and  police  force,  and  placing  them 
entirely  under  the  control  of  the  Irish 
Government.    They  proposed  to  provide 
for  the  discharge  of  corporate  functions 
precisely  as  at  present,  by  the  boards  and 
commissioners  who  now  discharged  them ; 
they  would  make  over  charitable  funds  to 
charitable  trustees  appointed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  administering  them ;  they  would 
abolish  tolls,  and  then,  if  anything  should 
remain  of  corporate  property,  and  it  mast 
be  a  small  sum,  instead  of  wasting  it  in 
useless  show  or  festive  extravagance,  assign 
it  in  each  district  for  the  benefit  of  all  the 
inhabitants.      He  would    next   consider 
what  was  the  difference  upon  this  question 
between  the  two  great  political  and  rifal 
parties,  into  which  it  was  too  notorious  to 
deny  Ireland   was  unfortunately  divided. 
The  one,  the  Protestant   party,   which, 
however,  contained  maqy  respectable  Ro. 
man  Catholics,  and  as  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr,  S.  O'Brien),  had 
slated,  there  were  frequently  Protestants 
returned  by  the  opposite  party.    His  hon« 
Friend's  own  case,  however,  aflfbrded    a. 
strong  illustration  that  theirs  was  no  easy 
service.    His  hon.  Friend  had  fdt  fhe 
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despot's  rod,  and  found  his  right  contested 
to  be  the  independent  representative  of  his 
own  constituents.  He,  however,  took  the 
distinction  without  meaning  it  invidiously 
or  offensively ;  he  had  no  desire  to  per- 
petuate religious  animosity ;  but  for  con- 
venience, and  in  order  to  avoid  circumlo- 
cution, he  would  designate  the  one  party 
Protestant,  and  the  other  Roman  Catholic. 
What,  then,  did  the  Protestant  party  say  ? 
They  expressed  their  willingness  to  give  up 
these  corporations,  the  more  ancient  of 
which  were  established  for  the  sake  of  pre- 
serving British  connexion,  and  the  more 
recent  for  the  express  purpose  of  strength- 
ening and  maintaining  the  Protestant 
religion.  Seeing  the  change  of  circum- 
stances — considering  that  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Relief  Bill  had  become  law,  and  the 
Reform  Bill  had  greatly  altered  the  fran- 
chise— taking  these  things  into  account, 
and  taking  the  view  of  rational  men  deal- 
ing with  the  altered  and  actual  state  of 
society,  they  were  willing  to  surrender  all 
exclusiveness — to  give  up  the  peculiar 
political  influence  belonging  to  those  cor- 
porate bodies,  but  no  more ;  they  would 
not  consent  to  have  them  transferred  to  a 
hostile  interest.  But  the  Roman  Catholic 
party  said — '*  No,  a  little  while  ago  we 
should  have  been  very  glad  if  you,  the 
Protestant  party,  had  offered  us  the  aboli- 
tion of  those  corporations,  but  now  we  are 
grown  too  strong  for  that."  He  believed 
the  very  words  used  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Tipperary  on  a  former 
occasion,  when  referring  to  this  subject, 
were — *'  No,  no ;  you  have  had  your  turn 
long  enough,  and  we  shall  have  ours  now.'' 
What  did  those  words  mean  ?  Why,  this 
— **  You,  the  Protestant  party,  have  used 
these  corporations  for  the  purpose  of  up- 
holding British  connexion,  and  defending 
the  Protestant  £stablishment  in  Ireland ; 
it  is  now  our  turn,  and  we  will  use  them 
for  severing  the  one,  and  subverting  the 
other."  Such  was  the  language  of  those  two 
great  parties;  and  what,  let  him  ask  now, 
was  the  conduct  of  the  Government  ?  Was  it 
their  desire  to  eradicate  the  evils  complained 
of,  or  only  to  transplant  them  to  a  soil 
where  they  would  flourish  with  greater  lux- 
uriance ?  Was  their  real  object  to  grant 
to  Ireland  a  measure  required  for  strictly 
corporate  uses ;  or  merely  to  concede  to  a 
clamour,  which  they  had  not  the  strength 
to  resist,  a  colourable  pretext  for  estab- 
lishing forty-seven  political  associations  or 
debatin|^societie8tbroughoutIrelaad|Under 


the  false  pretence  and  fraudulent  title  of 
the  ancient  corporations  of  that  country  ? 
The  first  clause,  it  was  admitted,  abso- 
lutely  extinguished  the  ancient  corpora- 
tions. Let  hon.  Members  look  at  the  62d 
clause,  and  say  whether  the  hondjide  inten- 
tion of  this  measure  could  be  to  give  sound 
municipal  institutions;  or  whether  it  was 
not  only  a  fraudulent  pretext  for  some 
ulterior  object.  The  62d  clause  recited— 
'',And  whereas  it  may  be  expedient  that 
the  powers  now  vested  in  the  trustees  or 
commissioners  appointed  under  sundry 
Acts  of  Parliament  for  paving,  or  lighting, 
or  cleansing,  or  supplying  with  water,  or 
improving  certain  boroughs  or  certain  parts 
thereof,  save  and  except  as  hereinafter 
mentioned,"  and  that  exception  was  most 
important, "  should  be  transferred  to,  and 
vested  in,  the  councils  of  such  boroughs 
respectively.  Be  it  enacted,  that  the  trus« 
tees  or  commissioners  appointed  by  virtue 
of  any  such  Act  of  Parliament  as  last  afore- 
said, wherein  the  trustees  or  the  persons 
whose  trustees  they  may  be,  are  not  benefi- 
cially interested,  may,  if  it  shall  seem  to 
them  expedient,  at  a  meeting  to  be  called 
for  that  purpose,  transfer  in  writing  all  the 
powers  vested  in  them  as  such  trustees," 
&c.  That  recital  proved  this  fact,  that 
all  those  municipal  functions  at  the  present 
moment  in  all  important  towns  in  Ireland, 
with  the  exception  of  Dublin,  to  which  he 
would  immediately  allude,  were  actually 
discharged  by  boards  and  commissioners ; 
and  the  clause  empowered  them,"  if  itshould 
seem  to  them  expedient,"  to  make  over 
those  functions ;  but  Government  did  not 
make  them  over ;  and  then  what  was  the 
exception  ?  "  Provided  always  that  no- 
thing herein  contained  shall  extend  to 
enable  the  commissioners  for  paving, 
cleansing,  and  lighting  the  streets  of 
Dublin,  or  the  commissioners  for  making 
wide  and  convenient  streets  in  the  city  of 
Dublin,  or  the  corporation  for  improving 
the  port  and  harbour' of  Dublin,  so  to 
transfer  the  powers  vested  in  them  re« 
spectively."  So  that  the  Government, 
suspicious  of  their  own  measure,  seeing 
its  total  inapplicability  to  Ireland,  were 
afraid  of  applying  it  to  Dublin ;  they  re- 
served all  the  functions  performed,  as  they 
were  by  boards  and  commissioners,  with 
but  a  few  exceptions,  throughout  other 
parts  of  Ireland,  in  case  the  boards  or 
commissioners  thought  fit;  bat  absolutely 
and  without  any  option  to  the  commis- 
sioners in  the  case  of  Dublin ,  beyond  all 
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comparifion  the  most  important  corpora- 
tion— the  corporation  of  Dublin  having 
three  times  the  corporate  property,  and  a 
population  greatly  exceeding  the  whole 
poaaeised  by  thirty^ix  outof  the  forty-seven 
towns  proposed  to  be  incorporated  by  the 
Bill.    And  besides,  what  aid  their  com- 
missioners say  upon  the  subject  ?    At  p. 
92  of  their  report,  they  stated  this — *'  In 
fact,    the  present  establishment  of  the 
Paving  Board  is  adequate,  with  the  addi- 
tion of  a  few  clerks,  to  regulate  the  affairs 
of  all  the  local  taxes  of  Dublin."    What 
was  the  opinion  of  a  body  which  he  could 
not  but  think  must  have  exercised  a  very 
important  influence  in  this  matter — "  The 
Central  Independent  Club,"  or  **  National 
Association  *'  under    a  different    name  ? 
At  a  meeting  held  at  the  Royal-Exchange 
on   the   13th    of  February,   1836,    "to 
secure  the  independence  of  the  city  of 
Dublin  in  reference  to  Corporate  Reform," 
bow  did  they  explain  their  notion  of  the 
great  utility  of  the  proposed  Corporate 
Reform  ?      In    these    words — **  By    this 
means  the  club  will  be  able  to  wield  such 
a  corporate  constituency  as  to  secure  the 
wards,  the  common-council,  the  board  of 
aldermen,  and  every  other  office  of  dig- 
nity and  influence."  What,   in   the  next 
instance,  was  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny?     It  was 
shortly  this*—*'  The  first  thing,"  said  he, 
in  his  sworn  evidence  before  the  commis- 
sioners, and  I  read  from  the  notes  of  the 
short-hand  writer,    '<  which   a  reformed 
corporation  should  do,  would  be  to  build 
a  common-hall ;  there  is  no  place  now 
where  the  public  business  can  be  adequately 
transacted,"  and  that,  although  there  was 
at  present  a  hall  capable  of  accommodating 
at  least  300— -capacious  enough  certainly 
for    all  practical  purposes;  but  the  real 
object  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was,  to  have  a  large  debating  society  es* 
tablished  there—a  legalised  arena  for  po- 
litical agitation.    What  said  Schedule  C  ? 
It    contained    the    names    of   thirty-six 
boroughs  which  were  to  have  Municipal 
Corporations.    The  entire  population  of 
ibese  thirty*six  boroughs  was  but  225,147 
—40,169    less  than   the  population    of 
Dnblin  alone.    Thirteen  of  the  thirty-six 
boroughs  had  no  corporate  property  at  all, 
while  the  property  of  the  whole  amounted 
to  only  13,097^  2«.  Id.    Could  the  bond 
fid^  object  of  Government  then  be  to  give 
corporate    institutions  to    those  towns? 
Would  it  tend  (o  promote  their  peace. 


tranquillity,  and  good  government,  to  sub- 
ject them  to  yearly  elections,  perpetual  e(^U 
lections  of  borough  rates,  everlasting  can «- 
vassing,    daily    recurring  exhibitions    of 
party  triumph,  and  the  eternal  bitternesa 
of  religious    animosity.     Could    such    m 
scheme  really  and  seriously  for  a  moment 
be  defended  as  a  means  of  tranquil lixing 
Ireland  ?    Was  this  the  panacea  for  all  the 
evils  of  Ireland,  the  remedy  for  all  her 
wrongs  ?  The  means  whereby  to  supply  her 
many  and  urgent  wants  ?  The  same  virtues 
were  ascribed  to  the  appropriation  clause 
of   last   year,  and  where  was  it  now? 
There  were  upwards  of  2,000,000  of  the 
population  on  the  borders  of  starvation  in 
that  country,  and  would  the  grantiuff  of 
municipal  corporations  to  200,000  raed 
the    hungry    or    relieve    the    destitute? 
What,  then,  was  the  real  object?     Me 
would  state  it  on  the  authority  of  the  real 
promoters  of  the  Bill.     He  was  sorry  to 
be  obliged  to  refer  to  the  speeches  and 
letters  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny;    and  he  could  assure  the 
House  it  was  without  the  smallest  per* 
sonal  consideration  or  motive  in  respect 
to  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
he  did  so.     But  if  they  had  a  right  to 
refer  to  the  King's  speeches  in  order  to 
ascertain  the  sentiments  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  those  who  maintained,   as  bo 
(Mr*  Shaw)  did,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman   was  dictator  of   the  King's 
Ministers,  surely  had  a  right  to  read  his 
authentic  writings  and  speeches  in  order 
to  learn  what  their  real  sentiments  and 
designs  were  upon  this  subject.    The  hon* 
and  learned    Gentleman  complained  of 
the  irrelevancy  of  the  quotations  which 
were  made  from  his  speeches  five  or  six 
years  back;    that  was  an   unreasonably 
long  time  to  expect  the  hon.  and  leamtd 
Gentleman    to  be  consistent;    but   that 
observation  could  not  apply  to  the  docu- 
ment he  was  now  about  to  quote,  and  be 
heartily  wished  that  the  hon.  Member  fbr 
Shaftesbury,    who  expressed    last   night 
such  a  horror  of  the  iustalment  principle^ 
had  been  present  in  his  place  to  listen  to 
it.      On  the  28th  September  last,  in  a 
letter  addressed  to  his  constituents,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
says  this:->-i''  You  are  well  aware  that 
the  governing  rule  of  my  political  conduct 
has  been  to  obtain  for  Ireland  as  much  as 
I  possibly  could-— to  get  entire  justice  for 
her  if  I  can ;  but  if  not  to  realixe  as  much 
as  possible*    lo  other  words^  there  is  • 
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oaUooal  debt  of  justice  due  to  Ireland— 
I  look  for  the  payment  of  the  whole,  and 
will  never  he  satisfied  until  that  whole  is 
disQharged  in  full:  but  in  the  meantime, 
1  will  take  anv  instalment,  however  small, 
at  (my  time,  when  to  get  more  is  out  of  my 
power,  and  then  go  on  for  the  balance." 
Thay  were  told  that  the  National  Associa* 
lion  had  arisen  out  of  a  denial  of  corporate 
reform,  a  denial  of  justice  to  Ireland. 
That  was  the  greatest  possible  mistake. 
Corporate  reform  never  would  have  agi- 
tated the  people  of  that  country  if  it  had 
not  been  mixed  up  with  other  more  ex- 
citing subjects — the  abolition  of  tithes, 
the  destruction  of  the  church,  and  the 
reali  though  partially  concealed  one  of 
the  repeal  of  the  Union.  The  very  same 
letter  oore  authentic  testimony  upon  this 
point*  "  This  is  precisely  the  principle 
(continued  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man) I  have  acted  upon  with  respect  to 
the  tithe  system  in  Ireland,  My  opinion 
is,  that  tithes  ought  to  be  totally  abolished, 
and  that  ultimately  nothing  less  than  the 
abolition  of  the  entire  will  or  ought  to 
satisfy  the  Irish  people.  I  may  he  mis- 
takeoi  but  these  are  my  deliberate  and 
fixed  opinions.  I  heartily  supported  the 
ministry  of  Lord  Melbourne  in  their  mea- 
sure or  tithe  relief,  not  as  giving  all  1 
wanted  for  the  people  of  Ireland,  but  as 
giving  us  a  part,  and  establishing  an  ap- 
propriation principle  which  would  neces- 
sarily produce  much  more.'^  Alas  I  the 
poor,  extinct,  discarded,  ilUused  appro- 
priation principle  ! — The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  then  condescended  to  touch 
upon  the  question  of  corporate  reform,  and 
what  was  his  language  upon  that  topic  ? 
He  insisted  upon  his  instalment  principle 
here  also.      He  said,  "  I  supported  the 

SDveroment  plan  of  Irish  municipal  reform 
broughout,  not  that  I  approved  of  it  in 
all  its  details,  but  as  an  instalment,  and  an 
inatalment  for  what  V  This  bill  was  never 
found  fault  with  as  not  going  far  enough 
ID  corporate  reform.  What  then  was  it  to 
be  an  instalment  on  account  of?  Why, 
clearly,  the  other  measures  mentioned  in 
this  same  letter-— and  as  in  the  letter 
quoted  by  his  right  hon.  friend,  Sir  James 
Urabam,  the  other  nighty  in  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said, '  Give 
me  corporate  reform,  and  TU  soon  carry 
all  the  rest/  Then  the  letter  continues ; 
and  here  we  find  the  real  cause  of  the 
chaoge  in  the  aherifis'  clause  from  the  bill 
of  Uit  y^aTf  ia  the  written  instriictions  of 


the  dictator  of  the  present  measure.*-^'  I 
cannot,  however,  again  support  such  a  hil| 
as  we  sent  to  the  Lords  last  session,  be* 
cause  that  bill  took   from  the  reformed 
corporations  the  power  to  nominate  to  the 
crown  the  persons  fit  to  be  sheriffs.    The 
bill,  as  brought  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, was  not  so;  it  contained  that  poweri 
and  I,  for  one,  will  not  support  any  bill 
in   future  which  does  not  contain  that 
clause."      He  maintained  if  other  more 
exciting  subjects  had  not  been  mixed  up 
with  this  question,  there  would  have  beeii 
no  call  for  corporate  reform  at   all   ifi 
Ireland.     He  knew  it  to  be  a  fact ;  as  % 
measure    of   relief   it    had    never    beei^ 
thought  of;    but,  associated  as  it  had 
been,  with  other  more  agitating  matterSi 
it  reminded  him  of  the  old  story  of  the 
Irishman  who,  on  being  asked  what  he 
would  have  to  drink,  replied,  "  He  did  not 
care  if  it  were  only  intoxicating.''    It  was 
necessary   to  mix  the  question  up  with 
other  more  agitating  and  exciting  subjects 
— and  what  said   the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  next?  for  this  perhaps  was  the 
most  extraordinary  and  important  portion 
of  the  letter,    considering   the   offer    of 
abolition  made  on  his  side,  and  the  ex- 
travagant and  absurd  use  made  of  our  not 
consenting  to  the  creation  of  new  corpora^ 
tions — hear  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man himself  on  this  point,  he  says,  "  If 
Lord   Lyndhurst  had  contented    himself 
with  leaving  the  people  of  Ireland   un- 
insulted,  and  had  shortened  the  Corporate 
Reform  Bill  to  the  mere  extinction  of  the 
present  corporations,  I  would  have  voted 
for  the  Bill  in  this  shape.'' — Where,  then, 
was  all  the  insult  and  all  the  national  de- 
gradation ?      What,  after  all,  did  Lord 
Lyndhurst  say  in  the  warmth  of  debate, 
and  said,  as  he  had  since  over  and  over 
again   explained,  without  meaning  any- 
thing offensive  to  the  Irish  people?    But, 
above  all,  what  was  it  to  the  language 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  used  a  thousand  times  respecting  the 
people  of  England  generally?     And  still 
more — how  can  the  mere  expressions  or 
words  of  Lord  Lyndhurst,  or  any  other 
individual,  alter  the  intrinsic  merits  of  a 
question  ? — and  so  it  seems  this  unpardon* 
able  insult — this  outrage  which  nothing 
but  blood  can   wipe  out,  the  boo.   and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  was  ready  to 
be  a  party  to.     What  said  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  on  another  topic  ia 
the  same  letter,  the  repeal  of  the  Uni^  t 
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"  For  this  purpose  it  is,  in  the  first  place, 
necessary  that  we  should  not  for  one  mo- 
ment lose  sight  of  this  important  fact,  that 
we  repealers  are  at  present  engaged  in  an 
experiment.     We  have  not    abandoned 
tbe  repeal,  we  have  only  postponed  all 
agitation  on  that  subject  to  give  time, 
space,  and   opportunity  to  work  out  our 
great  experiment.    Two  questions  on  this 
subject  naturally  present  themselves:— 
The  first  is,  how  long  the  experiment  is  to 
last  >     The  second  is,  whether  it  is  likely 
to  be  successful?^'    And  let  the  House 
listen  to  thehon.and  learned  Gentleman's 
answer  to  the  second  question : — '*  To  the 
second  question  my  answer  is  distinct  and 
emphatic.     I  am  convinced  of  the  utter 
impossibility  of  obtaining  justice  for  Ire- 
land from  any  other  than  an  Irish  parlia- 
ment.'*    Then  they  were  told  that  the 
National  Association  "  was  the  spawn  of 
their  own  wrong,"  and  that  it    was   in 
consequence  of  their  refusal  of  Municipal 
Corporations    to     Ireland     that    it    had 
assumed  such  an  attitude  of  menacing 
defiance.     Upon  this  subject  he  had  also 
a  good  authority  to  quote  to  the  House. 
A  meeting  took  place  on  the  29th    of 
January,  m  one  of  the  country  parts  of 
Ireland,  where  a  gentleman  appeared  who 
had  been  commissioned  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  to  act  in  the 
character  of  a  pacificator,  and   let  hon. 
Members  pay  particular  attention  to  his 
language  and  the  resolutions  which  were 
there  passed.    The  first  resolution  was : — 
"That  weexpress  ouranxious  wish  thatevery 
liberal  Member  will  support  such  measures 
as  may  shorten  the  duration  of  Parliament, 
extend  the  suffrage  of  the  people,  and 
facilitate    the    adoption  of  the  vote  by 
ballot."  Then  followed  this  other—"  That 
we  place  entire  reliance  on  the  General 
Association    of    Ireland  — that    we    will 
support  their  views,  and  pay  respect  to 
then:  advice,  and   that  we  will  proceed 
with  the  collection  of  the  justice-rent 
throughout  this  parish  on  next  Sunday, 
Feb.  5."     Now,  what  were  the  objects  of 
that  Association,  on  what  was  it  founded, 
and  how  had  it  worked,  always  bearing  in 
mind  that  we  are  told  it  was  caused  by  the 
refusal  of  this  Bill,  and  that  corporate  re- 
form is  its  first  and  leading  object?    The 
subject  of  corporate  reform  was  never  so 
much  as  mentioned  at  their  meeting.     In 
the  first  place,  the  chairman  intr^uced 
Mr.  Marcus  Costello,  a  barrister  of  talent, 
and,  be  believed,  a  gentleman  of  honouri 


but,  notwithstanding,  who,  though  now  s 
"  pacificator,"  had  broken  the  peace  him- 
self, and  been    punished    for   it.      The 
chairman  introduced  him  to  the  meeting 
as  Counsellor  Marcus  Costello,  the  chosen 
pacificator  of  Mr.  O'Connell,  and   tbe 
representative  of   the  Association.      Mr. 
Costello  said,  *'  I  shall  clearly  explain  to 
you  tbe  reasons  why  every  man  amongst 
you,  did  he  but  leave  sixpence  behind  in 
his  pocket,  should  become  a  member  or 
associate  of  the  great  body  I  have  the  hon- 
our to  represent."  What  were  the  objects 
of  that  body  ?     First,  with  respect  to  Lord 
Mulgrave's  government : — '*  In  connexion 
with  this  nobleman's  vigorous  conduct,  I 
must  mention  a  fact  not  generally  known 
— it  was  my  friend,  Mr.  Purcell,   who 
paid  me  my  fee  to  prosecnte  the  two 
policemen,   Scott   and    Porter,   for    an 
assault.      They  assaulted   the  man   for 
giving  a  pound  to  the  justice-rent,  and 
when  my  Lord  Mulgrave  became  cogniz- 
ant  of  all   the  facts,  he  dismissed  them 
both.     What  was  the  result?    Though  it 
affected  personally  but  a  few,  the  circum- 
stance fied  like  wildfire,  and  was  rapidly 
diffused  among  the  police;  and  depend 
on  it  they  will  be  slow  and  cautious  to 
meddle  with  you" — **  with  you** — observe 
the  emphasis — "on  any  frivolous  pretence. 
Under  Lord  Mulgrave's  administration  yoa 
can  look  confidently  for  justice  and  impar- 
tiality." That  reminded  him  of  adefinition 
of  impartiality  given  by    the  Rev.  Mr. 
Tyrrell,    a    Roman    Catholic  priest,    at 
the  Carlow  election  the  other  day,  who 
said,  speaking  of  Lord  Mulgrave,  that ''  he 
administered  his  government  without  any 
improper  partiality."    Mr.  Costello  went 
on — ••  There  is  a  great  array  of  power 
and   strength   against    us.      They    have 
power   enough  to  send  Lord   Mulgrave 
away  from  us.     These  occurrences  would 
again  take  place  but  for  the  strength  and 
wisdom  of  the  present  association.    The 
venerable  Catholic  hierarchy  are  members 
of  it ;" — aye,  and  as  we  learned  from  my 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Belfast,  600 
Roman   Catholic  priests  to  boot.     Mr. 
Costello  continues — **  But  we  cannot  pro- 
ceed without  the  sinews  of  war,  without 
money.     If  you  but  knew  all  the  demands 
upon  us ;  within  the  last  six  months  we 
have  expended  upwards  of  2,000f.     Law* 
yers  and  attorneys  are  employed  to  watch 
and  defend  tithe  victims.     I  do  not   say 
we  employ  them,  we  do  nothing  illegal ; 
but  somehow  we  have  the  knack  of  getting 
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the  thing  done.  We  have  ingenuity 
enough/'  Now  observe,  they  had  been 
told  that  the  Bole  object  of  the  association 
was  to  obtain  corporate  reform ^  and  that 
whenever  that  end  had  been  gained  it 
shonld  be  dissolved,  but  he  (Mr.  Shaw) 
entreated  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  followed.  Sometimes  when  the  hon. 
and  leamedGentleman(Mr.  O'Connell)  was 
away,  the  juniors  were  not  so  prudent, 
and  the  truth  came  out.  Let  us,  then, 
hear,  in  the  words  of  Mr.  Costello,  the  de- 
legated agent  of  the  Association,  its  true 
and  real  object  Mr.  Costello  proceeded, 
"  I  venture  to  prophecy  in  twelve  months 
we  will  break  the  necks  of  the  parsons — we 
will  do  more,  we  will  take  care  that  Ire- 
land be  represented  by  impartial,  honest, 
independent  men,  if  the  clergy  act  as  tKey 
have  heretofore  done."  This  gentleman, 
then,  having  stated  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  had  become  members 
of  the  Association,  and  it  appearing 
that  the  four  Roman  Catholic  archbishops 
were  among  the  number,  he  would,  for  the 
purpose  of  testing  the  value  of  this  cry 
about  corporate  reform,  and  also  learning 
thereal  notions  of  the  most  influential  mem- 
bers of  that  Association,  refer  to  theopinions 
of  certainly  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
for  talent  amongst  the  prelates  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  Church  in  Ireland.  He 
held  in  his  hand  a  letter  from  the  Roman 
Catholic  Archbishop  of  Tuam,Dr.M'Hale, 
in  which  the  following  passage  occurred. 
The  Association  had  been  established,  it 
was  said,  solely  with  reference  to  corpo- 
rate reform ;  but  what  did  Dr.  M'Hale 
say  ?  He  had  received  a  letter  requesting 
him  to  interest  the  clergy  in  the  Associa- 
tion, and  he  answers  thus : — **  I  hope 
there  is  no  clergyman  in  this  diocess  who 
will  not  contribute  to  that  fund.  I  trust, 
too,  that  there  is  not  an  individual  in 
Ireland,  however  humble,  who  will  not 
shortly  give  his  offering  into  the  national 
treasury.''  Observe  the  name  the  Roman 
Catholic  Archbishop  baptizes  the  society 
with.  **  The  triumph  that  crowned  the 
Catholic  ought  to  be  a  lesson  to  guide  the 
General  Association."  "  The  tithes  shall 
be  extinguished  for  ever."  "  It  is  from 
the  creation  of  that  establishment  the  poor 
of  Ireland  may  date  the  epoch  of  their 
being  outlawed  from  the  common  privi- 
leges of  humanity  ;  they  can  never  hope 
to  be  effectually  restored  until  the  Legis« 
lature  issue  the  decree  of  its  6scal  annihi- 
lation, after  which  little  will  be  beard  of 


polemical  acrimony."  He  was  sorry  to 
trouble  the  House  further,  but  he  must 
call  their  attention  to  another  documetit 
<— a  letter  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  himself— a  letter 
written  the  other  day  to  the  Association, 
in  consequence  of  a  motion  he  had  made 
in  that  House.  And  what  did  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  say?  '<  I  have  not 
as  yet  received  any  petition  for  presen- 
tation, although  many  were  signed  and 
ready  when  I  left  Dublin.  It  is  important 
that  the  petitions  for  the  ballot  should 
arrive  as  soon  as  possible,  and  as  nume- 
rously signed  as  may  be.  Petitions  for 
the  total  abolition  of  tithes,  a  speedy  reform 
of  the  Irish  Corporations,  and  vote  by 
ballot,  according  to  the  directions  con- 
tained in  the  printed  instructions,"  were 
also  required.  What,  then,  was  the  nature 
of  that  Association  ?  And  was  not  this 
corporate  reform  made  a  mere  stalking 
horse  for  its  ultimate  designs  ?  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  copy  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  suppressed  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Association — and  he  maintained 
that  the  National  Association,  as  stated 
by  Doctor  M*Hale,  was  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  a  revival  of  the  old  Catholic  As- 
sociation. Supposing  that  opinion  to  be 
right,  why,  he  might  be  asked,  not  try 
the  question  by  law  ?  He  was  not  giving 
an  opinion  that  the  Government  should 
put  it  down ;  but  suppose  the  noble  Lord 
were  advised  that  the  inquiry  should  be 
instituted  whether  that  boay  was  contrary 
to  the  law,  who  would  be  the  first  person 
to  whom  he  would  apply  for  advice  ?  Why, 
the  very  confidential  adviser  of  that  asso- 
ciation, who  nursed  it  in  its  infancy,  who 
by  his  zeal  and  assiduity  reared  it  to  its 
present  strength  and  power,  and  had  been 
publicly  thanked  for  having  done  so. 
Could  the  noble  Lord  in  common  sense 
and  reason,  or  without  an  outrage  on 
both,  appeal  to  Mr.  Pigott  whether  his 
Majesty's  Government  were  bound  to  put 
down  the  Association  ?  Or,  supposing  they 
were  to  try  the  question  by  issuing  a  war- 
rant, arresting  some  one  of  its  members, 
and  put  it  into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Laurence 
Cruise  Smith,  whom  Government  had 
lately  appointed  a  stipendiary  magistrate, 
who  had  over  and  over  again  occupied  the 
chair  of  that  Association,  and  was  one  of 
the  most  noted  agitators  in  Ireland — would 
the  cause  of  justice,  in  such  a  case,  have  the 
smallest  chance  of  success?  and  yet  under 
ese  circumstances  we  were  disdainfully 
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told  ib«t  the  ProtestanU  and  other  peaot* 
able  iDbabitanu  of  Ireland  bad  no  just 
cauAo  of  complaint.  Upon  tbe  whole  of 
Ibitcaie^^was  it  reasonable-— waft  it  states* 
man^like— was  it  not  an  extravagant  ou(» 
rage  opon  common  sense — to  charge  them 
with  premeditated  insult— to  talk  of  na- 
tional degradation — to  invoke  mutiny  and 
eternal  discord-^and,  like  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Duller)  to  threaten 
them  with  civil  war,  because  they  ven- 
tured quietly  and  calmly  to  hold  the 
opinion  that  in  the  present  state  and  cir- 
cumstances of  Ireland  it  was  safer  and 
batter  after  abolbhing  the  old,  not  to 
create  new  corporations  there?  In  look- 
ing over  some  newspapers  of  last  year  he 
bad  happened  to  come  across  one  which 
contained  a  letter  from  Sir  F.  Burdett  to 
ihe  electors  of  Westminster,  in  which, 
speaking  of  the  English  Corporate  Re- 
form Bill,  the  hon.  Baronet  made  the 
following  observation  :  •— "  As  to  the 
corporate  bill,  I  am  inclined  to  think  that 
it  would  have  been  better  to  abolish  the 
old  corporations,  and  not  to  have  created 
new/'  Was  that  an  insult  to  the  English 
people  T^-'und  might  not  Irishmen,  with- 
out intending  any,  hold  the  same  lan- 
guage as  to  Ireland  ?  He  had  last  year 
quoted  a  letter  from  General  Cockburne, 
an  Irish  Gentleman  of  great  respectability, 
but  of  politics  entirely  opposite  to  bis,  to 
the  same  effect  as  regarded  the  present 
measure.  He  knew  many  Roman  Catho- 
lics, merchants,  and  men  who  thought 
more  of  business  than  of  party,  who  took 
the  same  view  of  the  question,  but  who 
with  safety  to  their  business  durst  not  ei- 
press  it  openly*— and  upon  this  same  prin- 
ciple it  was,  that  he  founded  one  of  his 
strong  objections  to  tbe  measure,  know* 
ing  that  independent  Roman  Catholics 
would  not  hold  offices  under  the  new 
corporations,  apprehensive  of  ii^ury  to 
their  business,  or  annoyance^o  their 
familj-^if,  in  the  discharge  of  tlreir  pub- 
lic duties,  they  did  not  yield  a  servile  obe** 
dience  to  the  petty  tyrants  who  would 
seek  to  control  the  proceedings  of  those 
bodies*  English  Members  who  spoke, 
appeared  to  forget  that   this  was  not  a 

Juestion  merely  between  England  and 
reland,  but  that  a  greats  and,  let  him  add, 
no  inconsiderable  portion  of  the  Irish  na- 
tion opposed  it*  He  would  not  allow  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  monopolise  every 
feeling  of  patriotism ;  he^  aa  an  Irishman, 
wiaoBc  who  would  Ml  aobmit  Co  any 


really  national  insult  i  be  falti  bowatar,  thai 
he  could  stand  erect  among  bis  noble  right 
hon.andbon.Friendsarouod  bimtaltbougU 
Ireland  was  left  without  towa-oouncila^-* 
just  at  the  merchant  at  Birmingham  or 
Manohester  did  not  hang  his   bead  9t 
Leeds  or  at  Liverpool  from  a  consciousneaa 
of  degradation,  because  the  former  had  no^ 
while  the  latter  enjoyed,  the  great  digoitv  of 
municipal  corporations.  He  contended  that 
the   tone  of   the  noble  Lord    (J«  Rua* 
sell)  and  his  Majesty's  Ministers  oonvayad 
much  more  real  insult  to  the  Irish  natioa 
than  was  for  a  moment  contemplated  by 
the  refusal  of  this  measure*    The  noble 
Lord,  and  he  was  followed  bv  the  nobla 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ireland^  both,  by 
the  way,  being  but  the  echo  of  a  speeah  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny (Mr.  O'Connell)  at  the  Catholic 
Association,  had  charged — and  be  believed 
most  unjustly  and  unfoundedly--i*tbe  ma* 
gistracy,  composed  of  the  gentry  of  Ir#« 
land,  with   encouraging    faction,  feudsi 
and  party  fights,  in  order  that  the  people 
might  maim  and  destroy  one  another  upon 
theabomioableprinciple  of  i^ivicfoe^imper^. 
Again,  was  it  no  insult,  no  outrage  upon  tha 
feelings  of  tbe  many  widows  and  orphani 
of  the  murdered  victims  of  five  years' 
cruel  and  unrelenting  persecution  of  the 
Protestant  clergy  in  Ireland,  to  ridicule 
the  bare  notion  of  their  sufferings,  to  deny 
them  even  the  poor  retribution  of  com^ 
plaint  ?    The  noble  Lord  could  not  hava 
consulted  the  better  feelings  of  his  owv 
heart,  if  he  had  contemplated  for  one 
moment  tha  condition  of  many  a  clergy- 
man's family  at  the  very  time  he  vaa 
speaking.    He  had  heard  from  such  aioGe» 
in  remote  districts  of  that  countryt  wbeiie 
the  pious  minister,  impelled  by  a  bigh 
sense  of  duty,  resists  the  entreaties  of  bis 
family,  and  goes  forth  amidst  the  threat* 
enings  and  danger  upon  his  daily  minis- 
trations*    His  wife^  meanwhile^  and  ber 
children  drawn  in  anxious  alarm  around 
her,  watch  his  returning  steps  with  breath* 
less  anxiety,  listening  with  trembling  fear 
to  every  breath  of  wind,  lest  it  should 
bring  tbe  report  of  the  murderous  weapon 
raifl^  to  destroy,  or  the  deathory  of  tbe 
husband  and  the  father — their  only  earthly 
hope,  the  single  means  of  their  support. 
The  noble  Lord  could  never  have  intended 
it ;  but  was  it  not  calculated  to  barrow  up 
the  wounded  feelings  of  such  a  family  aa 
tbat«  to  be  told  that  it  was  only  becauae 
there  ''  was  aiiob  a  obarm  io  mehmabalyi 
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that  ibey  would  not,  if  thev  could,  be 
ly?"    Tbeu  that  important  body  of  the 
[rtih  people^  who  in  an  immense  propor- 
tion repretented  the  rank,  the  wealth,  the 
inteltigence,  and  the  independence  of  that 
country,  were  designatea  by  the  noble 
Lord  as    a  miserable  monopolising  mi- 
sority.    Was  thei  Marquess  of  Downshire, 
who  long  supported  the  AVhigs,  and  was 
the  consistent  friend  of  Roman  Catholic 
Efnancipation,  a  miserable  monopoliser? 
Was  the  head  of  the  Hutchinson  family— 
a  family  who  for  half  a  century  had  been 
the  zealous  and    untiring  advocates    of 
popular  rights,  and  the  relief  from  Roman 
Catholic  disabilities— was  Lord  Crofton, 
and  many  others  whom  it  would  be  too 
tedious  to  mention-^but  though  last,  not 
Ieast|  he  could  not  pass  over  Mr.  Naper, 
the  chosen  Commissioner  of  the  present 
Government— ^almost  the  only  independent 
Gentleman  who  visited  the  Irish  court-^ 
was  be,  t0O|  a  miserable  monopoliser — 
driven,  not  till  the  last  moment,  to  sub- 
scribe to  the  resolutions  which  had  pro- 
voked the  present  discussion,  because,  as 
he  himself  so  well  expressed  it,  he  saw 
the  Irish  Government  in  that  condition  of 
miserable  weakness  and  dependency,  that 
they  were  at  the  same  time  **  ashamed  to 
destroy,  and  afraid  to  defend,"  the  rights 
and  properties  of  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land ?     He  could  wish  plainly  to  tell  the 
Housci  and  the  country,  what  it  was  this 
'*  miserable  monopolising  minority  "  asked, 
and  what  now  it  was  they  refused  ?    Th/by 
asked,  they  desired,  nothing  but  equality, 
equal  justice,  impartial  administration  of 
the  law,  security  for  their  persons,  for 
their  properties,  for  their  liberties,  and 
their  religion;  they  offered  to  surrender 
all  monopolies,  allexclusiveness,  all  pecu- 
liar political  inOuence ;  but  they  entreated 
yoQ  not  to  transfer  these  to  their  oppo- 
nents;  they  desired   no  superiority,   no 
ascendancy,  nor  to  inflict  on  their  oppo- 
nents any  civil  inequality  ;  but  their  Pro- 
testant Church  Establishment  they  would 
cling  to  with  all  tenacity ;  they  would 
support  it  with  the  last  farthing  of  their 
property ;  they  held  their  lives  cheap  in 
comparison  with  it ;  they  knew  that  there 
would  be  no  safety  to  either  their  pro- 
perties or  their  lives  without  it*    Ay,  and 
they  knew,  too,  that  it  was  the  best  se- 
curity, even  for  the  rights  and  liberties  of 
iimt  Roman  Catholic  fellow  subjecu.    If 
the  vote  could  be  taken  that  night  upon 
tba  quaatioPy  whether  or  opt  the  present  | 


Bill  was  calculated  to  destroy  that  Church, 
a  large  majority  would  affirm  that  propo- 
sition; he  would  employ  the  hoii.  add 
learned  Member  for  Shaftesbury  to  draur 
the  pleading,  and  take  care  there  was  no 
false  or  immaterial  issue;   but  let  him 
bring  out  at  once  the   plain,   straight* 
forward  honest  question — does  this  Bill, 
or  does  it  not,  tend  to  the  subversion  of 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  ?    As  it 
was,  he  knew  there  would  be  a  large  ma- 
jOTii^  against  his  side  of  the  House;  some 
of  his  own  hon.  PViends  would  not  YOte 
to  abolish  the  old  corporations;  many 
were  lukewarm  on  the  subject,  and  many 
on  the  other  side  would  vote  from  a  secret 
conviction,  that  the  Bill  was  a  blow  aimed 
at  the  Irish   Church;   others,  from  an 
honourable  desire  to  support  the  Ministry; 
for,  disguise  it  as  they  would,  depend 
upon  it,  the  vote  that  night  would  neither 
be  one  on  the  Church  question^  nor  yet 
given  beiiause  a  Bill  of  corporate  reform 
is  vital  to  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of 
Ireland,  but  becadse  the  same  ose  had 
been  made  of  this  question,  which  last 
year  was  made  of  the  appropriation  olaose 
— it  had  ingeniouslv  been  made  vital  to 
the  existence  of  the  Ministry.  Many,  from 
an  honourable  and  amiable  motive  woaki, 
therefore,  vote  with  them.     Some,  who 
liked  their  persons,  but  not  their  mea- 
sures, and  others,  who  favoured  their  mea- 
sures, but  not  themselves,  would  feel  in 
honour  bound  not  to  desert  them  in  their 
distress*     He  knew  not  whethes^the  noble 
Lord  had  felt,  or  ever  would  feel,  the  paio, 
but  he  certainly  might  discern,  in  that 
debate,  the  symptoms  of  a  mortal  disease 
in  the  Ministry  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected.    It  might  be  a  question  of  time, 
a  little  more  or  less,  but  he  was  persuaded, 
notwithstanding  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  the  contrary,  that  the  people  of 
England  would  consider  this  a  religious 
question— would  be  surprised  at  the  noble 
Lord  and   his   Colleagues    adopting  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Liskeard 
and  Bath  on  that  subject ;  and  that  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  would  not,  in  their 
extremity,  appeal  in  vain  to  the  religious 
and  generous  sympathies  of  their  brethren 
in  England  and  in  Scotland.    The  people 
of  this  country  were,  as  it  had  been  truly 
observed  in  the  debate,  slow  to  move— 
they  resolved  not  quick,  but  once  resolved^ 
they  were  very  strong.    The  noble  Lord 
might  be  assured,  that  whatever  was  the 
vote  of  the  House  that  nlgbt|  the  Bifida 
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of  the  sober  and  rational  people  of  Great 
Britain  were  turned  from  the  present  Mi- 
nistry :  they  patiently  waited  their  time ; 
bat  their  hopes  were  steadily  and  deter- 
minedly fixed  on  one  who,  as  he  had  him- 
self said,  and  would  prove,  disdained  to 
hoist  false  colours,  to  conciliate  the  favour 
of  any  party;  but  who  had  manfully  de- 
clared, in  the  face  of  the  nation  and  the 
world,  that  the  principle  of  his  government 
would  be  "  to  support  the  national  estab- 
lishments which  connect  Protestantism 
with  the  state,  in  every  portion  of  the 
United  Kingdom." 
Debate  again  adjourned. 

HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Wednesday,  February  22,  1837. 

MiKOras.!  PetitioM  preieiitod.  By  Lord  IUobsoalk, 
ftom  Wat  Moieley,  against  Abolition  of  Church  Rates.— 
By  Lord  Godolpbiiv  and  the  Earl  Fitzwilliam,  flrom 
Willingham  and  Petert)orotigh»for  the  Abolition  of  Chureh 
Rates.— By  the  Earls  of  Dkton,  SakWrmnvnY,  Lords 
RjKKToiv  and  Rbdbsdals*  the  Bishops  of  Batb,  Wxllb, 
and  ExirsR,  from  Dunstable,  Lyme  Regis,  and  other 
places^  against  AboUtion  of  Chorch  Rates.— By  Lord 
Cu>NCURRY,  from  St.  Micham,  Dublin,  for  Poor  Laws 
(Ix»Iand).— By  Lords  Strafford,  Broitgham,  the  Earl  of 
Radnor,  the  Marquess  of  Cohtmobam,  fkom  various 
plaeet,  Ibr  the  Abolition  of  Churdi  Rates.-^y  Lord 
CunrouxRT,  from  Coiry,  for  Abolition  of  Tithes  (Ire- 
land). 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  February  22,  1837. 

MiNUTis^]   Bills.    Reada  first  time:— Church  Rates. 

Railways.— Jobbing  by  Members.] 
Mr.  Warburton,  in  conformity  with  the 
notice  he  had  given  on  the  preceding 
evening,  rose  to  present  two  petitions  to 
which  he  had  adverted  yesterday.  The 
first  was  from  the  owners  of  land  in  Kent, 
and  related  to  the  Deptord  and  Dover 
Railway.  There  were  three  names  ap- 
pended ta  the  petition,  one  of  which  he 
knew  to  be  that  of  a  most  respectable  in- 
dividual. The  amount  of  the  capital  of 
this  projected  company  was  3,  00,000/. 
There  were  various  minor  allegations  con- 
tained in  the  petition,  to  which  it  would 
be  unnecessary  for  him  particularly  to 
advert.  One  was,  that  it  was  said  the 
capital  of  two  former  companies  had  been 
handed  over  to  the  present,  while  the 
transfer  was  not  a  transfer  of  real  capital, 
bnt  simply  a  handing  over  of  the  names 
of  those  who  had  subscribed  to  the  first 
companies,  those  names  being  placed  on 
the  list  of  subscribers  to  the  present  un- 
dertaking! and  the  same   sums  placed] 


opposite  them,  as  had  stood  against  them 
on  the  former  lists.  One  other  allegation 
was,  that  whereas  the  capital  in  the  list  of 
subscribers  delivered  into  that  House,  ap- 
peared to  be  3,000,000/.,  yet  in  an  adver- 
tisement put  forth  by  the  company,  the 
amount  of  that  capital  was  stated  to  be 
only  2,000,000/,  These,  however,  were 
points  of  minor  importance ;  and  the  real 
complaint  was  contained  in  a  short  clause 
of  the  petition,  which  he  would  read.  He 
had  stated,  that  the  capital  of  the  com- 
pany was  said  to  be  3,000,000/.  Now, 
the  House  was  aware,  that  by  the  stand- 
ing orders,  it  was  necessary  to  lay  before 
the  House  a  list  of  the  subscribers  to  such 
undertakings,  whose  joint  subscriptions 
amounted  at  least  to  fifty  per  cent,  of  the- 
esti mated  capital ;  and  it  was  further  ne- 
cessary that  the  address,  and  place  of 
residence,  of  those  subscribers  should  be 
distinctly  stated  opposite  their  names.  In 
compliance  with  that  order,  a  list  bad 
been  delivered  in  by  the  projectors  of  the 
present  company ;  and  from  that  list  it 
appeared  that  1,590,150/.  had  been  sub- 
scribed for,  exceeding,  in  a  trifling  degree, 
the  required  amount  of  fifty  per  cent,  of 
the  whole.  In  the  list  so  delivered  in, 
there  appeared  thirty-three  names,  and 
the  sums  placed  opposite  to  those  names, 
amounted  to  224,900/.  Now,  what  the 
petition  alleged,  was,  that  those  persons 
had  no  real  interest  in  the  undertaking, 
that  they  were,  in  fact,  mere  men  of 
straw,  whose  names  had  been  obtained 
previous  to  the  list  being  delivered  in,  in 
order  to  make  up  the  fifty  per  cent,  re- 
quired by  the  orders  of  that  House, 
before  any  progress  could  have  been  made 
with  the  Bill  which  was  introduced.  The 
second  petition  was  short,  and  be  woukl 
therefore  read  it  to  the  House.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  then  read  the  petition,  he 
substance  of  which  was  as  follows  :— 
that  there  were  six  out  of  the  thirty-three 
names  which  had  been  alluded  to  put 
down  for  sums  varying  from  500/.  to 
12,000/.,  that  the  petitioners  subscribed 
the  contract  of  the  company  at  the  desire 
of  one  Jacob  Costello,  for  the  sum  of  4s, 
They  had  since,  however,  been  convinced 
that  they  had  incurred  a  great  and  serious 
responsibility,  and  that  they  had  been 
guilty  of  a  gross  fraud  upon  the  country, 
and  upon  that  House ;  and  for  these  rea- 
sons it  was,  that  they  had  now  appealed 
to  the  House.  The  case  he  haa  stated 
was,  he  thought  sufficiently  flagrant ;  anc) 
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there  was  also  sufficient  ground  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  to  investigate 
the  whole  transaction.    There  were  other 
allegations  in  the  petition,  which  showed 
that  the  affair  had  but  too  much  the  cha- 
racter of  a  bubble  company ;  for  it  was 
stated  that  there  were  other  persons  of 
gambling  habits,  and  no  property,  who 
appeared  on  the  list  as  subscribers  to  the 
extent  of  300,000/.,  in  addition  to  the 
224,900/.  already  alluded  to.    These  were 
fictitious  names,  or  the  names  of   per- 
sons who  had  not  paid,  and  who  were  not 
able  to  pay,  any  deposit,  and  who  had  no 
interest  whatever  in  the  undertaking.    He 
had  mentioned  yesterday  that  those  peti- 
tions involved  the  names  of  some  hon. 
Members  of  that  House,  in  the  transac- 
tions to  which  they  referred ;  not  that  any 
direct  charge  was  brought  forward,  but 
only  that  there  appeared  on  the  list  of 
the  provisional  committee  the  names  of 
certain  Members  of   that  House.    The 
names  mentioned  were  those  of  Sir  Andrew 
Leith  Hay,  and  Mr.  Hesketh  Fleetwood. 
There  was  no  charge  against  those  Qen- 
.  tlemen  beyond  that  of  culpable  negligence 
in  allowing  their  names  to  be  connected 
with  a  body,  the  character  of  which  they 
had  not  sufficiently  ascertained.    He  en- 
treated the  House  to  consider  the  conse- 
quences of  hon.  Members  of  that  House 
allowing  their  names  to  appear  on  the  list 
of  directors  of  Companjes,  the  respecta- 
bility of  which  they  had  not  sufficiently 
investigated.    These  were  the  gaudy  flies 
which  hid  the  barb  by  which  the  public 
were  hooked  and  caught.    He,  therefore, 
entreated  the  House  to  grant  him  a  Com. 
mittee  to  investigate  the  whole   matter, 
that  hon.  Members  and  the  public  might 
know   the  consequences  which  followed 
from  allowing  their  names  to  be  connected 
with  such  speculations.    There  were,  he 
regretted  to  say.  Gentlemen  in  that  House, 
who  did  allow  their  names  to  be  con- 
nected, with  too  much  ease  and  unwari- 
ness,  with  companies  like  the    present. 
Such  companies  as  the  one  in  question 
created  distress  with  the  subscribers,  and 
when  the  period  for  the  payment  arrived, 
then  the  distress  was  felt,  and  the  Bank 
was  called  upon  to  give  relief,  and  they 
then  made  advances,  which  enlarged  the 
currency ;  so  that  it  was  vain  to  say  that, 
beyond  the  evil  to  individuals,  those  spe- 
culations were  not  pregnant  with  national 
*  evil.    There  were  various  other  things  in 
the  petitions   of  a   grave   and  serious 


nature,  but  he  believed  that  what  be  bad 
already  stated,  would  be  sufficient  to  in- 
duce the  House  to  institute  an  investiga« 
tion  into  the  whole  transaction.  When, 
therefore,  he  had  presented  the  petitions, 
he  should  move  that  a  Committee  be 
appointed.  His  own  opinion  was,  that  it 
would  be  much  bette  to  have  it  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  restricted  in  num- 
ber, and  certainly  not  exceeding  at  the 
utmost,  fifteen  Gentlemen,  who  had 
weight  with  the  House,  instead  of  refer- 
ring it  to  a  larger  Committee,  where  the 
numbers  would  be  fluctuating.  He  did 
not  intend  to  name  the  Committee  to-day ; 
and,  indeed,  under  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  he  thought  that  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  take  its  nomination 
into  their  own  hands;  and  he  should 
therefore,  now  only  move  that  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed,  to  whom  these 
petitions  should  be  referred. 

The  petitions  having  been  read. 
Sir  Andrew  L,  Hay  observed,  that  dur- 
ing the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  although 
his  name  might  have  appeared  in  connexion 
with  some  railway  companies,  he  had  not 
thought  it  his  duty,  nor  found  it  his  in- 
clination, to  vote  either  in  favour  of  those 
Railway  Bills  with  which  he  was  connected, 
or  against  those  to  which  he  was  opposed, 
nor  should  he  have  thought  it  necessary 
to  address  4he  House  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, had  not  his  name  been  prominently 
brought  forward  as  one  of  the  directors  of 
that  company  whose  conduct  was  thought 
censurable  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Brid- 
port.  His  name  was  last  year  on  the  list 
of  directors  of  a  company  for  forming  a 
Gravesend  Railway,  but  the  Bill  for  that 
object  was  refused  by  the  House,  and 
then,  without  his  knowledge,  his  name 
was  transferred  to  the  list  of  directors  of 
this  railway  company,  and  he  had  certainly 
since  that  time  not  directed  his  name  to 
be  withdrawn  from  that  list.  At  the  same 
time,  he  must  say,  that  he  had  not  at- 
tended the  meetings  of  the  directors,  he 
had  not  signed  the  deed  of  settlement,  and 
he  had  never  participated  in  any  proceed- 
ings of  the  company.  Having  been  con- 
nected in  common  with  many  other  gen- 
tlemen of  high  respectability,  with  this 
company,  he  did  not  now  come  forward  to 
shrink  from  the  consequences  of  an  act 
which  he  must  admit  was  one  involving  a 
charge  of  considerable  negligence  on  his 
part.  The  moment,  however,  he  had 
ascertained  that  there  was  any  doubt  as  to 
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the  retpeotability  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
company,  he  detennined  to  withdraw  his 
name  from  the  direction,  and  although  he 
did  not  beliere  that  there  was  any  single 
individaal  in  the  direction  on  whom  the 
imputations  thrown  by  the  petitions  could 
rest,  he  did  not  think  it  consistent  with  the 
duty  he  owed  to  others  or  to  himself,  to 
remain  a  single  moment  longer  in  con* 
nezion  with  the  company  after  it  had 
been  affected  by  the  slightest  taint  of 
fraud. 

Mr.  Heskelh  Fleetwood  should  not  have 
intruded  himself  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House,  unless  his  name  had  been  used  in 
connexion  with  the  circumstances  stated 
in  the  petitions,  and  for  his  part  he  had 
no  wish  whatever  to  shrink  from  any  pro- 
per responsibility  which  could  attach  itself 
to  him  for  allowing  his  name  to  be  placed 
upon  the  list  of  provisional  directors.  His 
name  had  been  put  down  as  a  director  of 
a  railway  between  London  and  Ramsgate, 
and  he  had  said,  that  if  they  attempted  to 
carry  the  railway  on  to  Dover,  he  would 
cease  to  be  a  member  of  the  company,  and 
he  had  stated  that  circumstance  as  a 
reason  for  his  withdrawal  to  the  secretary 
before  those  petitions  were  brought  for- 
ward. But  in  saying  this,  he  had  no  wish 
to  free  himself  from  any  imputations  which 
could  fall  on  members  for  the  commission 
of  an  act  of  negligence,  namely,  that  when 
they  saw  a  scheme  that  they  considered 
likely  to  lead  to  national  benefit  and  ad- 
vantage, they  lent  it  their  countenance  by 
permitting  their  names  to  be  used  as  pro- 
visional directors.  He  had  never  attended 
any  meeting  of  the  board  of  directors,  but 
he  would  state  one  point,  in  justice  to  the 
individuals  connected  with  the  railway, 
which  be  thought  of  consequence.  He 
thought  that  this  should  be  a  fair  Com- 
mittee, and  with  that  view  he  should  have 
a  very  great  pleasure  in  assenting  to  its 
formation,  witn  this  one  point  in  reserve 
— that  if  any  party  had  brought  forward 
these  petitions,  in  order  to  impede  the  pro- 
gress of  this  Bill,  then,  supposing  the 
parties  implicated  should  be  cleared  from 
the  charges  brought  against  them,  the 
House  would  kindly  indulge  them  with 
further  time,  and  not  permit  the  Bill  to  be 
lost. 

Sir  Edward  Knatchbidl  expressed  his 
satisfaction  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  had  acceded  to  the  suggestion 
which  he  had  thrown  out  the  day  before, 
that  Memben  whose  characters  were  af« 


fected  by  the  allegatioos  in  these  petitions. 
might  have  it  in  their  power  to  make  any 
explanations  which  they  thought  it  fit  and 
right  to  offer.  He  assented  entirelv  to 
the  course  of  proceeding  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport  proposed  to  follow. 
There  was  one  observation,  however,  which 
he  wished  to  make ;  namely,  that  Oentle* 
men  should  be  a  little  cautious  how  they 
lent  their  names  to  any  projects  of  this 
description.  He  knew  that  there  were 
many  out  of  doors  who  were  interested  in 
this  inquiry,  and  who  were  naturally  in- 
terested that  the  investigation  should  be 
pursued ;  and  he  trusted  the  selection  of 
the  Committee  would  be  such  as  would 
secure  the  confidence  of  the  country.  He 
would  only  sa^  now  that  he  earnestly 
hoped  that  this  investigation  would  bie 
productive  of  public  good. 

Mr.  Matthias  Attwood  said,  that  in 
addition  to  those  Gentlemen  whose  names 
appeared  in  the  list  of  directors,  there 
were  many  other  individuals  whose  names 
were  well  known  to  the  House,  and  who 
were  quite  as  respectable  and  as  incapable 
of  acting  improperly  as  any  of  the  hon. 
Members  who  had  addressed  the  House. 
He  was  satisfied  that  they  would  not 
shrink  from  the  inquiry  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport  asked  for,  and  on 
their  part  he  courted  the  fullest  investiga* 
tion  into  these  transactions. 

Mr.  Oisborne  thought  that  the  House 
should  be  careful  in  interfering  with  these 
matters  before  the  right  time,  and  that 
they  ought  to  bring  the  case  before  the 
proper  tribunals.     He  understood  that  a 
petition  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  had  been 
presented  to  a  section  of  the  Committee 
of  42,  which  had  been  appointed  this 
session,  and  he  considered  that  into  all 
the  allegations  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bridport,  except  one  point,  this  section 
of  the  Committee  would  have  a  right  to 
inquire.     He  doubted,  therefore,  whether 
it  would  be  right  to  appoint  a  Committee 
to  conduct  an  investigation   which   fell 
peculiarly  within  the  scope  of  the  duty 
which  this  section  of  the  Committee  of  42 
had  to  perform.    He  had  not  the  least 
desire  to  screen  any  of  the  parties,  but  at 
the  same  time  he  thought  tnere  was  some 
danger  of  the  House  stepping  beyond  its 
functions,  and  the  present  was  not  the 
most  convenient  time  for  such  a  Comiiui<- 
tee  to  be  appointed. 

The  CiianceUor  of  the  Sxekequer  dif- 
fered from  bis  hon«  Friend  who  had  last 
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gpoken^  beoante  he  thoqght  that  if  they 
gftve  leave  to  bring  bills  before  the  House, 
and  made  themselves  responsible  for  the 
eharacter  of  the  undertakings,  they  must, 
in  defenoe  of  their  own  standing  orders, 
appoint  a  select  Committee,  to  inquire 
into  the  facts  alleged  in  these  petitions. 
If  they  remitted  parties  who  had  trusted 
to  the  vigilance  of  that  House,  to  a  court 
of  law,  and  exposed  them  to  delay  and 
expense,  they  would  be  abdicating  one 
of  their  most  important  functions  and 
neglecting  one  of  their  most  imperative 
duties.  He  would  take  this  opportunity 
of  stating  further,  that  parties  applying 
for  bills  to  Parlisment  ought  to  be  aware 
that  the  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Exchequer  ix)an  Commissioners  were  al- 
most entirely  exhausted,  and  Parliament 
would  do  well  to  reflect  before  they  re- 
newed that  fund,  whether  they  would  give 
encouragement  to  any  fresh  speculations. 
He  should  be  sorry  if  it  were  thought  that 
in  making  this  declaration  he  wished  to 
throw  any  distrust  or  discredit  on  these 
ffreat  national  undertakings  when  in  the 
hands  of  responsible  persons,  and  when 
properly  directed. 

Lord  Stanley  quite  agreed  with  his 
right  hon.  Friend  in  thinking  that  in  a 
case  which  so  materially  affected  the 
whole  of  their  proceedings,  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  House  to  refer  it  to  any 
other  tribunal  than  one  of  their  own.  If 
the  facts  stated  in  the  petition  were  true, 
this  was  one  of  the  grossest  frauds  which 
bad  ever  been  attempted  to  be  imposed 
upon  the  House.  The  statement  which 
had  been  made  to  night  must  have  the 
effect  of  warning  hon.  Members  how  they 
lent  their  names,  their  high  and  honour- 
able names,  to  projects  of  which  they 
knew  nothing.  He  had  invariably,  upon 
all  occasions,  refused  to  lend  his  name  as 
m  director  of  a  company  of  any  sort  or 
kind,  and  he  was  quite  sure  that  if  gen- 
tlemen would  only  give  themselves  the 
trouble  of  considering  the  expediency  of 
not  allowing  their  names  to  appear  before 
the  public  as  nominal  directors,  from 
which  they  could  not  afterwards  shake 
off  the  responsibility,  though  they  could, 
in  truth,  exercise  no  direction,  they  would 
see  the  absolute  necessity  of  not  yielding 
to  any  such  solicitations.  With  regard 
to  the  tribunal  before  which  these  peti- 
tions should  be  sent,  he  was  rather  in- 
clined to  the  opinion,  that  it  should  be 
referred    to  the  standing  oiders    Com- 


mittee.  A  Sob*Committee  of  the  49 
Members  must  go  into  the  merits  of  thia 
transaction ;  they  must  report  on  the 
whole  facts,  and  therefore  he  thought  it 
the  most  proper  tribunal  to  which  the 
case  could  be  referred.  At  the  same 
time,  if  the  House  entertained  a  different 
opinion,  and  thought  that  it  should  be 
referred  to  a  select  Committee,  he  would 
not  object  to  that  course. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  was  of  opinion 
that  the  House  was  bound  to  institute  a 
grave  inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of 
this  case.  He  should  have  been  inclined 
entirely  to  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  in 
his  motion  for  a  select  Committee,  pro- 
vided  this  case  had  occurred  last  year, 
because  up  to  last  year  there  was  no  other 
tribunal  to  which  it  could  with  propriety 
have  been  referred.  At  present  it  would 
be  preferable  to  refer  the  case  to  the 
standing  orders  Committee  than  a  select 
Committee.  He  did  not  wish  in  this, 
the  first  instance  of  the  kind  whk:h  had 
been  brought  before  the  House,  to  relieve 
the  standing  orders  Committee  of  what 
he  conceived  to  be  their  special  duty, 

Mr.  Robert  Palmer  begged  leave  to 
suggest  that  considerable  inconvenience 
woidd  result  from  the  cOurse  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  follow. 
The  present  was  a  question  of  facts,  and 
if  the  Sub-Committee  were  to  enter  into 
them,  one  of  the  Sub-Committees  of  the 
42  would  be  shut  up  from  going  into 
the  investigations  which  were  now  before 
them.  At  present  there  were  not  Jess 
than  ten  or  twelve  bills  before  each  of 
these  Sub-Committees  every  day,  and 
it  was  likely  that  as  the  session  advanced 
they  would  have  more  claims  upon  their 
time.  He  put  it  therefore  whether,  as  a 
matter  of  convenience,  it  would  not  be 
better  to  agree  to  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport. 

Mr.  Warburion  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  had 
anticipated  one  of  the  objections  which 
be  was  about  to  offer  to  the  plan  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  If  bis  advice 
were  followed,  it  must  materially  interfere 
with  the  progress  of  business  in  this  very 
busy  session  for  private  bills.  Again, 
suppose  the  company  withdrew  their  bill, 
as  they  had  the  power  to  do,  this  would 
stop  all  proceedings.  •  What  would  the 
standing  orders  Committee  do  then? 
That  was  the  second  objection.    He  had 


663      Munich  Chrporaiim      {COMMONS}     flrelandJ-^Cmmittei^     &64 


yet  a  third.  It  would  be  recollected  that 
the  parties  who  had  subscribed  their 
Dames  to  this  petition  were  landowners 
upon  the  line ;  were  they  to  go  into  this 
investigation  before  the  standing  orders 
Committee  at  their  own  expense?  This 
was  not  a  private  but  a  public  question, 
and  he  wished  a  select  Committee  to  be 
appointed — first,  because  if  these  petitions 
were  referred  to  the  standing  orders  Com- 
mittee^ it  would  put  a  stop  to  the  progress 
of  private  business;  secondly,  because 
it  would  be  in  the  power  of  the  parties  to 
stop  the  proceeding  by  withdrawing  their 
bill ;  and  thirdly,  because  the  expense  of 
the  inquiry  ought  to  be  borne,  not  by  the 
parties  but  by  the  public. 

Petitions  to  be  referred  to  a  select 
Committee. 

Municipal  Corporations  (Ire- 
land)— Committee — ^Adjourned  De- 
bate— Third  Day.]  The  Order  of  the 
Day  for  resuming  thedebate  on  the 
Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Bill 
having  been  read, 

Mr.  Brotheri(m»  being  in  possession  of 
the  House,  would  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  it  afforded  htm  of  saying  a 
few  words  merely  in  reference  to  the  re- 
mark on  which  great  stress  had  been  laid 
by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that 
Manchester  had  not  manifested  a  desire  to 
be  constituted  a  corporate  town.  He 
thought  he  should  be  fully  justified  in 
saying  that  the  fact  was,  that  in  all  classes 
of  inhabitants,  and  in  every  degree,  it  was 
the  unanimous  desire  to  obtain  an  im- 
proved system  of  local  government,  on  the 
basis  of  corporations.  The  difficulty  had 
been  in  making  an  arrangement  which 
would  prove  satisfactory  to  the  townships 
which  constituted  the  town  of  Manchester. 
There  had,  however,  been  a  meeting  held, 
and  a  committee  appointed  to  consider 
the  subject  3  that  committee  had  made  a 
report,  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  and 
with  the  leave  of  the  House,  he  would 
read  the  concluding  part  of  it.  It  was 
that-^^'  In  conclusion,  your  committee 
beg  most  respectfully,  but  earnestly,  to 
impress  upon  their  fellow-townsmen  the 
importance  of  an  early  arrangement  of  this 
important  subject,  and  they  think  that  the 
present  time  is  a  most  favourable  oppor- 
tunity for  effecting  it.  The  subject  should 
not  be  viewed  as  a  party  question,  but  as 
one  which  should  have  the  good  of  the 
community  for  its  sole  object,  by  the  con- 


stitution of  a  local  governmeat,  which 
will  sustain  the  acquirement,  and  be 
worthy  of  the  character  of  the  town.  The 
interests  of  every  part  of  the  borooghy 
which  are  one  and  the  same  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  ought  to  be  strengthened 
by  consolidation,  instead  of  being  weak- 
ened as  they  now  are  by  subdivisions  and 
distinctions  inimical  to  the  general  good*" 
It  was  plain,  therefore,  that  Manchester 
was  desirous  of  having  municipal  govern- 
ment. He  would  not  enter  upon  the 
general  question,  as  he  could  not  expect 
to  interest  the  House  by  anything  be 
could  advance.  He  considered  the  sub- 
ject was  nearly  exhausted,  and  he  would 
only  state  his  opinion,  that  having  paid 
considerable  attention  to  the  debate,  he 
had  not  heard  one  shadow  of  an  argument 
on  the  other  side,  or  any  fact  tending  to 
prove,  that  Corporations  would  not  be 
highly  beneficial  to  Ireland.  He  bad 
heard  some  alarm  expressed  with  regard 
to  the  Church,  that  the  Established 
Church  of  Ireland  would  be  injured  by 
Municipal  Reform ;  but,  for  his  own  part, 
he  thought  he  could  give  proof  that  he 
had  no  hostility  to  the  Church,  when  be 
said  he  was  thoroughly  convinced  the 
Church  of  Ireland  would  exist  twice  as 
long  if  Municipal  Reform  was  granted  as 
it  would  if  it  was  withheld.  Believing, 
then,  that  these  corporations  would  be 
beneficial  to  Ireland,  he  should  give  his 
cordial  support  to  the  original  motion. 

Lord  Clements  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Sergeant  opposite  had  particularly 
alluded  to  the  exercise  of  the  prerogative 
of  mercy  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land; and  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Ser- 
geant were  able  to  prove  his  grave  charge, 
and  induce  the  House  and  Uie  people  of 
England  to  consider  that  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  had  prostituted  the 
power  which  was  placed  in  his  hands,  he 
would  go  far  to  prove  that  the  policy  pur- 
sued by  the  Irish  Government  was  tile 
reverse  of  the  most  just,  the  most  concilia- 
tory, the  most  beneficial  to  the  Engiish 
connexion  that  had  ever  been  pursued  by 
any  Lord-Lieutenant  by  whom  Ireland 
was  ever  yet  governed.  He  begged  to 
read  a  letter  which  he  had  received  from 
a  gentleman  in  the  county  of  Cavan— a 
gentleman  as  respectable  and  honourable 
as  any  of  the  hon.  Qenllemen  whom  he 
saw  opposite'— a  gentleman  who  was  the 
brother-in-law  of  the  Conservative  Mem- 
ber for  Cavani  and  who  had  done  as  nuoh 
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la  promote  the  peace  of  the  county  of 
CavaD,  the  connexion  between  England 
and  Iidandy  and  the  happiness  or  the 
people,  as  any  man  in  this  House.  He 
was  not  about  to  refer,  like  th  hon.  and 
learned  Sergeant,  to  an  anonymous  author- 
ity. The  gentleman  to  whom  he  alluded 
was  Mr.Saunderson,  of  Castle  Saunderson. 
His  letter  bore  on  the  statement  of  the 
hon*  aud  learned  Sergeant  that  a  person 
of  the  name  of  Patrick  Maguire,  who  had 
been  found  guilty  of  haying  fired  at  the 
revenue  officers,  and  whose  sentence, 
which  was  transportation,  had  been  com- 
muted by  the  Lord-Lieutenant  to  two 
years'  imprisonment,  was  subsequently 
discharged  by  order  of  his  excellency 
before  Uie  term  of  his  imprisonment  had 
expired,  the  reason  assigned  being  the  bad 
state  of  the  man's  health.  It  was  said  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  that  the 
necessary  proof  of  the  sickness  of  the 
prisoner — the  certificate  of  the  surgeon- 
had  not  been  given,  and  it  was  with  refer- 
ence to  this  representation  that  the  letter 
would  be  founa  to  afibrd  some  important 
information.  The  letter  was  as  folbws  :— 
The  writer  said,  that  feeling  he  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  representation  which  had 
been  made  respecting  the  release  of 
Maguire  without  a  surgeon's  certificate, 
he  begged  to  state  such  of  the  facts  as  he 
was  acquainted  with.  A  petition,  signed 
by  fourteen  or  fifteen  magistrates,  besides 
many  other  respectable  persons,  praying 
for  an  extension  of  the  Royal  mercy  to 
Maguire,  was  brought  to  him,  with  a  re- 
quest that  he  would  sign  it,  but  he 
declined  to  do  so,  not  knowing  anything 
of  the  circumstances.  It  having  been 
represented  to  him,  however,  that  the 
case  was  one  of  great  hardship,  and  that 
his  name  would  be  very  serviceable,  he 
promised  to  inquire  into  the  case;  and 
having  satisfied  himself  on  the  subject,  he 
determined  to  sign,  but  before  he  could  do 
so,  the  petition  had  been  forwarded  to  the 
Government.  Subsequently  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  visited  the  prison,  and  having 
gone  through  it,  was  about  to  leave,  when 
the  surgeon  requested  him  to  commute  the 
sentences  of  two  men  confined  in  thehos- 
pital,  one  of  whom  was  this  Maguire. 
His  excelleney  objected  to  doing  so  in 
Maguire's  case,  because  he  had  already 
commuted  his  sentence  from  transporta- 
tion to  imprisonment.  However,  on  the 
lepresentation  of  the  surgeon  that  the 
man  was  languishing  in  the  infirmary 
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under  a  wound,  that  he  was  reduced  to  a 
hectic  state  from  which  he  did  not  think 
he  would  recover  if  his  confinement  oon« 
tinned,  and  further,  on  the  entreaty  of  th« 
high  sheriff,  the  writer,  and  others  who 
were  present,  his  rdease  was  ordered,  to 
the  perfect  satisfaction  of  all  patties.  The 
man's  offence  consisted  in  this:— *He  was 
surprised  when  smuggling  by  some  revenue 
officers,  when  he  jumped  into  a  boat  and 
rowed,  under  the  fire  of  the  officers,  to* 
wards  the  middle  of  the  lake.  When 
beyond  the  range  of  their  fire  he  rested, 
and,  levelling  his  piece,  fired,  it  was  be* 
lieved  purely  out  of  bravado  at  the  officers. 
He  was  taken,  tried,  sentenced  to  trans- 
portation, and  sent  to  the  hulks ;  but  his 
case  becoming  known,  was  thought  one 
of  great  hardship,  and  an  extraordinary 
number  of  magistrates  and  others  inter- 
fered in  his  behalf.  The  second  case, 
which  was  that  of  a  man  who  had 
been  tried  for  killmg  another,  and  who 
was  found  to  be  insane,  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  would  not  interfere  in. 
Now  he  would  ask  the  House  whether  the 
testimony  of  this  gentleman,  who  had  done 
his  best  to  promote  the  peace  of  the  country, 
was  not  of  more  value  than  the  anonymous 
authority  on  which  the  representation  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  was  founded. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  had  also 
referred  to  some  transactions  in  the  county 
of  Leitrim.  Perhaps  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant  would  allow  him  to  inquire  whe- 
ther his  informant  in  this  case  was  or  was 
not  Mr.  Potter  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant  assented ;  the  authority,  then,  to 
which  he  appealed  was  that  of  Mr.  Potter. 
Now  he  would  state  that  he  did  con- 
sider Ireland,  and  his  county  (Leitrim)  in 
particular,  to  be  in  a  state  of  remarkable 
quiet  He  believed  his  hon.  Friend  op- 
posite to  be  the  last  person  who  would 
have  permitted  the  magistracy  to  connive 
at  acts  of  riot ;  he  believed  him  to  be  the 
last  person  who  would  have  looked  over 
such  a  thing;  yet  he  must  say,  that 
neither  in  his  Administration,  nor  in  any 
other  up  to  the  present  lime,  had  there 
been  the  same  anxiety  on  the  part  of  the 
constituted  auAorities,  on  the  part  of  the 
magistrates,  or  on  the  part  of  the  police, 
to  prevent  or  to  bring  to  justice  parties 
guilty  of  rioting  at  fairs.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  his  hon.  Friend  had  not  done 
his  best,  but  he  did  not  go  so  energetically 
to  work  to  that  end  as  had  the  present 
Government.  As  far  as  his  own  expe- 
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rience  bad  gone,  be  wm  surprised  thai 
there  bad  not  been  more  outrages  com- 
mitted than  there  were.    In  the  month 
of  November   there  were  only  fire  pri* 
Boners   for   trial  in  the  gaol  of  Leitrim. 
He  believed  that  there  were  few  couDties 
in  England  which  could  say  as  much  at 
that  period  of  the  year.    Was  he  not 
justified,  then,  in  representing  the  county 
to   have    been    in    a    remarkably    quiet 
State?    The  learned  Sergeant  had  refer- 
red to  an  outrage  committed  on  the  Rev. 
Mr.  Hogg,  of  the  parish  of  Cloon.     He 
bad  received  the  facts  of  that  outrage 
from  a  friend  of  his.     He  begged  to  de- 
clare that  he  yielded  to  no  man  in  his 
desire  to  promote  the  peace  of  the  country. 
To  him  it  was  of  the  highest  importaoce. 
He  lived  there.    Therefore,  to  him,  he  re* 
peated,  it  was  of  the  utmost  consequence 
that  peace  should  prevail.     He  did  not 
mean  to  say,  that  he  had  put  himself  in 
any  situation  of  danger  to  effect  that  ob- 
ject.   He  did  not  say,  like  Lord  Charle- 
ville,  that  he  would  share  in  the  danger 
of  enforcing  peace;  he  did  not  say  he 
would  share  any  danger;  but  he  was  ready 
to  do  his  duty ;  and  the  fact  was,  that  he 
had  never  been  incommoded.    He  lived  in 
a  house  without  fire-arms;  its  windows 
were  open  down  to  the  ground ;  and  no 
stone  wall  surrounded  it.    Such  was  his 
position,  yet  he  had  never  been  incom- 
moded in  the  slightest  degree.    But  the 
bon.  and  learned  Sergeant  said,  that  Mr. 
Potter,  forsooth,  connected  the  outrage  on 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Hogg  with  the  clemency  of 
the  Lord -Lieutenant.    He  would  tell  the 
House  how  that  gentleman  came  to  the 
county  first:  he  would  show  them  what 
the  country  must  expect  if  the  Tories  came 
into  power.    Of  course  they  must  consult 
somebody — thev  must  consult  the  learned 
Sergeanti  and  he  must  consult  this  Mr. 
Potter.    Well,  Mr.  Potter  was  introduced 
to  the  county  by  the  late  Rector  of  Cloon 
as  a  tithe  proctor,  and  his  conduct  in  that 
capacity  was  so  harassing,  so  obnoxious 
to  the  people,  and  so  disadvantageous  to 
the  rector,  that  he,  or  the  executors  of 
that  gentleman^  discharged  him.    At  pre- 
sent the  living  was  held  by  Mr.  French, 
and  he  found  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Potter 
such  that  be  discontinued  him  as  his 
tithe  proctor.    Mr.  Potter  having  been  so 
treated  by  his  friends,  turned  round  and 
joined  the  other  party,  and  became  an 
anti-tithe  agitator;  so  he  united  in  his 
own  person  Uie  two  characters  which  both 


sides  of  the  House  agiMd   bad  veil 
agitated  the  country.    His  side  of  the 
House  attributed  to  the  tithe    proctois 
much  of  the  agitation  which  had  eaisted 
in  Ireland ;  the  other  side  contended  that 
the  agitation  was  chargeable  against  the 
anti-tithe  agitators.    Now  this  gentleman 
was  both.     He  was  originally  a    tithe 
proctor,  and  then  he  became  an  anti- 
tithe  agitator.  He,  after  this,  tried  a  third 
trade,  and  now  he  was  an  attorney.    It 
was  in  his  capacity  of  attorney  that  he  in- 
stituted the  prosecution  for  that  very  otit«> 
rage  which  the  learned  Sergeant  wished  to 
make  out.    Without  entering  into   the 
question    whether    the    prosecution  was 
right  or  wrong,  he  would  say  the  outrage 
was  one  of  a  horrible  description,  and  one 
the  parties  to  which  he  would  bring  to  jos- 
tice  if  he  could ;  but  he  must  also  declare 
that  it  was  not  a  party  outrage.    On  this 
subject  he  would  ask  the  House  to  whose 
testimony  would  they  attach  the  greater 
weight — that  of  Mr.  Sannderson,  or  that 
of  Mr.  Potter?    He  might  throw  into  th« 
scale  his  own  testimony,  which,  humble  is* 
dividual  as  he  was,  nevertheless  was  eo* 
titled  to  a  little  consideration.    He  did 
not  mean  to  say,  that  the  constitoency  he 
represented  had  that  interest  in  the  C!or- 
poration  question  which  some  others  had. 
The  reason  was  this :  there  were  no  towns 
in  his  county  which  were  likely  to  become 
corporate  towns.    But  it  was  now  Said 
that  the  rights  of  Irishmen  were  to  be  re« 
'fused,  because  the  majority  of  them  were 
Roman  Catholics;  wiiy,  if  the  question 
were  brought  forward  in  that  shape,  they 
might  refuse  to  Irishmen  the  enjoyment 
of  any  ri^ts  whatever.    If  they  refused 
what  must  be  admitted  to  be  just  rights 
to  Irishmen  because  a  majority  of  them 
were  Roman  Catholics ;  why,  then,  they 
might  be  denied  trial  by  inry ;  they  might 
be  denied,  in  fact,  any  rights  that  ought  to 
appertain  to  them  as  British    sobjecti. 
He  wanted  to  know  what  argument,  that 
would  withhold  Corporations  from    Ira- 
iand,    that    would   refuse    to   Irishmen 
the   right  of  their  Municipal  elections, 
would  not  apply  generally  to  the  extension 
of  any  other  liberty  to  Irishmen,  whether 
as  Protestants  or  as  Roman  Catholics  T 
He   was  gbd  to  hear   hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  refer  so  mnch  to  the  jnry  question, 
because  it  showed  this,  that  if  the  Tories 
were  consistent  and  got  into  power  they 
ought  to  have  Tory  judges,  that  thev  might 
appoint  Tory  sheriffs,  in  order  that  ibn 
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Mter  might  nominate  Tory  nnder-dieriffs^ 
And  fo  the;^  would  have  packed  juries* 
Ho  did  not  impute  that  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  R.  Peel),  whose 
worth  he  respected.  He  believed  that 
right  hon.  Barooet  had  saved  the  country 
once,  and  he  hoped  Qod  would  bless  him 
fbr  it.  He  believed  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  knowingly  do  any 
soch  thing;  but  the  fact  was,  that  the 
feelings  of  prejudice  were  so  strong 
amongst  the  Orange  party  in  Ireland, 
that  they  did  not  believe  they  could  get 
a  fair  trial  unless  there  was  a  packed 
jury.      He   would   instance   a    case    to 

f»rove  this.  In  the  parish  in  which  he 
ived  the  officers  of  the  revenue  police 
and  the  country  people  had  a  conflict.  It 
occurred  in  the  dark ;  the  country  people 
rushed  on  the  police,  by  whom  one  of  the 
people  was  slaughtered,  and  died  in  con- 
sequence of  the  wound  he  had  received. 
One  of  the  revenue  officers  came  to  him 
in  a  state  of  great  excitement,  and  told 
tilm  of  the  occurrence.  It  was  necessary 
to  have  B  coroner's  inquest:  but  the 
eoroner  (as  was  usual  in  Ireland)  was  in 
gaol.  The  revenue  officer  said,  that  the 
magistrates  must  hold  an  inquest,  and 
stated  that  be  had  sent  for  a  magistrate 
with  whom  he  was  acquainted,  to  request 
bis  attendance;  and  also  that  the  jury 
might  be  taken,  not  from  the  neighbour- 
hood in  which  the  occurrence  took  place  : 
he  desired  that  a  jurv  might  be  summoned 
from  a  town  which  was  at  four  miles 
distance.  His  answer  was,  that  he  did 
not  approve  of  the  revenue  officer  having 
sent  for  a  magistrate  with  whom  he  was 
acquainted,  nor  did  he  even  approve  of 
himself  presiding  on  the  occasion ;  that 
they  should  not  only  show  the  people  that 
justice  would  be  done,  but  also  guarantee 
justice  being  administered.  He,  therefore 
sent  for  the  stipendmry  magistrate.  He 
itated,  also,  that  he  would  not  consent  to 
ajury  being  brought  a  distance  of  four 
miles,  when  the  law  said  the  jury  should 
be  taken  from  the  neighbourhood.  It  was 
predicted  of  course  that  the  jury  of  the 
neighbourhood  would  never  6ad  any  other 
verdict  than  that  of  manslaughter.  The 
jtjry  heard  the  evidence — they  were  sworn 
- — they  attended  to  their  oaths — and  they 
found  a  verdict  of  justifiable  homicide. 
Wow,  the  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  op- 

Eosite  was  for  continuing  the  old  j  ury  system. 
le  did  not  mean  to  say   that  ajury  even 
Uftder  that  system  would  not  act  according 


to  their  conscientious  opinions — that  twelve 
men  on  their  oaths  would  not  find  an 
honest  verdict — he  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  such  persons  put  into  a  box  would 
not  give  a  good  verdict ;  but  what  he 
contended  for  was  this,  that  just  as  good 
a  verdict  would  be  given  if  the  men  in  the 
box  were  not  party  men.  Now  since  that 
unfortunate  homicide  to  which  he  had 
referred  there  had  never  been  another  case 
of  outrage,  and  this  because  the  people 
were  convinced  that  they  would  have  fair 
play,  and  that  the  jury  who  decided  the 
case  never  would  have  found  a  verdict  of 
justifiable  homicide  if  the  act  committed 
were  not  justifiable.  It  was  all  very  well 
for  hon.  Gentlemen  to  say,  that  juries  were 
always  fair  in  Ireland,  because  a  case  had 
never  come  against  themselves ;  but  this 
he  knew  Protestants  to  say  when  the 
shoes  pinched  themselves,  that  they  could 
not  bear  corporation  juries.  He  had  not 
himself  any  personal  interest  in  this  matter^ 
he  never  attended  their  public  meetings  in 
all  his  lifoi  but  atill  he  could  not  remain 
sUent  when  his  country  was  denied  that 
which  it  was  her  plain  and  manifhst  right 
to  have.  He  denied,  that  because  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
GatholicBi  Uiatthey,  therefore,  were  hostile 
to  the  connexion  with  this  island.  It 
had,  indeed,  been  said,  that  corporation 
reform  would  affect  the  Church  question  ; 
this  was  said  because  it  was  declared  to 
have  been  asserted  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  that  it  would 
affect  the  Irish  Church.  Now  it  was  not 
enough  for  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  say 
this,  or  to  rest  upon  the  assertion  that 
another  said  it ;  they  ought  to  prove,  that 
a  connexion  between  corporate  reform 
and  the  Established  Cbnrch  existed.  The 
General  Association  did  not  maintam  that 
it  would  destroy  the  Church.  What  it 
said  was,  that  corporation  reform  would 
lead  to  a  satishctory  adjustment  of  the  tithe 
question,  and,  in  his  opinion,  there  was 
the  greatest  difference  between  a  satis- 
factory adjustment  of  the  tithe  question 
and  the  Established  Church.  What  effect, 
he  asked,  could  bodies  in  towns  have  with 
respect  to  the  tithes,  which  was  merely  an 
agricultural  question  ?  The  opposite  party 
could  not  show  it,  except  by  quotations 
from  speeches  made  b^  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny.  In  his 
opinion  corporation  reform  could  have  no 
effect  whatever  on  the  Established  Church. 
The  riffht  hon.  Member  for  (he  University 
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of  Dublin  bad  taunted  bim  with  con« 
stantly  saying  be  was  a  Protestant.  He 
hoped  be  was  a  sincere  Protestant — that 
he  adhered  with  firmness  to  the  religion 
that  he  professed.  He  was  read^  to 
maintain  the  religion  of  the  Established 
Churchy  and  he  wasonewho,  if  his  religion 
were  attacked,  would,  to  use  the  language 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  resist  that  attack  <'  to  the 
death."  He  did  not  say,  that  corporate 
reform  could  alone  pacify  Ireland ;  but  he 
believed  that,  with  Poor-laws,  it  would 
go  a  great  way  towards  the  tranquilisation 
of  that  country.  Hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site wished  that  things  in  Ireland  should  re- 
main t»  statu  quo.  That  was  impossible  : 
they  could  not  remain  so  without  coercion 
bill  after  coercion  bill,  and  the  people  of 
England,  he  believed,  would  not  run  the 
risk  of  a  civil  war  for  the  purpose  of  sustain- 
ing things  as  they  were  in  Ireland.  He 
might  pass  over  to  the  other  side  if  it  were 
practicable  to  keep  things  as  they  were 
in  Ireland ;  but  believing  that  to  be 
impracticable,  he  gave  his  support  to  his 
Majesty^s  Government  in  the  course  they 
were  pursuing. 

Mr.  Robinson  observed,  that  he  had  last 
year  given  a  silent  vote  upon  this  question, 
and  he  would  have  done  so  this  year  but 
for  the  increased  importance  which  the 
question  had  acquired.  He  would  state 
that  there  was  no  question  in  which  the 
people  of  England  took  so  deep  an  interest 
ts  this  question,  and  this  because  it 
appealed  to  their  sober  judgment.  He 
was  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposition  side  of  the 
House,  who  were  supporting  the  Protes- 
tant Establishment  in  that  country,  could, 
consistently  with  their  own  arguments, 
Impose  on  Ireland  an  establishment  alien 
to  the  feelings  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people,  on  account  of  the  Union,  and  yet 
pretend,  looking  to  the  same  Union,  to 
draw  a  distinction  between  them  and  the 
English  people,  and  deprive  them  of  cor- 
porate reform.  He  had  been  generally  a 
supporter  of  the  present  Ministry,  because 
he  saw  them,  on  the  one  hand,  acting  as 
a  check  upon  democracy,  which  was  so 
uniuited  to  a  mixed  Government,  and,  on 
the  other,  opposed  to  a  party  to  which  he 
■honld  be  opposed,  who  wished  to  govern 
the  majority  for  the  benefit  of  the  few. 
It  was  his  opinion  that  the  maintenance 
of  the  present  Government  in  Ireland  was 
for  the  benefit  of  that  country.    He  had 


heard  rumours  in  many  quarters  t>f  ths 
near  approach  of  the  dissolution  of  th« 
Melbourne  Administration.  He  would 
ask  those  near  whom  he  sat  [on  the  0(^k)« 
sition  side  of  the  House^ — ^he  would  ask 
the  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
whether  it  had  ever  occurred  to  them  to 
reflect  on  what  must  be  the  condition  on 
which  any  Administration  could  succeed 
to  the  present  with  the  hostile  feeling 
which  must  be  entertained  on  their  part 
by  the  whole  Catholic  population  of  Ire- 
land ?  He  would  ask,  could  an  appeal 
be  safely  made  to  the  people  of  England 
and  Scotland  upon  this  question  ?  U  lie 
could  pretend  to  know  anything  of  the 
feelings  and  opinions  of  his  countrymen, 
he  would  state  with  perfect  sincerity  to 
those  tjrentlemen  near  him^  that  it  was 
impossible  for  them  to  appeal  to  the 
people  of  England  and  Scotland  upon  any 
question  that  would  be  more  fatal  to  them 
and  their  party  than  this  very  question. 
This  was  his  decided  opinion.  It  was 
supposed  that  such  an  appeal  would  be 
attended  with  more  or  less  success,  be- 
cause it  was  mixed  up  witli  the  question 
of  the  existence  of  the  Church  Establish- 
ment. As  a  member  of  that  Church,  he 
must  confess  he  was  extremely  sorry  to 
find  the  claims  of  the  rrotestant 
Church  so  much  mixed  up  with  this  ques- 
tion. He  was  verv  sorry  to  hear  it  avowed 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  (Lord  Stanley),  when  he  sup* 
ported  the  amendment  of  the  noble  Lond, 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire,  that  he 
did  so  because  he  considered  that  the 
granting  Municipal  Corporations  to  Ire- 
land would  necessarily  lead,  and  was,  as 
he  believed,  intended  to  subvert  the  Pro- 
testant Church.  In  his  opinion,  the  ex- 
istence of  the  Protestant  faith,  whatever 
became  of  the  Establishment,  did  not 
depend  upon  this  or  any  other  question 
— ^be  would  rather  say  that  it  rested  upon 
its  intrinsic  merits,  and  in  the  afiection 
and  respect  of  those  who  honestly  and  con- 
scientiously belonged  to  its  communion.  But 
it  was  said  that  the  granting  of  Municipal 
Reform  to  Ireland  would  have  a  tendency 
to  increase  the  influence — ^an  influence 
which  no  subject  should  possess— enjoyed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil* 
kenny  over  the  people  of  Ireland.  They 
were  warned  not  to  pass  this  measure,  be* 
cause  that  hon.  and  learned  Member,  in  his 
ndiscretion,  had  avowed  elsewhere,  that  if 
Municipal    Corporation    Reform    were 
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granted  to  Ireland,  he  would  make  it  the 
means  of  carijing  all  the  other  points 
which  were  desired  by  him  and  those  who 
acted  with  him.  He  would  tell  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  that 
he  was  very  much  mistaken  in  the  people 
of  this  country  and  of  Scotland,  if  he  con- 
ceived that  the  sympathy  felt  by  both 
countries  towards  the  Irish  people,  which 
induced  them  to  co-operate  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  and  others,  in  their 
endeavours  to  obtain  justice  for  Ireland, 
would  in  like  manner  be  available,  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  should,  in  an 
evil  hour,  turn  round  and  advise  his 
countrymen — having  obtained  this  mea- 
sure, as  he  hoped  they  would — to  attempt 
to  establish  a  Catholic  dominancy  on  the 
ruins  of  the  Church  Establishment.  Was 
it  possible  that  the  Dissenters,  who,  to  a 
man  almost,  supported  the  present  Go- 
vernment, was  it  possible  that  they  would 
be  induced  to  co-operate  for  such  an  un- 
holy purpose?  The  power  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  was 
created  by  a  long  system  of  misrule,  and 
his  hope  and  belief  was,  that  by  taking 
away  the  cause,  they  would  deprive  the 
Irish  people  of  the  motive  for  rallying 
round  and  supporting  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member ;  and  so  far  from  adding  to  his 
strength  for  mischievous  purposes,  they 
would  absolutely  put  an  end  to  it  in  this 
country,  and  greatly  weaken  it  in  Ireland. 
He  must  repeat,  that  he  was  sorry  to  find 
this  question  mixed  up  with  the  question 
of  the  Established  Church.  He  was  sorry 
to  see  that  Church  put  forward  as  the 
only  barrier  between  the  people  of  Ire- 
land and  their  political  freedom.  He 
spoke  the  sentiments  of  his  constituents 
when  be  said,  that  if  the  result  should  be 
the  rejection  of  the  present  measure  by 
the  other  House  of  Parliament — ^there  was 
no  doubt  that  it  would  be  carried  by  a 
lai^e  majority  in  this  House — but  if  the 
other  House  should  reject  this  measure  a 
second  time,  and  there  should  be,  in  con- 
sequence, an  appeal  to  the  country,  he* 
was  perfectly  satisfied  that  the  people  of 
England  were  determined  to  support  that 
Oovemment,  and  that  Government  only, 
whieh  was  disposed  to  grant  the  same 
lights  and  pnvileges  to  Ireland  which 
were  enjoyed  by  the  people  of  this  coimtry . 
This  question  would  be  an  insuperable 
obstacle  to  keep  the  hon.  Members  on  that 
Bide  of  the  House  out  of  power.  The 
tja^  had  arrived  when  it  was  abiolately 


necessary  that  they  should  change  the 
whole  course  of  their  policy  towards  Ire- 
land, and  when  they  must  endeavour  to 
conciliate  the  afiections  of  the  Catholics 
of  Ireland  by  a  real  union  and  identity  of 
interests  between  the  two  countries.  They 
had  tried  the  contrary  system  long  enough. 
They  were  told,  that  it  would  be  dan- 
gerous to  go  on  making  concession  after 
concession.  In  his  opinion  the  danger 
was  purely  chimerical.  They  had  seen  the 
baneful  consequences  of  a  long  system  of 
misrule  and  misgovernment  in  Ireland. 
Let  them  try  conciliatory  measures — let 
them  establish  civil,  political,  and  reli- 
gious equality  in  Ireland,  and  he  was 
very  much  mistaken  if  they  would  not 
have  reason  to  bless  the  hour  when  the 
two  branches  of  the  Legislature  came  to 
so  just  a  determination,  instead  of  pur- 
suing this  miserable  warfare  between 
Protestant  and  Catholic.  The  present 
debate,  the  acrimonious  invectives  on 
both  sides,  showed  the  diseased  and  dis- 
ordered state  of  Ireland.  Let  that  House 
adopt  a  difierent  system,  and  they  might 
expect  that  Ireland  in  future,  instead  of 
being  a  source  of  weakness,  would  be- 
come a  pillar  of  strength  to  this  country. 
For  this  reason  he  would  oppose  most 
decidedly  the  amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  South  Lancashire, 
and  support  the  measure  of  his  Majesty's 
Government. 

Mr.  Richards  denied,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Worcester  was  at  all  justified 
in  attributing  to  hon.  Gentlemen  at  that 
side  of  the  House  such  a  motive  as  that  of 
wishing  to  govern  the  many  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  few.  He  denied  that  they 
were  actuated  by  any  such  feelings,  and 
therefore  he  thought  the  observation  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Worcester  open  to 
great  animadversion.  For  himself,  he 
could  say,  that  he  participated  in  no  such 
feeling ;  and  he  was  convinced  he  might 
make  a  similar  declaration  on  behalf  of 
every  hon.  Gentleman  on  his  side  of  the 
House.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Leitrim,  had  replied  to  the  facts  stated  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Youg- 
hal,  but  had  he  disproved  any  of  those 
facts?  If  the  desh-e  were  to  ascertain 
whether  these  facts  were  true  or  false, 
why  not  grant  the  Committee  which  the 
hon.]  and  learned  Member  for  Youghal 
had  demanded?  The  refusal  to  grant 
that  Committee  would  enable  the  country 
to  judge  of  the  matter  for  themselvesi 
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because  they  must  feel,  as  he  did,  that  if 
the  case  made  out  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Youghal  could  be  met,  an 
inquiry  would  at  once  have  been  volun- 
teered. He  was  anxious,  however,  to  dis- 
cuss this  question  on  its  broad  principles. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Leitrim, 
stated,  that  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
entitled  to  equal  rights  with  the  people  of 
this  country,  and  of  Scotland.  No  one 
doubted  that ;  but  then  the  question  was, 
were  not  the  circumstances  of  Ireland 
such  as  to  render  it  unsafe  to  grant  mu- 
nicipal institutions  to  that  country?  It 
was  notorious,  that  there  was  in  this  coun- 
try, a  struggle  between  two  great  prin- 
ciples—- the  influence  arising  from  pro- 
perty, and  the  democratic  influence — and 
he  would  ask,  whether  the  latter  influence 
had  not  been  considerably  augmented  by 
the  change  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
English  corporations  ?  It  was  by  means 
of  the  democratic  power  that  many  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  occupied  seats 
in  that  House,  and  on  that  same  power  it 
was,  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  relied 
for  their  continuance  in  office.  It  had 
been  said  i^  that  there  was  no  connection 
between  this  question,  and  that  relating 
to  the  Established  Church.  He  enter- 
tained a  very  diflferent  opinion ;  and,  be* 
lieving  that  this  measure,  if  carried,  would 
tend  to  the  subversion  of  the  Church,  he 
felt  it  his  bounden  and  sacred  duty  to 
oppose  it  When  the  Reform  Bill  was 
under  discussion,  much  was  said  about 
allowing  certain  individuals  to  nominate 
to  seats  in  that  House:  but  what  were 
they  now  going  to  do  ?  Why,  to  enable 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny, not  to  nominate  six  or  seven  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland,  but  perhaps  eighty  or 
even  ninety.^  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  stated,  that  this  measure  would 
place  power  to  that  extent  in  his  hands, 
and  was  he  not  more  likely  than  the 
noble  Lord  to  understand  what  would 
m06t  contribute  to  the  advancement  of  his 
own  views  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny  might  be  sincere  in  wish- 
ing the  welfare  of  his  country ;  but  as  he 
(Mr.  Richards)  did  not  think  that  object 
could  be  attained  by  the  course  which  the 
lion,  and  learned  Member  pursued,  he 
must  give  it,  as  his  opinion,  that  this  Bill 
would  place  a  most  dangerous  power  in 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  hands. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Worcester  had  said, 
that  the  people  of  Worcester  were  iQ  fa« 


vour  of  granting  Municipal  Corporationa 
to  Ireland.  Now  he  was  well  aoquaioted 
with  that  county,  and,  knowing,  as  be 
did,  the  feeling  that  prevailed  there,  be 
must  deny  the  assertion.  He  might  make 
the  same  observations,  generally,  with  re- 
spect to  the  people  of  England  and  of 
Scotland.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Leitrim,  thought,  that  this  Bill  would 
tend  to  the  pacification  of  Ireland.  No 
doubt  it  might  satisfy  certain  parties  in 
that  country ;  but,  from  his  acqoaintaoca 
with  the  state  of  Ireland,  he  could  under- 
take to  say  that,  whatever  might  be  its 
tendency,  it  would  not  be  of  a  pacific 
character.  He  had  never  yet  found,  that 
the  lust  for  all  was  satisfied  by  the  con- 
cession of  a  part.  On  the  contrary,  am* 
bition  was  a  passion  that  grew  with  what 
it  fed  upon  ;  and,  in  the  present  case,  he 
was  convinced,  that  if  these  corporatiooa 
were  put  into  the  hands  of  the  majority, 
they  would  be  used  as  a  lever  for  the 
attainment  of  universal  dominion  in  Ire- 
land. He  well  recollected,  that  when  tbe 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  introduced  the  English  Mu- 
nicipal Bill,  he  declared  his  conviction 
that  the  power'  gained  would  not  be  8|h 
plied  for  party  purposes;  yet  since  thai 
Bill  had  been  passed,  the  power  had  been 
exercised  for  scarcely  any  other  objecta ; 
and  he  was  convinced  that  it  was  intended 
to  be  so  wielded  at  the  coming  election  i 
for  the  Ministers  had  no  hopes  in  the 
counties,  and  they  must,  therefore,  rel^ 
on  the  towns.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Liskeaid  had,  on  a  former 
night,  spoken  in  periods  that  were,  no 
doubt,  most  elaborately  worded,  of  tbe 
extraordinary  virtues  of  municipal  inetito- 
tions — of  the  occupation  they  would  give 
the  inhabitants  in  paving  and  lighting 
their  streets.  That  hon.  Member  also  gave 
one  of  the  oddest  illustrations  he  had 
ever  heard — ^he  said,  that  the  state  of  Ire- 
land was  untranquil,  and  that  these  oor- 
porations  would  give  the  people  of  that 
countrr  aometbing  to  think  aboat^  and 
draw  them  off  from  their  present  quarreb. 
Why  that  should  be,  he  cook!  not  under* 
stand.  If  the  power  was  now  abeted  by 
the  minority,  how  much  more  likely  it 
was  to  be  abused  by  the  majority.  Wby^ 
in  proportk>n  to  the  greatness  end  irre- 
sponsibility of  power  would  be  the  abuse 
of  it.  On  the  Opposition  aide  it  waa  pro- 
posed, that  provision  should  be  made  fer 
the  due  performance  of  all  die  monkipel 
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«htiiei»  and  that  there  tbouU  be  a  proper 
mapooaibiUlT*  U  waa  lingular  the  aiaii- 
4anly  that  there  waa  between  the  ipeeehes 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Liakeardt  and  thoae  of  Dantoa^  Marat, 
and  JRobeepierre^  at  the  time  of  the  French 
Befoltttion*  They,  too^  talked  of  the  ad^ 
▼antagea  of  municipal  inttilutionf »  and  of 
the  faarmleseneia  of  their  intentioni  in  de» 
mending  them*  Yet  what  was  the  result  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
had  talked  of  the  local  advantages  of  cor- 
porations. Probably  this  meant  liberty 
of  speech  and  action,  and  security  for 
property.  Bat  where,  in  any  country, 
would  so  mnch  liberty,  so  much  security, 
be  found  as  in  Bogland  ?  Why  change 
this  state  of  things,  then  ?  What  oonld 
they  hope  to  substitute  for  it  ?  What  had 
they  nady  to  substitute,  when  they  had 
pulled  down  all  the  present  institutions  of 
the  country?  Neither  Danton,  nor  Ma- 
rat, nor  Robespiene  knew  what  to  substi- 
tute when  they  did  the  same  thing.  In 
the  excess  of  their  kindness  for  the 
people,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  wished 
to  take  away  the  great  advantages  they 
now  had,  and  to  give  them,  in  their  room, 
none  sounding  ones,  certainly,  but  more 
dobioas.  He  protested  against  their  efforts 
to  destroy  the  institutioos  of  the  country, 
under  the  specious  pretext  of  reforming 
them. 

Mr.  Walk§r  said,  a  very  few  words 
wottld  be  quite  suffioent  to  answer  the  ob- 
servations, for  he  could  not  call  them 
aigoaents,  of  the  Member  for  Kneres- 
bOTOttgh^ndeed,  be  had  heard  nothing 
deserving  the  name  of  argument  during 
the  debate  from  the  other  side  of  the 
Hoose.  The  hon.  Member  boasted  that 
he  lived  in  happy  England,  enjoying  her 
Ivee  institutions  in  peace  and  prosperity, 
and  by  which  means  he  bad  succeeded  in 
trade,  and  had  grown  wealthy,  and  that, 
therefore,  he  would  not  agree  to  this  Bill ; 
so,  because  be  saw  they  were  useful  to 
England^  he  would  refuse  to  give  like 
blessings  to  Ireland.  The  same  Member, 
with  equal  wisdom,  observed  that  the 
Orange  minority  mooopolisM  and  abused 
the  oorporate  power,  and  penecuted  the 
majofity  of  the  people ;  erffo,  says  he,  a 
majority  would  monopolise,  and  peneente 
still  move  in  exact  proportion  to  its  nnm- 
bers,  and  for  that  reason  he  would  refuse 
to  necede  Goipovate  Reform  to  Ireland. 
Tkwly,  to  mentiQQ  theee  absuxdities,  waa  a 
enfteieBl  answer  to  timit    The  boo. 


Member  seemed  to  be  ignorimt  thai  the 
minority  were  a  small  political  Actioii, 
whilst  Uie  majority  to  which  these  righil 
were  to  be  restored  was  a  nation  com* 
prising  within  ita  millions  that  faction 
itself.  The  debate  had  run  to  such  lengyi 
that  be  should  now  confinebimself  to  a  very 
few  observations,  and  a  few  facts  vbich  he 
thought  would  diow  that  the  apprehen- 
sions of  Members  opposite  were  ground- 
less. The  Tories  assert  that  this  is  ft 
question  between  the  Protestants  of  Im- 
land,  on  the  one  side,  and  the  CathjoUoa 
on  the  other;  he,  hov^ever,  positively 
denied  that  position.  It  was  truly  a 
contest  between  a  section  only  of  the 
Protestants,  who  strive  to  retain  an 
exclusive  possession  of  corporate  property 
and  power  for  individual  advantage,  and 
the  Irish  people  at  large,  being  Catholics, 
Protestants,  and  Presbviertans,  who  am 
seeking  the  removal  of  civil  disabililies» 
and  an  equality  of  civil  rights  with  the 
neople  of  Engumd  and  Scotland.  The 
Irish  Conservative  Members  assert  that 
they  alone  represent  the  Protestant  pro- 
perty and  feeling  of  Ireland ;  that  he  also 
denied,  for  the  liberal  Irish  Members  were 
in  number  and  property  nothing  inferior 
to  their  opponents.  Ireland  sent  thirty  li- 
beral Protestant  Members  to  that  Honse,attd 
their  opinion  was,  that  the  passing  of  thia 
measure  could  not  endanger  the  Protestant 
diurch,  whilst  the  refusal  of  it,  and  par- 
ticularly on  the  grounds  put  fwwara  by 
the  other  aide,  must  be  injurious  to  that 
church,  by  rendering  it  more  odious  to  the 
people.  He  wished  to  address  this  to 
knglish  Tory  Members  opposite,  and,  if 
possible,  that  it  should  go  forth  to  the 
English  people  that  thirty  Irish  Protec- 
tant Members  believed  that  the  condoet 
of  the  Conservatives  of  Ireland  was  calen- 
lated  to  upset  the  Irish  Church,  and  that 
those  who  set  op  that  Church  as  an 
obstacle  upon  all  oocasbns  to  good 
government  and  equal  laws  were  the  real 
and  worst  enemies  to  the  Protestant 
Church.  But  the  Gentlemen  opposite 
taunt  all  liberal  Proteatanta  with  being 
only  nominal  Protestants,  and  therefore 
not  interested  m  the  existence  of  the 
church.  Now,  he  would  ask,  if  this  were 
true,  what  motive  could  a  liberal  Protea- 
taut  have  to  profess  that  religkm  at  all } 
The  Orange  Protestant  had  clearly  a 
worldly  advantage  in  doing  ao,  for  he  had 
hitherto  a  monopoly  in  all  the  good  tbmga. 
going  in  Church  and  StatCt    'On  the 
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contrary,  the  liberal  Protestant  had  no 
etpectation  that  bis  opinions  can  bring 
him  any  such  harrest.  It  is  quite  mani- 
fest that  when  the  Tories  were  in  power, 
he  hfld  no  chance  of  any  of  the  crumbs ; 
and  the  Gentlemen  opposite,  as  also  the 
resolutions  passed  at  tne  Mansion-house, 
allege  that  none  except  a  Catholic  had 
any  chance  of  promotion  under  the  present 
Government,  so  that  it  would  really  appear 
•that  the  liberal  Protestant  Members  were 
the  only  party  that  had  any  right  to 
complain.  Then  what  other  motive  except 
a  religious  one,  namely,  a  conscientious 
•belief  that  his  own  religion  was  the  best, 
could  a  liberal  Protestant  have  for  professing 
Protestantism  ?  and  he  thought  that  the 
liberal  Protestant,  who  wished  to  do  to 
his  Roman  Catholic  neighbour  what  he 
.would  wish  his  Catholic  neighbour  should 
do  to  him,  was  at  least  as  Christian  a 
.Protestant  as  the  Orange  one,  who  was 
constantly  doing  to  the  Catholics  what  he 
would  be  exceedingly  sorry  the  Catholic 
should  retort  upon  him.  He  should  not 
have  dwelt  so  much  on  this,  only  at  the 
present  time  such  exertions  had  been 
made  by  the  Tories,  in  and  out  of  the 
House,  to  renew  that  hypocritical  no 
■  Popeiy  cry,  not  that  they  really  believed 
that  the  measures  of  the  present  ministers 
endangered  the  churchi  but  that  they 
knew  that  unless  they  could  deceive  and 
rouse  the  prejudices  of  the  people  of 
England,  they  could  never  turn  the  pre- 
sent Ministry  out  or  regain  their  own  lost 
places  or  power.  Another  objection  stated 
a^inst  tnis  Bill  was,  that  agitation  was 
stdl  going  on;  that  it  was  promised,  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Catholics,  that 
ao  soon  as  emancipation  was  carried, 
agitation  should  cease,  and  that  that 
prtMnise  had  been  broken.  To  this  he 
would  answer,  that  so  soon  as  Catholic 
emancipation  was  really  granted.  Catholic 
agitation  would  cease;  that  so  soon  as 
Ireland  obtained  equal  rights  and  equal 
justice,  national  associations  and  national 
agitation  would  cease.  But  he  would 
ask,  bad  Catholic  emancipation  really 
yet  been  granted,  when  noble  Lords, 
and  right  hon.  Baronets  opposite, 
declare,  that  their  only  reason  for  refusing 
a  full  participation  of  the  British  consti- 
tution to  Ireland  is  because  the  majority 
of  the  people  are  Catholics?  The  act 
passed  to  emancipate  the  Catholics  statckl 
it  to  be  for  the  removal  of  all  civil  disabi- 
lities,  but  were  the  civil  disabilities  of  the 


Catholics  removed,  when  you  not  only 
refuse  to  admit  them  to  the  same  mam«- 
cipal  rights  enjoyed  in  England  and  Scat- 
land,  but  the  House  was  actually  en* 
deavouring,  by  its  am^idaMnts  to  this 
Bill,  to  destroy  the  civil  rights  of  the 
entire  people  of  Ireland?  The  people  of 
Ireland  would  never  desist  from  i^tatioa 
until  they  obtain  their  full  share  of  the 
constitution,  and  they  would  be  undeser* 
ving  of  liberty  if  they  did.  He  would  at 
once  admit,  that  the  passing  of  this  Bill, 
therefore,  would  not  put  a  complete  end 
to  agitation,  but  he  would  say,  that  it 
would  be  taken  as  an  instalment  which 
would  go  far  to  allay  it ;  refuse  it  and  the 
agitation  would  be  ten  times  wovse* 
Another  objection  was,  that  the  Catholiea, 
being  the  majority,  would  exclude  the 
Protestants  from  all  office  and  emolenent ; 
this  was  an  assumption  which  Parlia* 
mentary  experience  disproved,  for  Catholic 
constituencies  had  hitherto  made  no 
religious  distinctions  between  candidates, 
but  had  returned  many  Protestants  to  this 
House,  and  had  frequently  shown  a  marked 
preference  to  Protestants.  But  it  was 
also  said  on  the  opposite  side,  thatthou{^ 
this  was  true  as  regarded  Parliamentary 
returns,  it  would  not  be  the  case  in  muni* 
cipal  elections,  there  would  be  so  many 
little  local  party  prejudices ;  now  at  the 
best  this  objection  was  but  a  prophecy, 
and  in  order  to  upset  it,  he  should  state 
what  he  considerea  would  be  the  practical 
working  of  the  Bill  throughout  Irelaodt 
by  stating  how  the  open  corporation  system 
worked  in  the  town  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent.  He  should  first 
state,  that  the  town  of  Wexford  waS|  next 
to  Belfittt,  one  of  the  most  rising  conuser- 
cial  towns  in  Ireland,  and  the  House 
might  judge  of  its  importance  when  he 
told  them  that  between  200  and  300  sail 
of  vessels  belonged  to  the  merchants  of 
Wexford,  and  that  1 ,000  of  her  townsmen 
were  on  the  sea ;  the  great  majority  of  the 
inhabitants  are  Roman  Catholicst  at  least 
in  proportion  of  five  to  one  Protestant : 
the  corporation  consists  of  a  mayor,  who 
exercises  extensive  judicial  functions— of 
two  bailiffs,  whose  duties  are  somewhat 
similar  to  sheriffs — of  twenty-four  ber* 
gesses,  or  as  they  might  be  termed  alder* 
men — and  of  the  freemen  at  laige,  who 
are  the  electoral  body.  Now,  in  ancient 
times,  this  corporation  was  open  to  all  the 
inhabitants,  without  any  religions  distinct- 
tiooy  and  Catholics  had  actually  held  high 
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office  in  it.    Neit  came  the  days  of  per- 
secotioa  and  exclusion,  and  it  grew  into 
one  of  the  close  Tory  corporations,  Ca- 
tholics and  liberal  Protestants  being  most 
religtoady  ezclnded,  and  scarcely  one  of 
the  inhaMtants  of  the  town  was  permitted 
to  enjoy  the  wlvantages  of  its  freedom, 
or  a  share  of  its  property,  which  at  one 
time  Was  immense,  but  which  had   gra- 
dudlf  and  long  since  disappeared,  for  the 
indifidual  benefit  of  the   favoured  few. 
In  this  state  it  continued  until  about  nine 
.years  since,  when  it  was  suddenly  thrown 
open  to  all  the  inhabitants,  without  any  pro- 
perty, .qualification,  or  religious  distinc- 
tioB,  in  consequence  of  a  contest  between 
the  then  two  Parliamentary  patrons  of  the 
borough.    During  those  nme  years,  there 
had  been,  he  beliered,  about  six  vacan- 
ciea  ancttgst  the  burgesses,  and  when  the 
first  Tacsincy  occurred,  did  the  Catholics 
elect  a  Catholic  to  fill  it?     No  such 
thing;  though  only  just  having  obtained 
a  leatoration  of  their  rights — though  na- 
turally smarting  under  their  former  un- 
just exclusion— they  had  too  much  mag- 
nanimity to  practise  revenge,  and  they 
fiUed  up  the  vacancy  with  a  Protestant, 
to  whom  they  felt  aq  obligation.    Upon 
a  second  vacancy,  he  was  asked  by  some 
of  the  freemen  if  he  would  start  for  it. 
He  declined,  and  recommended  them  to 
elect  a  Catholic,  as  they  had  been  so 
long  excluded.    He  believed  four  Catho- 
lics .  and    two    Protestants   had   been 
elected;  but  even  if  every  vacancy  bad 
^been  filled  up  with  Catholics,  he  should 
have  thought  it  quite  fair,  where  the  body 
consisted  of  twenty-four  burgesses  elected 
.for  life.    In  the  same  period,  nine  mayors 
had  been  elected,  the  first  mayor  a  Pro- 
testant; and,  in  short,  tbe  Catholic  free- 
men have  elected  only  three  Catholics  to 
that  office,  though  there  are  many  opulent 
and  respectable  Catholics  in  that  town, 
members  of  the  corporation.    No  doubt 
the  Gentlemen  opposite  would  exclaim. 
Oh  I  these  Mayors  might  call  themselves 
Protestants,  but  they  were  Radicals.    He 
would  say,  wrong  again.    The  majority 
of  these  nine  mayors  were,  in  religion 
and  politics^   as  true  Conservatives   as 
themselveSi      He  would  astonish-  them 
still  more,  by  telling  them  that  the  gen- 
tleman last  selected  to  fill  that  office  was 
.a  Conservative,  whose  name  he  saw  among 
.the  list  of  those  published,  as  having 
attended  the  meeting  at   the   Mansion 
House,  and  that  this  election  by  the 
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Catholic  freemen  of  Wexford,  was  made 
when  they  might  naturally  be  supposed  to 
be  smarting  under  irritation  at  the  auda- 
cious insult  that   had  been   offered   to 
Catholic  Ireland  in   another  place;  but 
they  proved  themselves  superior  to  any 
paltry  feeling  of  revenge,  and,  generously 
placing  political  difference  aside,  elected 
a  Conservative  gentleman ;  being  guided 
in  the  choice  of  a  municipal  officer  by  a 
conviction  of  his  municipal  fitness  alone. 
An  election  for  the  office  of  town-clerk 
also  occurred.    A   Catholic   gentleman, 
and  a  Conservative  Protestant  gentleman 
were   the   candidates — the    Conservative 
was  elected.      Now,   perhaps.    Members 
opposite    might    think     that    this    was 
owing  to   complete  apathy  on  the  part 
of  the    Catholics    at  Wexford,    as    re- 
garded politics.  He  could    assure  them  it 
was  no  such  thing ;  that  when  it  became 
necessary  for  the  assertion  of  their  politi- 
cal rights  in  their  country's  cause,  the 
men  of  Wexford  were  foremost  in  the 
fight.    But  when  they  had  to  exercise 
their  political  franchise,  they  laid  aside  all 
sectarian  considerations  it  is  true,  but  ac<* 
curately  examined  the  political  opinions 
of  the  candidates,  and  he  felt  proud  to 
say,  their  choice  had  fallen  upon  himself, 
because  they  believed  him  to  be  a  staunch 
and  uncompromising  opponent  of  Toryism, 
and  therefore  a  fit  representative  of  their 
political  opinions;    while  on  the  other 
hand,  when  called  on  to  exercise  their 
municipal  franchise,   they  laid  aside  all 
political  as  well  as  sectarian  considera-? 
tions,  and  looked  alone  to  the  respectabi- 
lity and  municipal  fitness  of  the  candidate. 
The  consequence,  then,  of  the  admission 
of  all  the  inhabitants  of  Wexford,  with- 
out religious  or  political  distinction,  to 
their  municipal  privileges,  had  been,  that 
instead  of  bitter  feelings  existing  between 
the  excluded  and  the  excluders,  they  all 
now  lived  in  the  most  perfect  harmony, 
exchanging  friendship  and  hospitality,  and 
the  ministers  of  the  two  religions  going 
about  hand  in  hand  seeking  to  relieve 
the  objects  of  their   common    charity* 
And  thus  he  would  assure  English  Mem- 
bers, it  would  be  throughout  Ireland,  bat 
for  the  madness  of  an  interested  party  re- 
fusing to  break  down  those  pemicbns 
distinctions  which  alone  keep  Irishmen 
now  asunder,  and  which,  so  long  as  they 
are  suffered  to  exist,  were  the  only  real 
dangers  that  Church  they  seem  so  anxioas 
to  defend,  had   to  dread.     He  shoidd 
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conclude  by  again  taying  tbese  few  facts 
were  better  than  all  their  prophecies. 

Sir  Pred&riok  Trmeh  had  to  coogratu* 
bte  the  hen.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  on  being  the  representative  of  such 
a  town  as  he  had  described.  It  certainly 
seemed  to  constitote  a  brilliant  exception 
to  the  general  state  of  Ireland.  The  noble 
Lord|  the  Member  for  Leitrim,  had  chal- 
lenged any  person  to  show  that  a  con* 
nexion  existed  between  the  claims  of  the 
Irish  people  to  municipal  rights  and  the 
Protestant  Church  in  Ireland.  He  for  one 
was  not  ashamed  to  acknowledge  himself 
bigot  .enough  to  apprehend  that  danger 
threatened  the  Protestant  Church  from  the 
measure  then  before  the  House,  and  that 
it  was  thereby  intended  to  deliver  that 
Church  into  the  hands  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Kilkenny.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Lbkeard  had,  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
delivered  a  very  eloquent  speech,  in 
which  he  insisted  strongly  on  certain 
general  principles,  but  these  principles 
ihoogh  just  in  themselves,  were  not 
applicable  in  the  present  instance.  The 
case  of  Ireland  was  a  peculiar  one, 
and  demanded  a  peculiar  treatment.  But 
if  he  disagreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard,  he  had  heard  with  the  utmost 
pleasure  the  hon.  Member  for  Shaftesbury 
deprecate  the  system  of  instalments,  and 
the  plan  of  proceeding  on  the  principle  of 
the  wedge— obtaining  a  little  entrance  at 
first,  and  then  by  degrees  penetrating 
farther  in,  until  nothing  less  would  be  at- 
tempted at  last  than  the  detraction  of  the 
Protestant  Church.  The  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Home  Department  had,  in 
introdocing  the  measure  then  under  dis- 
cussion, spoken  in  very  slighting  terms  of 
the  state  of  the  Protestant  clergy  in  Ire- 
land, and  in  place  of  pitying  the  condition 
to  vvbicb  they  were  reduced,  the  noble 
Lord  bad  spoKen  of  them  with  what  he 
considered  an  unbecoming  lerity;  and, 
instead  of  suggesting  some  means  of  al- 
leviating their  conditk>n,  be  qooled  a 
trifling  poem,  to  the  efiect  that  tbe^  were 
enamoured  of  their  present  lot.  His  Ma- 
jesty's Attomey-Oeneral,  when  out  of 
office,  when  speakinr  of  Ireland  had  used 
language  which  had  tended  to  promote 
the  assassination  of  the  Protestant  eler^ 
in  Ireland,  and  yet,  after  baring  used  such 
laogvage  be  had  been  promoted  to  his 
pieeent  high  office.  That  the  House  migbt 
not  suppose  be  was  making  so  grave  a 
dMDge  lightly,  or  without  due  reisoo,  ke 


would  read  the  passage  from  the  delmte 
on  the  Irish  Church,  which  took  i^aee  oa 
the  Snd  of  April,  1835.  The  Attorney. 
Generel  then  said*^*'  What  benefit  was  it 
to  a  Christian  community  to  erect  chnrdkca 
which  were  not  frequented,  wUch  were 
considered  a  grievance  even  by  tboee  lor 
whom  they  were  intended,  while  they  wom 
regarded  as  an  insult  by  tboee  of  a  dif- 
ferent faith  ?*'  And  again^**  Such  was 
the  state  of  feeling  in  Scotland,  that  at 
the  time  of  the  .  assaainatioa  of  Arolw 
bishop  Sharpe,  that  assassination  was  aou 
tuallv  approved  of  by  a  majority  of  the 
people  of  Scotland."  This  was  a  prat^ 
broad  hint,  he  thought,  to  the  people  of 
Ireland.  But  this  was  not  all.  The  boo, 
Qendeman  proceeded  still  further,  aad 
alluded  openly  to  Ireland  :— >*  There  was 
nothing  in  recent  times  to  oosspare  with 
that  assassinatk>n,  and  yet  it  was  a  oons* 
mon  observation  by  the  people  of  Seoliaad 
that  the  killing  of  the  Archbiskop  waa 
*  no  murder'  he  being  of  a  religion  op» 
posed  to  the  msuority  of  the  peopk." 
Sorely  after  such  language  as  tluit  wlndi 
he  had  just  quoted,  the  present  Govora- 
ment  must  have  had  some  strong  molivea 
for  promoting  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
office  which  he  now  beld.  Tbie  Atloraey- 
General  added — **  Scenes  had  ocearred 
moresermus  than  what  had  takeaplaoa 
at  Carrickshock  and  at  Ratboormaeu  Meed 
he  mention  the  scenes  at  Dromciog  and 
BothweU  Brigg,  where  maeb  blood  was 
shedr  But  what  did  the  Atlomejpw 
Generel  say  with  regard  to  the  Obareb  )— 
*'  The  number  of  archbishope  and  bishoM 
ought  to  be  diminished.''*  Such  was  the 
language  of  the  Attomey^Geaerel,  aad  it 
did  not  require  any  legal  knowledge,  ar 
any  ingenious  special  pleading,  to  draw 
the  inference  that  the  reading  of  sacb  pan- 
sages  ought  to  produce  the  vay  wosit 
effects  on  the  people  of  Irriaad*  When 
the  Government  raised  tiie  penma  who 
had  delivered  such  inflamraalory  language 
to  his  present  high  station  it  appeared  to 
him  that  they  gave  a  BHist  oonvioeii^ 
proof  that  they  bad  no  latentioii  of  taUag 
any  pains  to  conciliate  tlie  Protestant 
party  in  Irdand.  He  conceived  tlie  Go- 
vernment to  be  nothing  more  than  tlie  in- 
stroments  of  the  hon.  Member  fcr  Kit 
kenny— and,  as  sncb,  compleieiy  aader 
the  tafloenoe  of  that  hon.  QentlBmanIa 
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They  were  obliged  either  to  yield 
to  that  bon.  Meiflber's  desires  or  at  once 
reMffn  their  places.  In  conclusion,  he 
woiud  say,  that  he  was  not  ashamed  to  de- 
clare himself  opposed  to  the  measare  be- 
fore the  House,  which  would,  if  it  passed, 
first  d^troy  the  Protestant  Church  in 
Ireland,  and  afterwards,  though  at  no 
great  distance,  woald  materially  affect  the 
Protestant  Chorch  in  England. 

'  Mr.  Morgtm  John  O'ConntU  began  by 
alluding  to  the  quotations  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  at  down,  from  a  speech  delivered  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney*General 
two  vears  ago.  It  was  a  pity  the  passages 
alluded  to  bad  not  been  discovered  in 
time  to  use  them  on  the  hustings  against 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  To 
come,  however,  to  the  question  before  the 
House.  The  arguments  which  had  been 
urged  by  the  opponents  of  the  measure 
were  divided  into  two  classes— old  and 
new.  On  the  old,  as  they  were  the  same 
which  had  been  urged  and  answered  last 
Session,  he  would  touch  very  lightly.  One 
of  the  principal  of  the  new  arguments  was, 
that  the  Protestant  Church  Establish- 
ment in  Ireland  was  in  danger ;  another, 
that  an  Association  had  arisen  in  Ireland, 
pregnant  with  danger  to  the  tranquillity  of 
the  country;  a  third,  that  his  Majesty's 
Government  had  not  made  their  official 
appointments  in  Ireland  in  a  manner  satis- 
factory to  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
With  regard  to  the  last  point,  he  wished 
to  know  whether  the  Tories  had  ever  ad- 
vanced any  man  to  office  except  a  political 
partisan?  Those  who  objected  to  the 
conduct  of  his  Miyeaty*s  present  Govern- 
ment, in  that  respect,  reminded  him  of 
the  line  iQ  the  satirist— 
'^Dftt  veniam  eorvia  vexst  censura  columbas.*' 

The  appointmenta  in  question  were  all 
of  them  creditable  to  bis  Majesty's  Go* 
vernment;  and  none  more  so  than  that  of 
Mr.  Pigott,  a  man  of  great  and  acknow- 
ledged talents.  The  General  Association 
had  been  compared  to  the  Orange  so- 
cieties, but  there  was  a  wide  difference 
between  them.  To  prove  this  it  was  only 
necessary  to  refer  to  the  words  of  the  re* 
solution  of  that  House,  denooncing  them 
as  **  seeret  pditical  societies,  confined  to 
one  class  of  individuals.''  The  General 
Association  was  not  secret,  and  was  open 
to  men  of  all  descriptions.  As  to  the  aa- 
aooiation  of  so  large  a  body  for  the  par- 
poiQ  of  oUainiDg  their  righta*  if  they  bad 


not  done  so  it  would  have  been  justly  said 
that  they  were  unworthy  of  those  rights 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  Can^ 
cash  ire,  had  spoken  of  the  paucity  of  pe- 
titions from  Ireland  as  a  proof  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  indifferent  to  the 
subject.  But  the  noble  Lord  was  mistaken 
in  his  computation,  and  had  omitted  to 
notice  a  number  of  petitions  which  had 
actually  been  presented.  Why  was  the 
Emancipation  Bill  passed  if  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  still  to  be  considered  in* 
ferior  to  the  people  of  England,  and  if 
they  were  still  to  be  prevented  from  en- 
joy mg  an  equal  participation  of  civil  rights  t 
Did  not  the  Emancipation  Act  mean  that 
any  civil  rights  which  might  thencefor« 
ward  be  conferred  on  the  people  of  Eng- 
land should  be  extended  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  7  To  deny  the  people  of  Ireland 
this,  wasat  once  to  injure  ana  to  insult  them. 
But  it  was  to  check  the  progress  of  liberty 
and  of  liberal  institutions  that  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  opposed  the  present 
Bill,  as  they  did  the  Reform  Bill.  But 
even  some  of  those  who  had  supported  the 
Reform  Bill  were  opposed  to  the  present 
measure*  The  sentiments  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Lancashire,  de- 
livered during  the  debateson  the  Reform 
Bill,  were  very  different  from  those  which 
he  had  expressed  on  the  present  occasion. 
In  answer  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  on  the  23rd  of 
May,  1832,  the  noble  Lord  said— "The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  expressed  his 
regret  that  this  subject  should  be  agitated 
so  soon  after  the  apparent  settlement  of 
the  Catholio  question ;  but  is  it  not  much 
better  that  this  measure  should  be  passed 
at  a  time  when  it  will  ^ive  satisfaction, 
than  that  it  should  be  withheld,  like  the 
Catholic  question,  for  a  long  time,  and 
conceded,  at  last,  at  a  period  of  irritation, 
which  prevented  it  having  the  good  effect 
which  it  otherwise  would  have  had?  "  Why, 
I  ask,  should  the  question  of  religious 
difference  be  a^ain  excited  in  conjunction 
with  the  question  of  Parliamentary  Ro* 
form  ?  If  we  allow  the  present  system  of 
close  corporations  to  continue,  under  the 
pretence  that  it  is  unsafe  to  trust  the 
Cadiolic  inhabitantB  of  the  towns  with  the 
franchise,  we  may  jusUy  be  told,  that  so 
far  from  making  a  settlement  of  that  great 

auestion  in  Ireland,  we  have  continued 
le  grievance  and  added  to  the  insult. 
Let  me  again  remind  the  House,  that,  if 

wa  datermina  tka(  tboi^  griaYaBcea  ahall 
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continue  to  exist  and  be  felt  in  Ireland 
which  we  have  long  since  removed  from 
England,  we  furnish  a  just  ground  of  com- 
plaintj  and  give  to  the  agitators  a  power 
which  they  otherwise  would  look  for  in 
▼ain."  He  (Mr.  O'Connell)  would  now 
put  the  same  question  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  putj  with  the  change  of  a  single  word : 
why  should  the  question  of  religious  dif- 
ferences be  again  excited  in  conjunction 
with  the  question  of  Municipal  Reform  ? 
The  most  unholy  appeals  had  been  made 
to  religious  prejudices  in  the  course  of  the 
present  discussion.  The  opposition  to  the 
Bill  was  made  a  stepping-stone  to  office 
by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  They 
had  raised  a  "  No  Popery  **  cry  upon  it, 
from  the  effects  of  which  he  called  on  all 
the  moderate  Whigs  and  Tories  to  protect 
the  country ;  or  a  religious  warfare  might 
be  excited,  the  consequences  of  which 
would  be  destructive  of  the  general  peace. 
He  implored  hon.  Members,  who  were  not 
actuated  by  factious  motives,  not  to  con- 
sent to  the  opposition  to  this  Bill  —an  op- 
position which,  in  the  name  of  Christianity, 
sought  to  perpetuate  every  existing  evil, 

Mr.  Orove  Price  was  not  in  the  habit 
of  trespassing  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House  unless  the  question  for  discussion 
was  of  such  a  nature  as  to  call  for  an  open 
and  unequivocal  expression  of  opinion. 
Such  he  conceived  to  be  the  case  in 
the  present  instance,  and  he  therefore 
felt  anxious  to  express,  however  brief- 
ly, his  judgment  on  a  measure  which 
he  conceived  not  only  of  vital  importance 
to  the  country  to  which  it  more  immediate- 
ly related,  but  to  the  whole  of  the  British 
empire.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  last 
addressed  the  House  had  thought  proper 
to  indulge  in  some  sarcastic  allusions  to 
those  on  his  side  of  the  House  who  op- 
posed the  Reform  Bill.  For  himself,  he 
would  say,  that  he  too  had  ever  been  the 
open,  and  undisguised,  and  conscientious 
opponent  of  that  measure  up  to  the  period 
at  which  it  was  carried.  Indeed,  so  stren. 
nous  was  his  opposition  to  that  question 
that  he  would  have  willingly  resigiied  his 
life  if,  by  such  a  sacrilice,  he  could  have 
prevented  its  accomplishment.  But  the 
moment  that  question  was  settled — the 
moment  the  fiat  of  the  Legislature  had 
declared  it  law— from  that  moment  he  had 
«wd  his  honest  and  best  exertions  to  carry 
out  the  principle  into  practical  effect.  The 
aUe,  eloquent,  and  elaborate  speeches  of 
his  hon.  and  learnedFrioidB,  theMembers 


for  Bandon  and  of  the  University  of  Dub* 
lin,  rendered  it  unnecessary  for  him  to 
touch  upon  topics  connected  with  the 
Administration  of  Lord  Mulgrave  in  Ire- 
land, which  otherwise  he  might  have  been 
induced  to  do.  He  would  not,  therefbre, 
dwell  further  on  this  point,  except  to  say 
that  the  statements  of  his  hon.  Friends 
were  well  deserving  of  the  serious  attentioa 
of  that  House  and  the  country.  Never 
was  there  a  period  at  which  Ireland  more 
required  the  rule  of  a  Government  marked 
by  strength,  by  decision,  and  by  character, 
and  never  in  the  history  of  that  country 
was  it  degraded  by  a  Government  the 
distinguishing  characteristics  of  which 
were  imbecility  and  frivolity.  He  implored 
the  House  to  recollect  that  they  were 
called  upon  to  decide  on  a  great  question, 
and  that  decision,  if  once  made  in  favour 
of  democracy,  could  never  be  rescinded. 
If  the  House  decided  that  popular  power 
should  be  extended,  and  contributed  by 
its  vote  to  swell  the  ranks  of  democracy, 
who  amongst  them  could  mark  its  limits. 
Who  could  undertake  to  say  where  the 
popular  demands  would  stop  snort,  or  how 
they  could  be  resisted?  Who  could  deny 
that  this  was  a  stepping-stone  to  other 
measures  of  a  more  serious  and  dangerous 
character ;  or  who  could  tell  (if  he  might 
quote  from  Shakespeare)  whether  it  was  to 
bring  **  airs  from  heaven  or  blasts  Aom 
hell?''  Before  they  extended  Municipal 
Reform  to  Ireland  he  entreated  the  House 
to  look  at  the  effects  it  had  already  pro- 
duced in  England,  and  if  they  found  that 
in  a  country  like  this,  differing  in  habits, 
in  manners,  in  education,  in  religious  be-i 
lief,  and  other  essential  particulars,  from 
Ireland,  it  had  been  productive  of  heart, 
burnings,  of  social  discord,  of  political 
animosities,  of  local  jealousies,  and  party 
feuds,  how  much  more  cautious  ought 
they  to  be  in  extending  it  to  a  country 
where  two  great  parties  were  arrayed  in  e 
contest  marked  by  all  the  rancour  of  re- 
ligious warfare?  From  his  experience  he 
could  say,  that  this  measure  of  Municipal 
Reform  had  been  a  firebrand  in  the  do- 
mestic circle  in  every  town  in  England, 
and  had  roused  into  action  all  the  angry 
passions  which  had  so  long  been  permitted 
to  slumber.  He  repeat^  this  assertion^ 
and  what  would  be  the  consequenoe  if 
they  invested  towns  in  Ireland  with  a 
power  like  this — a  country  where  a  bigot« 
ted  and  intolerant  priesthood  reigned 
paramount  and  influencod  every 
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movement?  Would  not  the  mnnicipal 
elections  be  determined  by  their  dictation ; 
and  under  such  a  domination  who  could 
answer  for  the  safety  of  the  Church,  or 
any  other  of  the  institutions  of  the  coun- 
try ?  A  noble  Lord  on  the  opposite  side 
had  expressed  a  wish  that  the  clergy  of  all 
religious  denominations  should  abstain 
from  interfering  in  elections.  In  this  wish 
he  (Mr.  Price)  most  cordially  concurred, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  bound  to  say, 
after  eighteen  years'  experience  of  English 
elections,  he  never  knew  an  instance,  ex« 
cept  in  three  cases,  where  a  clergyman  of 
the  Church  of  England  had  overstepped 
those  legitimate  bounds  which  a  moderate 
country  gentleman  might  prescribe  to 
himself.  Could  this  be  said  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland?  [Mr.  O'Con^ 
nell :  "  Yes."j  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  well  knew  that  they  had  not 
confined  themselves  within  legitimate 
limits,  and  he  must  also  know  that  the 
fabric  of  his  power  rested  on  the  will  of 
this  intolerant  priesthood.  The  cry  of 
"  Justice  for  Ireland*'  was  the  watchword 
of  a  fection ;  and  if  by  justice  to  Ireland 
was  meant  its  tranquillity  and  happiness, 
they  would  not  do  justice  to  the  people  of 
that  country  if  they  sanctioned  the  present 
measure. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Wouife  felt  satisfied  that 
it  would  be  excusable  on  his  part  to  con- 
dense into  as  narrow  a  space  as  he  could 
whatever  he  had  to  ofier,  and  to  avoid 
travelling  out  of  those  topics  which  con- 
stituted the  subject  matter  of  debate.  '  It 
was  not  his  intention  to  go  into  the  ques- 
tions which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for.Bandon,  in  a  speech  of  two  hours' 
length,  detailed  to  the  House.  He  had 
not  intended  to  go  into  any  of  these  mat- 
ters until  he  had  received  a  letter  from  a 
nobleman  that  morning,  begging  him  to 
snake  some  explanation  on  transactions 
connected  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber. He  could  not  refrain  from  explain- 
ing these  facts,  and  thoueh  he  could  not 
complain  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bandon  having  occupied  the  House  so 
long  on  the  occasion  of  making  his  speech, 
be  did  not  think  himself  justified  in  fol- 
lowing him  thronsh  it.  To  the  allusions 
which  had  been  thrown  out  against  Lord 
Milltown,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  revert, 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  how  unthink- 
ingly charges  were  brought  against  the 
King's  Government.  The  hon.  Member 
jitftted  that  Lord   Milltown,  being   dis- 


missed,  or  having  resigned  to  avcnd  being 
dismissed,  from  the  commission  of  the 
peace,  in  consequence  of  his  having  at- 
tended a  tithe  meeting,  and  in  consequence 
of  his  agitating  conduct  there,  was,  after 
an  interval  of  time,  when  he  had  again 
qualified  himself,  in  the  estimation  of  the 
succeeding  Government,  by  joining  the 
General  Association  in  Dublin,  actually 
restored  to  the  commission  of  the  peace. 
Now,  how  stood  the  fact  ?  Lord  Milltown 
never  attended  any  tithe  meeting  but  one ; 
and  at  that  tithe  meeting  he  attended,  not 
as  an  opponent  of  the  tithe  system,  but 
actually  to  exhort  the  people  to  continue 
to  pay  the  tithes  as  long  as  they  were 
liable  by  law.  He  did  this,  not  merely 
from  a  general  disposition  on  his  part  to 
sustain  the  law  of  the  land,  but  also  be- 
cause he  had  a  strong  personal  interest  in 
the  due  payment  of  tithes,  being  a  lay 
impropriator  of  not  less  than  seven  pa^ 
rishes,  and  deriving  a  considerable  portion 
of  his  income  from  that  source  of  revenue. 
So  much,  then,  for  the  charge  that  Lord 
Milltown  was  a  tithe  agitator.  He  was 
not  dismissed  from  the  commission  of  the 
peace,  nor  did  he  resign  the  commission 
of  the  peace,  in  consequence  of  anything 
he  had  done  in  connexion  with  the  tithe 
question  in  Ireland.  He  resigned  in  con- 
sequence of  an  intimation  made  to  him 
that  it  was  not  consistent  with  his  holding 
the  commission  of  the  peace  that  he 
should  continue  to  be  a  member  of  a 
political  association  which  was  then  said 
to  exist  in  Dublin,  and  which  was  called 
the  Volunteer  Association.  He  prayed 
the  House  to  attend  to  the  cheers  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite*  They  meant 
to  intimate,  by  those  cheers,  that  the  fact 
of  having  once  belonged  to  an  objection- 
able Association  was  to  disqualify  a  man 
for  ever  from  holding  the  commission  of 
the  peace.  Now,  he  would  ask,  when  they 
made  such  an  intimation,  were  they  ap- 
plying to  the  Associations  of  their  political 
opponents  the  same  rule  that  they  claimed 
for  the  Orange  Societies  ?  If  gentlemen 
who  had  formerly  belonged  to  the  Orange 
Society  of  Ireland — a  society  which  had 
freely  and  generously  dissolved  itself,  were 
ndt  to  be  considered  as  disqualified  from 
holding  the  commission  of  the  peace,  he 
should  be  glad  to  know  why  the  same  rule 
should  not  apply  to  other  respectable  men 
belonging  to  other  societies  which  had 
also  dissolved  themselves  ?  Those  cheers 
seemed  to  insinuate  that  some  of  Uiose 
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societies  It91  existed.  That  might  be 
true ;  but  there  was  this  essential  diiTer- 
ence  between  the  soeiety  to  which  Lord 
Milltown  belonged  (and  which  had  spon- 
taneously dissolved  itself  the  instant  it  saw 
the  probability  of  the  object  for  which  it 
was  formed,  being  attained)  and  those 
Orange  Societies,  to  which  many  of  the 
bon.  Gentlemen  who  had  cheered  had 
been  attached,  that  the  Association  of 
which  Lord  Milltown  was  a  member,  was 
never,  by  any  Act  of  Parliament,  declared 
to  be  illegal.  It  was  not  so  with  respect 
to  the  Orange  Lodges ;  they  were  declared 
to  be  illegal.  So  much,  then,  for  the  case 
of  the  dismissal  of  Lord  Milltown.  But 
it  was  said  that  he  had  been  re-appointed 
to  the  commission  of  the  peace  by  the 

E resent  Government  in  consequence  of  his 
aving  become  a  member  of  the  General 
Association  in  Dublin.  What  was  the 
fact  ?  He  was  re-appointed  to  the  com- 
mission of  the  peace  long  before  he  be* 
came  a  member  of  the  Association.  With 
regard  to  Lord  Milltown,  then,  it  was  not 
true,  either  that  he  had  been  dismissed 
flt>m  the  commission  of  the  peace  in 
consequence  of  having  attended  a  tithe 
meeting,  nor  that  he  had  been  r^ 
stored    to   the    commission    in    conse- 

auence  of  having  connected  himself  with 
le  General  Association.  Furthermore, 
instead  of  having  made  violent  and  turbu- 
lent speeches  in  the  Association,  he  never 
spoke  in  that  Assembly  more  than  twice. 
To  be  sure,  on  those  occasions  it  was  most 

Erobable,  nay  it  must  almost  of  necessity 
appen,  that  his  speeches  were  of  the  most 
violent,  most  turbulent,  and  most  inflam- 
matory character— for  only  think  what 
the  snbjects  were :  on  the  first  occasion 
the  subject  was  that  of  joint-stock  banks. 
Doubtless  a  tumultuarv  subject^  enough  to 
make  one^s  blood  boil.  Well,  Lord  Mill- 
town  went  down  to  the  Association  and 
made  a  flaming  speech  upon  the  subject 
of  joint-stock  banks.  The  next  topic  upon 
which  he  spoke  so  much  sedition,  upon 
which  he  poured  out  such  a  torrent  of  lava, 
was  that  of  the  Poor-laws.  He  made  a 
speech  in  favour  of  the  Poor-laws.  With 
these  observations  he  dismissed  the  subject 
of  the  charges  brought  against  Lord  Mill- 
town.  He  ought,  perhaps,  to  apologise  to 
the  House  for  having  dwelt  upon  it  so 
long;  but  he  felt  bound  to  refute  the 
charges  that  had  been  made,  as  well  in 
justice  to  Lord  Milltown  as  to  the  charac- 
ter of  the  Government  of  Lord  Molgrave^ 


which  had  been  most  inconsiderafdy  and 
unjustly  assailed,  upon  statements,  every 
one  of  which,  he  old  not  hesitate  to  de« 
dare,  was  as  totallv  unfounded  as  the  oil« 
he  had  just  refuted,  or  as  any  statemenu 
that  were  ever  uttered  within  the  walla  of 
Parliament.  He  would  not  Occupy  the 
valuable  time  of  the  House,  which  be 
thought  ought  to  be  devoted  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  subject  most  important  to  the 
well-being  of  the  empire,  by  investigadng 
the  various  isolated  and  particular  casea 
which  had  been  introduced  by  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  which  had  bo 
relevance  whatever  to  the  question  et 
issue.  He  did  not  mean  to  complain  of 
bon.  Gentlemen  for  the  course  they  bad 
pursued,  but  he  thought  he  should  hardly 
be  justified  in  occupying  so  much  time  as 
would  be  necessary  to  follow  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bandon  into  the 
cases  of  Mr.  Magrath  and  Mr.  Maguire, 
and  to  inquire  why  It  was,  (hat  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench  passed  so  lenient 
a  sentence,  and  whY  that  sentence  was 
afterwards  remitted  ?  In  the  discnsaion 
of  such  cases  upon  the  present  ooce'> 
sion,  he  thought  the  time  of  the  House 
was  utterly  wasted,  and  therefore  he 
would  not  enter  into  them.  Bnt  there 
was  one  topic  incidentally  introduced 
into  the  debate  to  which  he  thought  he 
might  for  a  moment  allude.  He  did  ao^ 
because  he  considered  himself  bound  tit 
justice  to  an  hon.  Friend  of  his,  who  had 
been  his  predecessor  in  the  ofiBoe  he  had 
then  the  honour  to  hold,  to  state  that  the 
ear  of  the  House  had  been  grossly  abused, 
he  did  not  say  intentionally — but  Still 
grossly  abused  by  the  statements  which 
had  been  made,  attributing  to  that  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  a  rule  with  regard 
to  the  challenging  of  jurors,  in  oonse- 
quence  of  which  rule,  it  was  asserted  that, 
in  many  instances,  there  had  been  a 
failure  of  justice.  It  was  said  fhat  his 
bon.  and  learned  predecessor  had  tadd 
down  this  rule — that  in  the  trials  et 
the  assizes  the  Crown  should  abandon  tta 
prerogative,  not  of  challenging,  but  of  set- 
ting aside  jurors  called  upon  the  panel; 
and  that  no  juror  should  be  dialieoged 
or  set  aside  except  where  there  was  a 
legal  objection  to  his  being  placed  upon 
the  panel.  That  was  a  misstatement  of 
the  fact.  The  rule  that  his  learned  pre- 
decessor had  laid  down,  and  which  he,  on 
coming  into  office,  considered  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  desire  the  counsel  emph^^  for 
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the  Gi*own  to  follow,  was  thti — not  that 
they  should  repudiate  or  abandon  the  pre- 
rogative which  the  Crown,  from  time  im- 
memorial, had  eiercised  in  Ireland,  of  de- 
airing  a  person  upon  the  panel  to  stand 
•side,  if  a  proper  case  for  so  doing  oc- 
enrrcd;  but  tnat  they  should  not  set  a 
juror  aside  merely  because  he  happened  to 
be  a  Protestant  or  a  Roman  Catholic. 
They  were,  of  course,  instructed  to  chal. 
lenge  wherever  there  was  a  legal  ground 
for  challenging;  and  they  were  further 
instructed  to  set  aside  jurors  in  other  cases 
where  the  objection  might  not  amount  to 
a  legal  ground  of  challenge,  but  this  was 
to  be  dependent  upon  the  discretion  and 
found  opinion  of  the  counsel  employed  for 
the  Crown;  and  to  prevent  a  wanton 
exercise  of  this  power  on  the  part  of  any 
subordinate  ofiBcer,  the  Crown  solicitor 
was  directed  to  take  a  note  of  every  case 
where  a  juror  was  set  aside  upon  an  ob- 
jection not  amounting  to  a  legal  ground 
of  challenge,  and  that  he  should  report 
the  circumstance,  together  with  the  de- 
tails of  the  trial,  to  the  Attorney-General. 
A  wiser  or  more  discreet  regulation  could 
hardly  be  conceived ;  and  the  late  Attor- 
ney-General never  laid  down  any  other 
rule  than  that.  What  was  the  value,  then, 
of  all  that  had  been  said  of  the  various 
cases  in  which  there  had  been  a  failure  of 
justice  in  consequence  of  the  abandon- 
ment of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  ? 
He  would  not  stop  to  inquire  whether  it 
were  true  that  convicts  had  sat  up  n 
juries;  it  was  a  point  upon  which  the  at 
tention  of  the  House  had  already  been  suf- 
ficiently fatigued ;  but  this  he  would  say, 
that  if  the  fact  were  so  it  had  been  not  m 
consequence  of  the  rule  laid  down  by  the 
late  Attorney*-General,but  in  consequence 
of  the  non-observance  of  that  rule.  There 
was  only  one  other  topic  irrelevant  to  the 
real  subject  of  debate  to  which  he  would 
refer — it  was  the  case  of  Mr.  Pigott.  It 
had  been  alleged  that  he  was  a  member  of 
the  Association  at  the  time  he  was  ap- 
pointed assistant  to  the  Attorney-Gene- 
ral, Mr.  Pigott  was  not  a  member  of 
the  Association  at  the  time  of  his  ap- 
pointment to  that  office.  He  had  been  a 
member  of  it  some  time  previous  to  his 
appointment ;  but  he  ceased  to  be  so  at 
the  time  of  his  appointment — a  very  short 
time  previous  to  his  appointment,  he  ad- 
mitted. He  did  not  state  that  fact  as  an 
apology— he  did  not  think  an  apology 
necessary ;  but  he  stated  this  simple  fact. 


that  Mr.  Pieott  did  think  it  right  to  with- 
draw from  the  Association  before  he  took 
the  office  he  was  then  holding ;  not  be« 
cause  he  thought  that  the  Association  was 
illegal,  but  because  he  felt  that  it  was  the 
|;rowth  of  great  popular  emotion,  and  that 
It  was  not  fitting  that  either  a  judge— -or 
a  person  who  might  be  called  on  to  be  a 
judge,  should  take  such  a  decided  part  in 
a  popular  movement.  An  instinctive  de- 
licacy and  sense  of  propriety  on  the  part 
of  Mr.  Pigott  induced  him  to  think  ^not 
that  he  considered  the  Association  iltegpal, 
but  induced  him  to  think  it  right  that 
he  should  not  continue  to  be  a  member  of  an 
Association  which  was  undoubtedly  the  off- 
spring of  great  popular  passion ;  and  it 
woulabe  well  for  the  respect  due  to  jus- 
tice if  those  who  were  members  of  other 
societies  would  follow  Mr.  Pigott's  ex- 
ample. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bandon  had  put  a  question  with  re- 
gard to  this  circumstance  which  he  would 
take  the  liberty  to  answer,  after  the 
fashion  of  his  country,  by  putting  ano- 
ther. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
asked  what  would  the  Government  do  if 
they  found  it  expedient  to  put  a  question 
to  Mr.  Pigott  with  regard  to  the  legality 
or  illegality  of  the  Association  ?  Now  he 
was  grievously  misinformed  if  there  did 
not  exist  in  Dublin  another  association, 
called  the  Lay  Association,  which  con- 
sisted of  persons  who  had  confederated 
together,  and  clubbed  their  purses  and  re* 
sources  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  a 
system  of  the  most  expensive  and  vexatious 
litigation.  If  he  were  misinformed,  of 
course  what  he  said  would  fall  to  the 
ground;  but  he  had  certainly  heard  of  a 
confederation  in  Dublin,  called  the  Lay 
Association,  the  members  of  which  con- 
tributed largely  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing on  suits,  in  which  they  were  not  per- 
sonally interested,  on  the  part  of  the  tithe- 
owners  in  Ireland.  He  was  glad  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Sergeant 
Jackson)  denied  the  existence  of  such  an 
association ;  but  up  to  that  hour  he 
had  certainly  been  led  to  believe,  not 
only  that  such  an  association  notoriously 
existed,  but  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  himself  was  a  member  of  it. 
But  as  there  was  no  such  association,  of 
course  it  could  not  be  true,  either  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  or  any  other 
distinguished  Conservative  Members  of  the 
bar  were  members  of  it.  As  no  such  associa- 
tion existed|he  could  only  put  thecase  hypo« 
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tbetically.  Suppose  such  asociety  existed^ 
suppose  the  Government  changed,  and 
suppose  a  Lord-Lieutenant  sent  over  to 
Ireland,  who  should  think  it  necessary  or 
proper  to  oall  upon  some  of  the  members 
of  that  Conservative  association  to  act  as 
his  legal  advisers,  and  a  question  were  to 
arise  as  to  the  legality  of  that  association, 
upon  which  the  gentlemen  so  called  upon 
to  act  as  officers  of  the  Crown  would  have 
to  decide — would  not  the  situation  of 
those  gentlemen  be,  in  every  respect,  si- 
milar to  that  of  Mr.  Pigott  f  One  asso- 
ciation, perhaps,  might  be  quite  as  legal 
as  the  other ;  but  there  was,  at  all  events, 
this  difference  between  them — that  the  one 
had  existed,  if  not  identicailv,  at  least  in 
shapes  exactly  similar  to  itself,  for  a  mul- 
titude of  years,  and  had  been  declared  by 
the  highest  authorities,  to  be  beyond  the 
reach  of  either  the  common  or  the  statute 
law— whereas  the  legality  of  the  other  had 
not  yet  been  brought  to  the  test,  although 
it  might  be  soon.  He  was  ashamed  to 
find  that  he  had  occupied  so  much  time 
upon  isolated  and  irrelevant  topics.  He 
came  now  to  the  proper  subject  of  debate. 
The  great,  the  nindamental  proposition 
that  had  been  pressed  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  as  an 
objection  to  the  plan  proposed  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  for  reforming  the  cor- 
porate bodies  of  Ireland  was  this :— that 
the  effect  of  it  would  be  to  transfer  the 
power  incidental  upon  those  corporations 
from  the  hands  of  the  Protestants,  where 
it  was  now  alleged  to  be,  into  those  of  the 
Roman  Catholics.  Now  that  proposition, 
as  far  as  it  had  any  claim  to  truth  what- 
soever, entirely  failed  in  supporting  the 
argument  that  was  built  upon  it ;  and  as 
far  as  it  was  capable  of  sustaining  the  ar- 
gument built  upon  it,  so  far  it  was  utterly 
devoid  of  all  truth.  It  was  not  true,  that 
the  effect  of  the  measures  proposed  by  his 
Majesty's  Government  would  be  to  trans- 
fer from  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  the 
power  incidental  to  the  corporate  bodies 
in  that  country.  It  was  not  true  that  that 
power  was  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Pro- 
testants. It  was  not  true  that  the  parties 
holding  that  power  were  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland.  He  did  not  wish  to  use  a 
harsh  phrase,  but,  as  the  term  had  been 
used  in  the  course  of  debate,  he  might 
observe,  that  the  Protestants  connected 
with  the  corporations  of  Ireland  consti- 
tuted but  a  miserable  minority,  when  com. 
pared  with  the  general  Protestant  body  of 


that  country.  The  persont  who  now  bold 
the  power  inctdental  to  corporations  as 
effectually  excluded  from  among  theia«- 
selves  the  great  mass  of  Protestant  wealth 
and  intell%ence,  as  they  did  the  Roman 
Catholics.  There  was  not  a  province  ia 
Ireland,  scarcely  a  county,  which  did  not 
contain  within  it  a  body  of  Protestants, 
rigidly  excluded  from  the  corporations, 
but  who,  nevertheless,  surpassed  the  whole 
body  of  those  corporations  put  together, 
in  everything  that  could  give  value  to  cha- 
racter, and  weight  to  opinion.  If  any 
authority  were  wantmg  to  sustain  a  pro- 
position that  was  so  notorious,  he  was 
armed  with  one  of  the  strongest  kind — an 
authority  valuable  in  itself,  and  'of  pecu- 
liar weight  in  the  estimation  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sat  opposite.  In  the  year 
1829,  when  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  then 
at  the  head  of  affairs,  introduced  into  the 
House  of  Lords  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief 
Bill,  and  when  the  right,  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  did  the  sam^ 
in  that  House,  they  both  naturally  and 
fairly  sought  to  justify  their  measnre,  by 
showing  that  they  were  sustained  in  the 
introduction  of  it,  by  the  great  mass  of 
the  Protestant  wealth,  numbers,  and  intel- 
ligence in  Ireland.  With  this  view,  each 
in  his  respective  place,  went  into  minute 
statements  of  details,  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  his  doctrine ;  and  they  did  so^ 
although  it  was  as  notorious  as  the  son  at 
noon-day,  that  every  man  belonging  to 
the  corporations  in  Ireland  was  arrayed 
against  the  measure  they  were  proposing ; 
yet,  in  their  estimation,  sO  far  from  re- 
garding the  corporations  as  constituting 
the  great  mass  of  the  Protestant  popula* 
tion  of  Ireland,  thev  viewed  and  treated 
them  as  an  inconsiaerable  section.  The 
thing  really  was  too  notorious  and  oh* 
vious  to  require  any  argument.  The  power 
now  vested  in  the  corporations  was  not  in 
the  hands  of  the  Protestants;  it  was  in 
the  hands  of  a  small  sectarian  portion  of 
Protestants ;  and  not  even  in  that  part  of 
the  Protestant  body  which  happened  to 
differ  from  his  Majesty's  Government,  but 
in  a  sub-division  of  men  held  together  by 
local  ties  and  family  connexions.  It  was 
not  true  that  the  proposition  of  the  Go* 
vemment  was,  that  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land should  have  anything  taken  from 
them  ;  and  it  was  less  true,  that  the  pro-- 
position  was  to  give  power  to  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland.  The  effect  of  the 
measure  proposed  was^  to  gire  the  power 
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of  these  corporations*  not  to  the  Catholics 
of  Iidaody  not  to  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land'—but  to  crive  it  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land.   The  e&ct  of  it  would  be,  to  give 
to  every  man  in  the  country  who  would 
be  entitled  to  it,  a  participation  in  that 
power^  irrespective  of  his  creed.  The  effect 
of  it  would  be,  to  attach  to  corporate 
power  a  civil  quali6cation ;  and  wherever 
that  qualification   was  found,  there  the 
power  would  be  found  also.    The  limita- 
tions adopted   in  the   Bill   proposed  by 
the  King's  Ministers,    made    it    utterly 
impossible  that  the  Roman  Catholics  of 
Ireland  could  acquire  more  power  than 
they  de  facto  possessed,  or  than   they 
were  de  jure  entitled  to;  or,  that  they 
should  have  less  de  facto  than  they  were 
entitled  to  de  jure.*  It  distributed  corpo- 
rate power  upon   the  only  principle  on 
which  any  power  can  be  justly  distributed. 
ItdistributcKi  it  to  every  man  who  had  that 
presumption  of  fitness  to  possess  it  in  his 
fiivour  which  arose  from  his  having  the 
necessary  civil  qualifications.    It  was  the 
principle  upon  which  all  the  powers  in  the 
state  were  now  distributed;  it  was  the 
principle   upon  which  the  elective  fran- 
chise was  distributed;  it  was  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  the  power  to  sit  in  the 
House  of  Commons  was  distributed ;  it 
was  the  principle    which    pervaded  the 
whole  system  of  our  civil  establishments. 
But  he  was  not  now  arguing  that  point, 
beqaupe,  if  he  mistook  not,  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  did  not 
suggest  that  this  principle  was  not  a  fair 
one,  and  ought  not  to  be  adopted.     No ; 
they  said,  that  if  the  power  was  to  be 
created,  this   mode  of  distribution    was 
just ;  but  they  alleged  that,  inasmuch  as 
the  adoption  of  this  principle  of  distribu- 
tion would   lead  to  the  giving  of  that 
power  into  the  hands  of  the  ^man  Ca- 
tholics, therefore  the  power  itself  ought 
not  to  be  created  :  because,  if  the  power 
were  to  be  distributed  at  all,  it  must  be 
distributed  upon    a  constitutional  prin- 
ciple, and  that  principle  would  give  the 
Catholics  more  power  than  the  Protes- 
tants.   Was  not  that  the  argument  ?    In 
the  first  place  he  would  remark,  that  gross 
exa^^rations  had  been  made  as  to  the 
extent  of  the  influence  which  this    Bill 
would  give  the  Roman  Catholics.    He 
really   could  not  believe   that  any  man 
acquainted  with  the  state  of  Ireland  could 
get  up  in  that  House  to  say,  that  the 
effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  put  the 
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entire  corporate  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
Roman  Catholics.    With  those  who  knew 
the  state  of  the  city  of  Dublin,  of  Belfast, 
of  Waterford,  of  Cork,  and  of  other  cities 
in  Ireland,  such  an  argument  could  have 
no  weight.     Was  it  not  notorious  that  ia 
those  towns  the  Protestant  strength  chiefly 
prevailed.     And  what  was  the  fact  wim 
respect  to  parties  in  those  cities  ?    Not 
only  were  the  Roman   Catholics  not  a 
decidedly  ascendant  party,  but  in  those 
places  where  the   10/.  qualification  was 
established,  even  with  the  ,aid  and  assist- 
ance of  the  liberal  Protestants — ^a  most 
efiBcient  as  well  as  valuable  body  of  men 
-"the  Roman  Catholics  were  only  able  to 
maintain  a  difficult  and  precarious  strug- 
gle against  the  section  of  Protestants  who 
were  arrayed    against  the  Government. 
It  was  impossible,  therefore,  to  insist  that 
the    whole   power  would    fall  into    the 
hands  of  the  Catholics.   If  any  man  would 
look  only  at  the  shops  and  houses  occu- 
pied by  the  Protestants  in  those  towns* 
and  count  their  numbers,  he  would  be 
compelled  to  say,  that  the  Protestants 
must  necessarily  partake,  in  a  very  large 
degree,  of  the  power  of  the  municipal  cor- 
porations in  those  places.    Was  it,  then, 
he  would  ask,  just  or  honest  to  represent, 
that  this  was  an  entire  and  wholasaie  trans- 
fer of  power  out  of  the  hands  of  Pro- 
testants into  those  of  Catholics  ?    It  was 
not.     It  would  fall  into  the  hands  of  Ro- 
man Catholics   and  Protestants  in  that 
proportion  in  which  it  ought  to  fall  with 
respect   to    the  population,  wealth,  and 
intelligence  of  the  towns.    It  was  a  re- 
markable    thing     how    differently     the 
strength  of  the  Catholic  body  was  repre- 
sented in  that  House,  according  to  the 
different  ends  which  were  to  be  attained, 
by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.    At  one 
moment  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  to 
exhort  the  House  not  to  yield  to  abstract 
justice ;  pressing  upon  them  the  practical 
expediency  that  intervened,  and  made  it 
improper  that  a  body  so  influential  and 
large,  and  occupying  all  the  civil  positions 
in  Ireland,  they  should  be  entrusted  with 
the  power  of  local  taxation.    When  that 
was  the    view   to  be  pressed  upon  the 
House,  nothing,  according  to  those  hon. 
Gentlemen,  was  so  great  and  irresistible 
as  the  power  of  the  Roman  Catholics; 
they  were    eJi    in  all,   and  quite  over- 
whelmed the  Protestants  everywhere.  But, 
on  the  contrary,  when  the  feelings  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  were  to  be 
2G 
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outraged,  and  every  indignity  to  be  cast 
upon  them,  then  they  were  represented  as 
an  insignificant  body,  and  that  the  Pro- 
testants of  Ireland  were  able  to  control 
and  to  keep  them  down.  In  short,  the  de* 
dactions  drawn  from  the  proportion  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants  were 
made  to  answer  any  purpose.  But  he 
would  not  dwell  upon  this  fact.  He  would 

?1ace  his  argument  upon  higher  ground. 
[e  would  admit,  for  the  purpose  of  argu- 
ment, that  this  power,  being  distributed 
upon  a  proper  and  sound  principle  of 
distribution  among  the  people  of  Ireland, 
it  would  throw  a  larger  proportion  of  that 
power  into  the  hands  or  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics than  into  the  bands  of  the  rest  of 
the  population.  Assuming  this,  for  the 
sake  of  argument,  he  would  then  say,  that 
to  withhold  that  power  from  the  people  of 
Ireland  npon  the  ground  of  their  religion 
alone  was  a  gross  violation  of  the  Act  of 
Union,  and  of  the  Act  of  Emancipation. 
He  would  say,  that  to  withhold  from  the 
people  of  Ireland  an  important  civil  power 
which  had  been  already  given  to  the  peo- 
ple of  England  and  of  Scotland,  because 
in  Ireland  a  greater  proportion  of  that 
owerp  might  fall  into  the  hands  of  the 
Catholics  thau  of  the  Protestants,  was  to 
disturb  the  balance  of  constitutional  power 
between  the  different  portions  of  the  em- 
pire and  to  violate  the  principle  of  the 
Union.  He  would  say,  that  to  give  to  the 
people  of  Scotland  and  of  England  a 
civil  institution  which  enabled  them  con- 
stitutionally to  exercise  a  control  over  the 
Government  and  the  Legislature,  which 
gave  them  an  important  inHuence  over  all 
the  executive  functions  of  the  state,  and 
at  the  same  time  to  withhold  that  power 
from  the  people  of  Ireland,  was  to  act  in 
violation  of  the  Act  of  Union,  and  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  Irish  people.  What  was 
the  principle  of  the  Union  ?  The  principle 
of  the  Union  was  equality.  The  principle 
of  the  Union  was  equal  dealing  towards 
the  people  of  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland.  But  it  was  not  equal  dealing  to 
give  to  the  people  of  the  two  former 
countries  those  means  of  controlling  the 
legislative  will  and  the  executive  Govern- 
ment which  were  withheld  from  the  people 
of  Ireland.  Was  it  denied  on  the  other 
side  that  these  corporations  did  give 
to  the  people,  wherever  they  existed, 
a  great  constitutional  power  over  the 
leeislattve  will,  and  over  the  executive  ; 
Was    that    fact  denied  ?    It   was  so  far 


from  being  denied,  that  it  was  the  very 
groundwork  of  the  argument  advanced  on 
the  other  side.  Their  argument  was,  that 
Municipal  Corporations  would  have  that 
effect  in  Ireland  ;  and  because  they  would, 
so  they  ought  not  to  be  given  to  the  people 
of  that  part  of  the  empire.  The  argument 
used  both  for  and  against  the  English 
Corporation  Bill,  when  it  was  passing 
through  Parliament,  was,  that  it  tended 
to  augment  the  power  of  the  people  over 
the  ruling  authorities  of  the  State.  He 
would  not  now  inquire  whether  the  English 
or  the  Scotch  Municipal  Bills  had  had 
that  effect ;  but  he  would  say  th»,  that 
having  given  that  power  to  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland,  they  could  not  in 
honesty  or  injustice,  or  in  adherence  to 
the  principle  of  the  Union,  withhold  it  from 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  knew,  that  in 
the  course  of  this  debate.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  had  affected  to  think  that 
they  had  answered  this  argument,  founded 
upon  the  title  of  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
share  equailv  with  the  people  of  England 
and  Scotland  in  exercising  all  constitutional 
power  over  the  will  of  the  Legislature 
and  the  Executive,  by  saying  that  there 
existed  other  differences  between  the  law 
of  Ireland  and  of  England  and  Scotland  ; 
that  a  similarity  of  the  law  was  no  portion 
of  the  Union,  and  that  it  was  not  necessary 
to  the  Union  that  such  a  similarity  should 
exist.  No  one  had  ever  said — he,  at  least, 
had  never  said — that  a  similarity  of  the 
law  was  necessary;  but  what  ne  cott« 
tended  for  was,  that  if  they  gave  to  the 
people  of  one  part  of  the  empire  power 
which  enabled  them  to  exercise  a  control 
over  the  will  of  the  Legislature  and  the 
Executive,  they  could  not  in  fairness  re- 
fuse the  like  power  to  the  other  parts  of 
the  empire.  The  Poor-law  and  the  Con* 
stabulary  Bills  had  been  referred  to.  The 
similarity  of  those  measures  to  the  laws  io 
England  might  or  might  not  be  necessary ; 
but  show  to  him  that  the  want  of  any 
law  in  Ireland  which  existed  in  England 
would  be  attended  with  this  result— that  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  less  control  over  the 
will  of  the  Legislature  and  the  Government 
of  the  Empire  than  they  would  enjoy  if  that 
law  existed — show  him  that,  and  he  would 
then  do  the  utmost  he  could  to  aSMmilate 
the  laws  of  the  two  countries.  It  was  not 
the  act  of  Union  alone  that  would  be  in- 
fringed and  violated  by  the  project  of  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  other  side  (Lord  F.  Eger« 
ton),  but  the  fundamental  principle  of  the 


} 


901         A4iimmnd  Debate^         {  Feb.  22  } 


Third  Day. 


909 


Act  of  Emancipation  wonld  be  widely  de- 
parted from.  The  principle  of  that  Act  waa, 
that  all  Uie  civil  powers  of  the  State  might 
be  properly  mtrusted  to  Roman  Catholics^ 
notwithstanding  their  religion.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  Emancipation  Bill  was  to 
place  in  the  hands  of  the  Roman  Catholics^ 
in  spite  of  their  religion,  the  most  import* 
ant  civil  power  and  authority.  It  intrust, 
ed  to  them  the  right  to  sit  in  the  House 
of  Commons ;  it  intrusted  to  them  the 
right  of  filling  the  highest  offices  in  the 
executive  department  of  the  State,  while 
acts  of  the  same  nature  empowered  them 
to  lead  oar  army  and  conduct  our  fleets. 
Such  was  the  principle  of  the  Emancipa- 
tion Bill ;  a  principle  which  declared  that 
notwithstanding  their  religion  Roman 
Catholics  were  trustworthy  to  hold  civil 
power  in  the  State.  But  what  was  the 
principle  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord's 
project?  He  considered  it  to  be  this— 
that  by  reason  of  their  religion  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  of  Ireland  were  not  worthy 
to  be  intriisted  with  the  exercise  of  that 
power  over  their  own  concerns  which  the 
rest  of  his  Majesty's  subjects  enjoved. 
He  knew  very  well  that  an  attempt  nad 
been  made  to  reconcile  the  principle  of 
that  project  with  the  principle  of  the 
Emancipation  Act.  It  was  said,  that  there 
was  no  injustice  in  that  project^  because 
the  principle  of  the  Emancipation  Act  was 
equality  between  Catholics  and  Protest- 
anti,  and  accordingly  the  project  of  the 
noble  Lord  dealt  with  them  upon  the 
principle  of  equality.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  that  the  Bill  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  did  not  deal  equally  with  Pro- 
testants and  Catholics,  whereas  his  amend* 
ment  did.  But  the  distinction  was  most 
marked  and  obvious.  The  principle  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Emancipation  Bill  was 
equality  of  employment,  notwithstanding 
dissent— the  pnnciple  of  the  project  of  the 
noblcLord  was  equality  of  privation  because 
of  that  dissent.  The  principle  of  he  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation  Bill  was  equality  of 
rights— the  principle  of  the  project  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  equality  of  wrongs.  The 
princjple  of  the  one  was  the  principle  of 
die  ri  u  ion-dealing  with  the  powers  of 
the  State  as  equitably  distributable  among 
all  without  regard  to  difference  of  creeds ; 
while  the  principle  of  the  other  was  the 
principle  of  destruction— destroying  all 
civil  powers  instead  of  distributing  them 
upon  an  equiubie  principle.  The  principles 
of  the  two  measures  were  not  only  not  the 


same,  but  the  very  antipodes  of  each  other. 
Nothing  could  be  more  dissimilar  tban  the 
two  principles.  He  could  understand  bow 
a  person  who  opposed  the  Catholic  Eman«> 
cipation  Bill,  and  who  entertained  senti- 
ments hostile  to  that  measure,  might  still 
think  that,  under  every  circumstance,  tbe 
augmentation  of  the  Roman  Catholic  pow- 
er was  to  be  considered  as  likely  to  militate 
against  the  Ecclesiastical  Establishment 
in  Ireland ;  but  how  any  man  who  at  the 
time  of  its  being  passed  thought,  and  still 
continued  to  think,  that  principle  just, 
could  support  the  project  of  the  noble 
Lord,  really  surprised  him.  At  the  same 
time  he  must  observe,  that  those  persona 
were  departing  from  their  own  principle. 
Their  ancient  principle  was,  not  only  that 
the  Catholics  snould  not  have  civil  power, 
but  that  Protestants  should  and  Catholics 
should  not ;  whereas,  now  their  principle 
was,  that  neither  Protestants  nor  Catholics 
should  have  civil  power.  If  they  were 
justified  in  principle  and  policy  in  with- 
holding civil  power  from  Catholics  and 
Protestants  in  Ireland,  for  fear  a  pre* 
dominancy  should  fall  to  the  Catho* 
lies  he  could  not  help  saying  that 
would  have  found  the  rignt  hon.  Baroneti 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,in  1829,  means 
of  escaping  the  difficulties  by  which  he 
was  then  beset.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
distrusted  the  Roman  Catholics— he  was 
afraid  they  would  abuse  the  powers  to  be 
placed  in  their  hand,  but  he  was  coerced 
by  circumstances  togive  it  them.  Now, 
if  the  principle  of  the  noble  Lord's  pro« 
ject  were  sound,  could  not  the  right  oon. 
Baronet  have  adopted  it,  and  instead  of 
giving  civil  power  to  Catholics  and  Pro* 
testanls  indiscriminately,  why  not  have 
taken  it  indiscriminately  from  both  ?  That 
would  have  been  a  much  more  safe  mode 
of  proceeding  according  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  own  views.'    But  he  did  not 

• 

think  of  adopting  that  principle.  It  was 
a  new-fangled  principle  unheard  of  before. 
He  defied  any  hon.  Member  to  open  m 
single  page  of  the  History  of  England, 
since  it  was  a  nation^  and  show  that  the 
principle  of  destroying  civil  power,  be- 
cause it  might  possibly  fall  into  the  hands 
of  one  party  rather  than  of  another,  was 
ever  before  acted  upon.  It  was  a  pritt« 
ciple  at  variance  not  only  with  history, 
but  with  every  system  which  had  ever 
been  adopted.  The  principle  upon  which 
the  predecessors  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  proceeded  was,  that  if  there 
ZG2 
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were  a  party  in  the  State  which  ought  not 
to  be  intrusted  with  power,  yet  punish- 
ment ought  not  to  be  inflicted  on  others 
—that  Protestants  were  not  to  be  de* 
prived  of  their  rights  because  Catholics 
were  unworthy.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
spoke  of  innovators  and  of  innovation. 
But  who  were  the  innovators,  and  what 
was  innovation  ?  That  was  innovation 
which  spoliated  Protestants  without  gra- 
tifying the  Catholics.  It  was  no  satisfac- 
tion to  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  that  when 
their  civil  rights  were  destroyed,  the  civil 
rights  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  should 
also  be  destroyed.  He  was  sure  that  there 
was  not  a  Catholic  in  Ireland  who  would 
not  rather  a  thousand  degrees  that  the 
corporations  should  be  established  in  Ire- 
land upon  a  fair  basis,  and  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  popular  representation,  although 
confined  to  the  Protestants  only,  than  that 
they  should  be  wholly  extinguished.  He 
admitted  that  by  the  adoption  of  that 
clause  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  would  sus- 
tain a  considerable  wrong ;  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Emancipation  Bill  would  be 
violated,  though  not  more  grossly  than  it 
would  be  by  the  present  project  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite;  but  still  the  principle  of 
the  Union  would  be  saved — that  Act  of 
Union  which  established  equality  between 
England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  would  at 
all  events  be  preserved.  He  had  in  all 
periods  of  his  life  been  a  supporter  of  that 
Act  of  Union.  He  had  done  so  because 
he  considered  by  the  provisions  of  that 
Union  every  man  in  Ireland  would  be  treated 
in  all  respects  upon  terms  of  equality  with 
Scotland  and  England,  and  that  on  all 
questions  of  power,  in  all  matters  where 
the  people  were  to  exercise  any  influence 
in  the  State,  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
receive  the  same  attention,  their  feelings 
would  be  equally  consulted,  and  their 
will,  their  prejudices,  if  you  please  to  call 
them  so,  would  have  equal  effect  on  the 
Parliament  of  the  United  Empire,  and 
would  produce  as  full  an  operation  upon 
the  proceedings  of  the  Legislature  and  the 
Executive  as  the  will,  the  passions,  the 
feelings,  and  the  prejudices  of  the  other 
parts  of  the  empire.  He  had  argued  with 
many  people  in  Ireland  upon  the  principle 
of  tne  Union,  but  he  could  not  argue  with 
them  again  if  the  argument  maintained 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  to  be 
admitted.  How  could  any  man  suppose 
that  they  could  maintain  the  Union  if  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  to  be  taunted  as 


they  had  been.  You  told  them  that  you 
would  support  the  Union  between  the  two 
countries — you  told  them  that  the  people 
of  England  would  do  justice  to  them  with 
all  other  parts  of  the  empire;  but  what 
had  the  Irish  nation  done,  that  while  mu« 
nicipal  institutions, on  a  popular  basis,were 
given  to  all  other  parts  of  the  countfy 
they  were  withheld  from  Ireland  ?  It  was 
not  because  they  did  not  require  local 
bodies  like  those  established  in  England, 
it  was  not  because  they  had  no  local  mat- 
ters to  attend  to  which  required  watchful 
superintendence,  but  because  those  bodies 
had  hitherto  been  made  exclusive  in  Ire« 
land,  and  that,  therefore,  they  should  not 
be  established  now.  This  argument,  how- 
ever, was  now  in  substance  abandoned 
with  regard  to  Ireland;  and,  to  use  a 
vulgar  expression,  was  now  regarded  as 
mere  chips  in  porridge.  Then  why  should 
Gentlemen  opposite  not  accept  this  mea- 
sure now  ?  Did  they  do  so  on  the  ground 
that  these  institutions  had  not  been  found 
to  be  beneficial  in  England  and  Scotland? 
On  the  contrary,  their  utility  was  admitted. 
He  would  then  ask  whether  they  could 
sustain  the  Union  without  life.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  said  that  they  could  not 
maintain  the  Established  Church  con- 
jointly with  these  bodies.  He  never  heard 
of  a  proposition  having  been  made  in  that 
House  to  grant  some  boon,  or  to  bestow 
some  advantage  on  the  people  of  Ireland, 
that  was  not  met  by  some  ill-omened  ex- 
pression in  some  speech  or  other,  that  if 
they  did  so  they  would  tend  to  destroy  the 
Irish  Church.  He  could  only  regard  such 
expressions  as  mere  cant,  which  had  been 
constantly  used  from  the  time  of  Swift 
down  to  the  present  time ;  and  they  had 
been  urged  not  only  against  the  Catholics, 
but  also  against  Presbyterians  and  Dis- 
senters—indeed, they  were  sometimes  now 
applied  in  the  latter  way.  The  Legisla- 
ture, then,  had  been  driven,  step  by  step, 
to  grant  to  the  people  of  Ireland  large  and 
constitutional  powers,  but  at  the  same 
time  refused  them  the  government  of  their 
local  affairs.  You  give  them  political 
power,  but  you  refuse  them  this  compara- 
tively insignificant,  but  at  the  same  time 
important,  power.  The  mode  in  which 
this  had  been  refused  was  an  insult  as 
much  as  the  refusal  was  an  injury;  but 
was  there  no  possible  loss  of  strength  in 
withholding  these  institutions?  This  part 
of  the  subiect  had  been  eloquently  dwelt 
on  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard,  who 
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traced  out  the  several  uses  and  benefits 
which  had  arisen  from  them  in  England 
and  Scotland.  If,  however,  these  bodies 
were  perfectly  useless  in  Ireland,  yet  if 
they  were  withheld  from  that  country  in 
the  manner  in  which  they  had  hitherto 
been,  It  would  excite  feelings  of  discontent 
which  they  would  never  be  able  to  dispel. 
He  was  most  anxious  to  support  the  union 
between  the  two  countries,  but  to  do  this 
effectually,  every  reason  and  argument 
showed  that  they  must  give  the  same  mea- 
sure of  justice  to  Ireland  that  was  pos* 
sessed  by  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland. 

Sir  Jame$  Graham  could  assure  the 
House  that  he  had  risen  with  very  great 
unwillingness.  Need  he  make  any  excuse 
for  saying  so,  aware  as  he  was  that  the 
subject  had  been  so  sifted  and  winnowed, 
that  he  feared  the  chaff  only  remained, 
and  that,  therefore,  the  House  would  be 
unwilling  to  hear  him  on  this  third  night 
of  the  debate,  and  furthermore,  because 
he  had  presumed,  on  more  than  one  occa- 
sion, to  address  the  House  on  that  very 
same  subject ;  nevertheless,  the  vital  im- 
portance of  that  subject  impelled  him  once 
again  to  then  offer  his  opinions.  If  he 
thought  the  subject  important  before  the 
commencement  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  he  was  disposed  now  to  think  it  of 
still  higher  importance.  Sectarian  as  he 
was  called,  and  almost  bigot  as  he  was 
held  to  be  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  he  would  remind 
them  that  he  had  been  the  firm,  constant, 
and  uniform  supporter  of  the  Catholic 
claims  for  emancipation ;  and,  as  one  who 
supported  those  claims,  he  sincerely  con- 
gratulated the  hon.  and  teamed  Gentle^- 
man  on  having  won  his  way  to  the  highest 
office  of  his  profession  by  his  legal  abili- 
ties, and  on  having  sustained  the  credit 
of  his  appointment  by  the  ability  he  had 
displayed  in  the  speech  which  he  had  just 
delivered.  Having  said  that,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
permit  him  to  comment  with  freedom  on 
some  of  the  topics  of  that  speech.  He 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  had  already  said,  that,  in 
his  opinion,  the  importance  of  the  subject 
had  been  increased  by  what  he  had  heard 
fall  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
whom  he  understood  to  have  said,  that  if 
this  question  were  not  carried,  then  he,  the 
King's  Attorney-General,  would  cease  to 
clefend  the  Union, 


Mr.  Sergeant  Woulfe  begged  leave  to 
explain :  he  had  said  more  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  attributed  to  him.  What 
he  had  said  was,  that  he  should  cease  to 
be  able  to  defend,  with  eflfect,  the  Union 
from  those  who  attacked  it 

Sir  James  Oraham :  That  was  a  very 
nice  distinction.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  excuse  him  for  saying , 
that  this  was  a  fine-drawn  legal  subtiltv, 
which  he  feared  would  not  be  so  nicely 
discriminated  by  the  people  of  Ireland. 
He  must,  however,  remark,  that  there  was 
something  ominous  in  such  a  declaration 
being  made  by  the  King's  Attomey-Ge« 
neral,  that  if  this  question  was  not  carried 
now — at  this  particular  moment — that  he 
was  of  opinion  that  he  would  not  be  able 
to  defend  with  efficiency  the  Union  with 
Ireland.  But  he  would  pass  on  from  this 
topic  to  the  real  question  in  debate,  which 
was  in  point  of  fact,  the  actual  state  of 
affairs  in  Ireland.  He  would  not  follow 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  through 
his  arguments  as  to  the  criminations  and 
recriminations  which  had  passed  between 
different  sides  of  the  House  respecting  the 
Association  in  Ireland.  It  appeared,  that 
that  which  was  one  day  the  Volunteer 
Association,  became  shortly  after  the  Na- 
tional Association  ;  and,  in  answer  to  re^ 
marks  respecting  this  to-day,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  recriminates  the  other 
side  with  the  existence  of  the  Lay  Asso- 
ciation, and  of  the  Orange  Association 
which  was  put  down  last  year,  but  which 
was  now  again  got  up  under  another  form. 
And  he  would  remind  the  House,  that 
although  the  National  Association  was  on 
one  side,  and  the  Lay  Association  on  the 
other,  that  the  Lay  Association  had  been 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the 
administration  of  the  law,  the  execution 
of  which  duty  had  been,  in  some  respecta, 
partially  or  wholly  neglected  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  Ireland.  The  Na 
tional  Association,  however,  was  formed 
for  the  purpose  of  violating  the  law,  and 
he  must  also  add,  that  he  considered  thaf 
that  Association  continued  to  receive  a  most 
extraordinary  degree  of  indulgence  and 
support  from  his  Majesty's  Government. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said,  that 
he  would  not  go  into  a  defence  of  the 
various  legal  acts  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. What  would  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  say  to  this  declara- 
tion of  the  Attorney-General,  after  the 
statement  he  made  th^  other  night?  What 
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vras  the  answer  which  would  be  given  to 
the  case  of  Mr.  Cassidy  ?  Surely  it  had 
not  escaped  the  recollection  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  that  since  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland*  had 
spoken,  the  letters  of  Lord  Vesey  and  Lord 
Oxmantown  had  been  read  to  the  House? 
The  statements  contained  in  their  letters 
had  not  been  denied  ;  they  could  not  be 
denied.  He  would  not  stop  at  the  case  of 
Mr.  Cassidy,  but  would  go  on  one  stage 
further.  He  would  not,  however,  pass  by 
the  general  gaol  delivery  made  by  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  during  his  tour 
through  the  country,  when  he  liberated 
not  less  than  sixty-nine  prisoners  in  one 
county,  and  when  he  found  that  certain 
prisoners  had  been  committed  for  a  further 
time  to  gaol,  until  they  found  bail,  he  or- 
dered them  to  be  liberated,  and  they  had 
not  heard  that  he  had  taken  care  to 
direct  that  some  provision  should  be 
made  for  surety  in  the  shape  of  bail. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  as  the 
Attorney-Generaly  was  the  legal  adviser  of 
the  Lord-Lieutenant ;  and  surely  he 
might  have  been  expected  to  give  some 
explanation  of  this  proceeding.  He  now, 
however,  came  to  a  much  more  important 
point,  namely,  the  case  of  Mr.  Pigott. 
He  intended  to  argue  the  general  question 
immediately  ;  but,  in  the  first  instance,  he 
trusted  that  he  should  be  allowed  to  make 
some  remarks  on  this  case.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  Mr.  Pigott  seemed  to 
entertain  ahighersenseof  duty  with  regard 
to  the  appointment  be  held,  and  the 
situation  he  occupied  in  connexion  with 
the  Association,  than  was  entertained  by 
his  Majesty's  Ministers.  It  had  been 
•tated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite,  that  Mr.  Pigott  thought  that  it 
was  only  proper  and  becoming  before  he 
accepted  tne  oflBce  which  had  been  con- 
ferred upon  him  by  the  Irish  Government 
that  he  should  retire  from  the  Association. 
It  appeared  that  his  Majesty's  Government, 
however,  had  no  such  scruples*  As  the 
case  stood,  according  to  the  statement  of 
the  King's  Attomey.Oeneral  for  Ireland, 
it  appeared  that  Mr.  Pigott  thought  that 
it  was  only  decent  and  proper  for  him 
to  withdraw  from  the  Association  before 
he  accepted  oflBce  t  but  it  was  not  stated 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman — it 
remained  to  this  moment  a  presumed  fact — 
that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  made  no  such 
agreement  on  this  appointment  of  Mr. 
Pigott.  Bat  he  did  not  attach  much  weight 


to  the  offer  of  the  appointment  on  conditicm 
of  his  withdrawing  from  the  Association  ; 
and  it  remained  yet  to  be  seen  whether 
the  offer  of  the  appointment  was  made 
while  he  was  yet  a  Member  of  the 
Association.  If  it  was  made  while  he  waa 
a  member  of  the  Association,  and  ha  of 
his  own  free  will  resigned  the  Association, 
it  became  a  mere  subterfuge,  and  the 
argument  remained  untouched  and  unoon- 
tradicted  as  regarded  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  that  they  had  made  an  appoint* 
ment  of  a  gentleman  to  the  most  confi- 
dential legal  office  oonnected  with  hie 
Majesty's  Government  in  Ireland  who  bad 
previously  taken  a  part  in  the  proceedings 
of  the  Association,  bad  been  a  most  useful 
member  of  it,  and  had  taken  an  active 
part  in  its  formation.  And  let  the  House 
not  forget  that  for  the  purpose  of  making 
this  gentleman  the  legal  adviser  of  the 
Government  a  special  and  unusual  vacanej 
was  made.  Who  was  the  first  sergeant  in 
Ireland  ?  A  gentleman  of  great  ability  and 
high  professional  reputation,  and  very 
lately  in  the  confidence  of  the  Grovernment. 
This  gentleman  had  been  passed  over  in 
appointing  a  Solicitor-General.  Certainly 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Bandon  (Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson),  bad 
no  title  to  the  confidence  of  bis  Majesty's 
Ministers.  But  who  was  the  third 
sergeant  ?  A  gentleman  whose  talanla 
were  well  known  and  appreciated  in  that 
House,  and  who  bad  a  high  professional 
reputation  and  character.  These  two 
gentlemen  were  passed  by,  and  a  person 
was  made  Solicitor-General  who  held  the 
office  of  conBdential  legal  adviser  to  the 
Irish  Government,  that  Mr.  Pigott,  who 
was  comparatively  little  known  in  the  pro- 
fession, might  be  placed  in  the  latter  office. 
He  understood  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  say,  that  the  establishment 
of  Municipal  Ciorporations  would  give 
greatly  increased  political  power  to  a  certain 
party  in  Ireland,  and  would  affonl 
additional  means  of  controlling  the 
Legislature.  He  begged  toask  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  whether  at  present  there  was 
not  a  sufficient  control  exercised  orer 
them  as  regarded  all  their  Irish  measures  ^ 
Were  they  desirous,  by  a  measure  like 
that  before  the  House,  to  increase  this 
influence  and  control,  for  a  learned  Gen* 
tleman  sitting  beside  them  bad  told  theoa 
that  by  giving  municipal  corporations  thay 
would  materially  increase  the  political 
power  of  a  certain  party  in  Iiaknd )    Hs 
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thought  (hat  he  bad  read  in  a  speech  of 
the  Hon.  and  learned  GeDtleman — be 
believed  an  electioneering  speech — another 
deaoription  of  the  prob^ible  operation  of 
this  measure*  If  he  was  wrong  in  his 
quoUlion,  he  ghould  be  happy  to  be  set 
right;  but  he  recollected  to  have  read 
some  observations  purporting  to  be  made 
on  a  certain  occasion  at  Cashel,  when  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  took  an  op- 
portunity of  discussing  ibis  question.  Did 
not  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  then 
make  use  of  an  expression  somewhat  of 
this  nature— that  if  this  measure  were 
carried,  the  popular  inBuence  of  a  certain 
party  which  was  now  supporting  His  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  be  greatly  in- 
creased-^thai  the  number  of  Members 
of  that  party  returned  from  Ireland  would 
be  augmented  from  sixty  to  ninety.  He 
would  now  turn  to  a  very  important  part 
of  the  question,  and  would,  in  the  tirst 

Slace,  refer  to  the  speech  made  last  night 
y  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War. 
The  noble  Lord  puVcertaia  questions  with 
great  perspicuity  and  force.  The  first 
waSj  why  did  the  opposition  put  forward 
Ibis  argument,  that  the  carrying  this 
question  would  be  attended  with  danger 
to  the  Church  of  Ireland }  And  next  he 
asked»  how  would  the  establishment  of 
municipal  institutions  endanger  the  estab* 
lished  Church  in  Ireland  ?  The  Attorney- 
General  for  Ireland  bad  refused  in  no  very 
courteous  terms  to  give  any  answer  to 
these  questions.  He  said  that  it  was  all 
cant  to  talk  of  the  Church  being  endan- 
gered by  these  municipal  eorporations. 
The  hon*  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
had  saidi  that  the  notion  of  the  Church 
being  in  danger  was  merely  the  hobgoblin 
pbaotomofa  fanatical  imagination.  Another 
hon.  Gentleman  called  it  a  political  cry  of  a 
faction,  and  other  expressions  of  a  similar 
character  had  been  used.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  did  him  only  justice  in 
saying,  that,  in  arguing  the  question  last 
year,  he  did  so  in  connexion  with  the  Es- 
lablished  Church*  He  did  so  consider 
the  question  last  year.  It  wss  afterwards 
said,  that  the  question  connected  with  the 
Irish  Church  was  only  made  a  stepping- 
stoneto power;  he  could  reply  that  neither 
noble  Lords  nor  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  assert  that  he  was  touched 
by  any  such  insinuation.  He  would  now 
endeavour  to  establish  the  fact  that  this 
oonnexion  between  the  two  questions  was 
not  ao  uoaatural  ae  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo* 


site  asserted ;  and  he  would  do  this  by 
citing  evidence  which  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  could  not  refuse  to  receive.  The 
evidence  he  alluded  to  had  been  given  in 
the  course  of  the  present  debate,  and  in 
the  presence  of  the  House.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  com* 
pUmented  an  hon.  and  learned  Friend  of 
Lis  on  the  great  ability  he  displayed  in  the 
speech  which  he  made  on  this  question 
two  nights  ago.  He  admitted  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  C.  Buller)  manifested 
great  ability,  and  he  confessed  that  he 
beard  the  opinions  put  forth  in  the  course 
of  it  without  surprise,  coming  from  whence 
it  did.  That  speech  contained  some  very 
strong  expressions,  and  he  certainly  did 
not  mean  to  say,  that  the  noble  Lord 
when  he  praised  that  speech  was  to  be 
considered  as  adopting  all  the  opinions 
put  forth  in  it,  or  to  be  held  answerable 
for  all  the  expressions  used  in  the  course 
of  it.  This  would  be  very  unfair;  but 
then  the  House  should  consider  the  cha* 
racter  of  the  speech  in  support  of  this 
measure*  The  boo.  and  learned  Member 
for  Liskeard  said,  that  he  regarded  the 
Irish  Church  with  horror,  as  the  most 
revolting  profanation  of  all  that  was  most 
venerable  in  Christianity,  and  the  most 
odious  perversion  of  all  that  was  useful 
in  the  principle  of  a  church-establishment* 
He  went  on  to  argue  that  the  Church  4n 
Ireland  could  not  co»exist  with  free  insti* 
tutions.  He  was  followed  last  night  by 
another  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  in 
a  speech  of  not  less  ability  than  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard,  and  what 
was  his  description  of  the  Church  of  Ire* 
land  ?  He  applied  terms  to  it  which  had 
in  former  times  been  used  with  reference 
to  another  Church  in  the  height  of  pole- 
mical quarrels.  The  hon*  and  learned 
Gentleman  called  it  the  harlot  Church  of 
England  in  Ireland,  the  greatest  enormity 
in  any  country  in  £urope-*-this  harlot 
Church  of  England  as  now  existing  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  Roebuck  rose  to  order*  He  begged 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  not  to  misrepresent 
him*  The  words  he  msde  use  of  were, 
"  the  harlot  Church  of  Ireland  ;*'  he  aakl 
nothing  about  the  Church  of  England* 

Sir  y»  OroAam  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  might  endeavour,  with  great 
legal  precision,  to  make  a  distinction  be* 
tween  the  expressions,  but  in  the  eyes  of 
the  law  and  the  nation  there  was  no  iiU 
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ference.  The  Church  of  Ireland  did  not 
exist  separately  from  the  Charch  of  Eng- 
land. Did  any  hon.  Gentleman  deny  that 
the  proper  expression  to  be  nsed  was  the 
Church  of  England  as  established  in  Ire- 
land? The  main  pointy  however,  was, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  had  used  the  opprobrious  epithet, 
*'  the  harlot  Church  of  England,  as  estab- 
lished in  Ireland/'  and  had  declared  that 
Church  to  be  the  greatest  enormity  in 
Europe;  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, following  up  the  arguments  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Liskeard, 
went  on  to  give,  in  able  terms,  his  ratio* 
nale  of  the  further  proposition,  that  an 
abuse  so  great,  so  flagrant  as  the  Church 
Establishment  in  Ireland,  could  not  co- 
exist with  free  municipal  institutions.  His 
virords  were—''  This  Bill  will  produce  a 
spirit  of  self'dependence  that  will  prevent 
them  (the  municipal  burgesses)  from  suf- 
fering themselves  any  longer  to  be  guided 
Or  governed  by  any  body," — a  very  happy 
prospect !  "  so  as  to  make  them  support  or 
approve  of  any  abuse  whatever.''  He  was 
accused  of  being  a  bigot  for  contending 
that  the  two  questions  were  connected ; 
but  he  was  now  showing  the  House  that 
there  was  not  only  a  natural  but  an  irre- 
sistible connexion  which  could  not  be 
denied  even  by  Gentlemen  on  the  oppo- 
site benches.  His  noble  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lancashire,  had  shown,  that 
with  the  petitions  in  favour  of  this  Bill, 
the  question  of  tithes  had  been  generally, 
it  might  be  said  invariably,  united.  That 
was  not  the  result  of  accident,  but  of  pre- 
vious arrangement,  under  the  direction  of 
the  National  Association  of  Ireland.  He 
was  glad  to  see  the  hon.  Member  for  Tip- 
perary  in  his  place,  for  whenever  be  heard 
him  discuss  any  great  national  question  in 
which  he  felt  interested,  no  man  listened 
to  him  with  more  sincere  pleasure  than  he 
did.  He  would  now  read  to  the  House  the 
forcible  suggestions  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary  at  the  meeting  in 
the  Coburg-gardens :  he  told  his  auditors, 
that  ''strong  and  immediate  application 
must  be  made  to  the  Legislature  for  relief 
from  that  most  frightful  of  all  grievances ; 
that  7,000,000  was  the  talismanic  word  by 
which  to  disarm  the  rancorous  faction  of 
its  power."  That  was  rather  on  a  footing 
with  the  threat  of  the  Attornev-General 
for  Ireland  that  the  Union  would  be  dis- 
solved unless  the  Bill  were  passed.  It  was 
said  that  it  was  the  bigotSi  the  political 


hypocrites,  on  his  side  of  the  House,  who 
united  these  two  questions;  but  here  was 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tip-> 
perary  telling  the  people  of  Ireland  by  no 
means  to  petition  for  corporate  reform 
alone,  but  m  every  petition  to  unite  wilh 
that  subject  the  more  important  and  more 
pressing  question  of  tithe.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  further  said,  **  Trust  to 
me  who  have  long  observed  the  debates,  in 
which  I  have  acted  as  well  as  looked  on, 
when  I  say  that  success  is  certain,  that 
they  will,  they  mu6t,  they  shall  give  way." 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  cheered 
this  sentiment  of  his ;  and  it  had,  indeed, 
become  quite  evident,  from  die  tone 
which  the  subject  had  assumed,  that  the 
question  now  was,  whether  the  House  was 
to  yield  to  intimidation  by  force,  whatever 
its  real  opinions  on  the  subject  might  be. 
There  was  plenty  of  evidence  to  establish 
the  fact  of  this  connexion.  Besides  the 
evidence  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Members 
for  Bath,  for  Liskeard^  and  for  Tipperary, 
there  was  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny,  who  could  be  brought  for- 
ward as  additional  evidence  on  this  point. 
He  would  not  read  to  the  House  the  many 
extracts  he  had  by  him  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  speeches,  on  number- 
less occasions,  on  this  subject;  but  he 
would  recall  to  the  House  the  important 
declaration  which  that  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  made  :-*''  Let  me  get  the 
Whigs  to  a  certain  point,  and  I  will  un« 
dertake  to  carry  them  the  rest  of  the  way 
with  me."  That  was  not  all.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  connected  with  the 
Municipal  Corporations  question,  not  only 
the  Church  question,  but  many  other  and 
much  greater  ones.  He  had  declared, 
"  I  am  for  the  assertion  of  the  voluntary 
principle  in  Ireland,  the  separation  of  the 
Church  from  the  State,  the  vote  by  ballot, 
the  household  suffrage,  the  expulsion  of 
the  Bishops  from  the  House  of  Lords,  aod 
the  organic  reform  of  the  Lords  them* 
selves :  give  me  Municipal  Reform,  and 
I  will  undertake  to  carry  all  these  into 
the  bargain."  He  would  not  carry  tlus 
point  any  further ;  the  connexion  of  the 
two  subjects,  he  thought,  had  been  indis* 
putabiy  proved.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  at  War,had  pressed  another  point 
on  the  attention  of  the  House  in  reply  to 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire,  who  had  charged  the  Govern* 
roent  with  always  burrowing  onwards, 
although  they  were  satisfied  tiutt  this  met** 
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sure  could  produce  no  good  effect,  and 
aUhough  a  large  minority  in  that  House 
had  declaredy  while  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill  admitted,  that  it  was  ^  step  towards 
the  destruction  of  the  Establishea  Church. 
The  noble  Lords  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  satisfied  themselves  with 
the  notion,  that  because  they  had  no 
such  intention,  that  therefore  no  such 
result  would  take  place ;  and  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War,  by  way  of 
meeting  his  noble  Friend,  the  Member  for 
North  Lancashire,  had  charged  him  and 
his  Friends  with  taking  up  the  very  posi- 
tion which  those  occupied  who  opposed 
the  Reform  Bill  when  he  held  office.  But 
the  cases  were  by  no  means  analogous  or 
parallel;  and  to  prove  that  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  the  measure  then 
brought  forward  by  Earl  Grey  as  the  head 
of  the  Government  was  a  specific  and  final 
measure,  utterly  and  entirely  unconnected 
with  any  other.  When  Earl  Grey  pro- 
posed it  to  the  House  of  Lords,  he  said, 
"  There  is  nothing  in  this  measure  which 
is  not  founded  on  the  acknowledged  prin- 
ciples of  the  constitution ;  there  is  nothing 
that  is  not  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
ancient  practices  and  institutions  of  the 
country ;  there  is  nothing  that  may  not  be 
adopted  with  perfect  safety  to  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  all  the  orders  of  the 
State,  and  particularly  of  that  order  to 
which  your  Lordships  belong."  What  was 
the  declaration  which  Earl  Grey  made 
after  the  Bill  had  passed,  and  after  his 
Government  had  been  broken  up,  and 
within  a  few  days  of  his  retirement  from 
office  ?  On  the  6th  of  June,  1834,  Earl 
Grey  said,  ''  It  is  undoubtedly  true,  that 
while  every  Member  of  the  late  Adminis- 
tration felt  the  necessity  of  introducing  a 
measure  of  Parliamentary  reform,  we 
thought  it  right  that  it  should  bean  exten- 
sive measure,  in  order  that  we  might  after- 
wards take  our  stand  upon  it;  and  I  ap- 
peal to  your  Lordships  and  to  the  country 
whether  I  have  not  resisted  any  attempt 
to  push  the  principle  of  that  measure  fur- 
ther.'^  That  was  a  measure,  then,  specific, 
and  finite  in  itself;  and  although  in  car- 
rying out  that  measure  the  Government 
received  the  support  of  some  Gentlemen 
who  had  ulterior  views,  yet  the  existing 
state  of  parties  at  that  time  was  such  that 
the  old  Whig  party  bad  a  most  predomi- 
nant influence  in  the  House,  and  the  Ra- 
dical party  was  comparatively  small,  so 
that  there  was  a  party  sufficiently  strong 


in  itself  to  resist  any  attempt  to  push  ex- 
treme measures.  But  was  the  present  a 
specific  and  a  final  measure  ?  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  might 
say  that  it  was  intended  to  be  so,  but  was 
not  the  question  left  open  still  with  regard 
to  tithes  in  Ireland  ?  Were  there  not  other 
questions  still  left  in  a  vague  and  indefinite 
state?  Had  his  Majesty's  Government 
given  any  decided  answer  yet  as  to  the 
course  they  meant  to  pursue  with  regard 
to  the  appropriation  clause?  What  power 
had  the  Government  to  give  effect  to  their 
own  decisions  on  this  point  ?  Had  not  a 
great  change  taken  place  in  the  relative 
strength  of  parties  ?  What  were  the  rela- 
tive proportions  at  present  of  the  Radical 
and  old  Whig  party  ?  Had  there  been  no 
compact  in  this  matter?  Not  only  a 
compact— but  a  compact  union  was  no- 
toriously effected  at  Lichfield-house,  and 
what  was  it  ?  As  he  understood  the  nature 
of  that  union,  it  might  be  shortly  and 
simply  stated — it  was  this,  to  give  Down- 
ing-street  and  office  to  the  Whig  party, 
and  surrender  the  Irish  Church  to  the 
Irish  Association.  He  said  more.  He  was 
decidedly  of  opinion,  after  surveying  the 
relative  strength  of  parties  in  that  House, 
that  if  the  Gentlemen  among  whom  he 
sat  were  to  secede  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  cease,  for  a  short  while,  to 
attend  to  the  duties  here,  he  did  believe 
not  a  month  would  elapse  before  vote  by 
ballot,  household  suffrage,  the  expulsion  of 
the  Bishops  from  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  the  voluntary  principle  in  Ireland, 
would  be  established  by  the  most  trium* 
phant  majorities  of  at  least  two  to  one. 
So  much  with  respect  to  the  strength  of 
parties  at  the  present  moment  as  con- 
trasted with  their  relative  strength  during 
the  progress  of  the  Reform  Bill.  He 
should  now  shortly  address  the  House 
upon  one  or  two  other  points.  And  first 
of  all,  he  begged  to  state  that  the  repre- 
sentation of  this  motion  for  the  abolition 
of  corporations  as  an  Orange  device,  was 
utterly  unfounded.  It  was  no  new  opi- 
nion— it  was  no  new  project.  It  was  first 
mooted,  he  believed,  so  far  back  as  1829; 
it  was  decidedly  advocated  in  the  letter  of 
Lord  Cloncurry,  which  he  had  read  at 
that  time ;  and  if  he  were  not  greatly  mis* 
taken,  in  a  petition  which  came  from  the 
Catholic  Association  in  1826,  this  precise 
object,  this  disfranchisement,  meaning 
thereby  the  abolition  of  those  corporations, 
was  distinctly  prayed.    It  was  therefore 
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DO  new  proposition.  He  should  not  go 
into  all  the  details  of  the  measure  itself^ 
but  there  was  one  point  on  which  he  must 
be  allowed  to  touch-*he  alluded  to  the 
alteration  which  had  been  made  in  the 
Bill  with  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
shtriffs.  That  point  had  not  been  very 
distinctly  explained  by  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters. He  wished  to  call  to  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  what  had  taken  place 
on  this  subject.  When  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced last  year,  it  was  provided  that  as  in 
England  so  in  Ireland,  the  sheriffs  in  the 
counties  of  cities  should  be  subject  to 
popular  election.  Those  on  the  opposition 
argued  that  this  was  an  undue  inter- 
ference, in  the  shape  of  popular  control, 
with  the  administration  of  justice.  His 
Majesty's  Ministers  yielded  to  that  argu- 
ment, and  withdrew  from  popular  control, 
the  sheriffs  of  counties  of  cities^  and  the 
other  justices.  But  an  alteration  was  made 
this  year.  The  Bill  gave  to  the  popular 
body  the  right  of  returning  three  names  to 
which  the  Lord- Lieutenant  might  abso- 
lutely object,  without  assigning  the  slightest 
reason*  It  then  empowered  the  municipal 
bodies  to  name  the  other  three,  and  gave 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  the  power  of  setting 
them  aside  also.  Now  he  begged  the 
House  to  observe  what  had  already  taken 
place  on  the  subject  of  setting  aside  jurors. 
If  public  opinion  had  rendered  it  necessary 
to  place  some  restraint  on  the  unlimited 
power,  as  it  had  hitherto  been  exercised 
by  the  Crown  prosecutors^-and  the  rule 
had  been  to-night  satisfactorily  enough 
explained  by  the  hon.  Attorney-General 
for  Ireland,  although  his  explanation  was 
somewhat  inconsistent  with  that  furnished 
on  a  former  evening  by  the  noble  Lord*»if 
the  weight  of  public  opinion  against  the 
setting  aside  of  jurors  had  rendered  the 
practice  so  unpopular,  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant  setting  aside 
six  gentlemen  thus  nominated  by  their 
fellow-townsmen  to  fill  the  high  situation 
of  sheriffs  without  assigning  anv  reason 
whatever  ?  There  might  be  sufficient  rea- 
sons against  all  of  these,  and  yet  in  the 
present  state  of  public  opinion  in  that 
country  it  was  hardly  possible  for  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  to  exercise  that  most  sound 
and  proper  discretion.  Either  this  varia* 
tion  from  the  principle  adopted  last  year  was 
a  real  concession,  or  it  was  a  colourable  one. 
Was  it,  then,  real  concession,  restoring  to 
popular  control  an  officer  who  had  to 
appoint  the  juries  in  Ireland  ?    If  I0|  he 


held  in  his  hand  tlie  solemn  adjudication  of 
the  House  against  it  in  a  recent  inatanoe 
last  year.  The  House  of  Lords  in  Ibia 
very  bill  inserted  a  clause  which  gave  the 
present  clerks  of  the  peace  and  clerks  of 
the  Crown  in  Ireland,  a  life  tenure  in 
their  offices.  The  House  of  Commons 
objected  to  that  clause,  and  assigned  a 
reason  for  their  objection.  He  would  read 
to  the  House  the  reason  which  had  been 
unanimously  adopted,  and  which  he  be« 
lieved  there  was  no  ground  to  forego. 
The  Commons  objected  to  the  Lords'  plan 
and  the  reason  given  was  "  because  such 
officers  as  are  connected  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  Ireland  should 
be  removed  from  local  influence,  and 
placed  directly  under  the  authoriu  of  the 
Crown."  Here  was  die  recorded  unani- 
mous opinion  of  the  House  of  Commona. 
Again,  therefore,  he  asked,  was  this  a  real 
concession,  restoring  the  sheriff  to  popular 
control  in  defiance  of  the  opinion  of  Par- 
liament, or  was  it  merely  a  colourable 
one  ?  Was  it  an  act  of  tame  aubmissioQ 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny? It  was  an  attempt  to  decetvo 
the  public  or  an  attempt  to  deceive  one 
who  would  not  be  deceived,  to  satisfy  one 
who  would  not  be  satisfied.  He  should 
have  gone  further  into  the  details  of  the 
question  if  the  evening  had  not  been  ao 
far  advanced  as  to  preclude  the  possibilitj 
of  doing  so  with  propriety.  He  could 
have  shown  how  tolls— one  of  the  moat 
fertile  subjects  of  grievance  in  Ireland—- 
was  kept  up  in  all  the  obnoxious  integrity 
by  it ;  and  then  he  could  have  compared 
with  it  the  plan  of  his  noble  Friend, 
which  went  to  abolish  them  alL  The 
commissioners  even  of  the  Government 
itself,  who  reported  on  the  corporatioaa, 
with  Mr.  Sergeant  Perrin  at  their  head, 
had  pointed  out  the  propriety  of  aboliak* 
ing  tolls  in  the  strongest  manner.  They 
said,  that  ''  The  tolls  were  excessive  and 
unreasonable  in  their  amount  and  esac* 
tion;  and  that  the  schedules  laid  them 
on  the  smallest  articles  coming  into  towns; 
all  of  which  was  a  great  haidahip  on  the 
people,  and  especially  bore  with  severity 
on  the  poorest."  Then  were  tolls  set  domm 
by  the  Corporation  Commissioners  them- 
selves as  one  of  the  worst  grievances  of 
corporate  cities ;  and  yet  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  which  affected  to 
remedy  all  grievances  in  corporataona 
altogether,  omitted  to  notice  that  crying 
one*    The  Commissioneii  then  want  oo 
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to  lay  in  4he  same  report,  ''  That  these 
tolls  were  often  uojusily  and  illegally 
enforced,  and  were  as  often  resisted  by 
violence  and  tumult."  Thus  the  law  was 
transgressed  on  both  sides.  On  the  one 
by  an  illegal  assertion  of  rights  which  did 
not  exist,  and  on  the  other  by  an  illegal 
resistance  to  wrong;  through  which  means 
commotions  and  bloodshed  ensued,  un- 
happily not  of  unfrequent  occurrence  in 
Ireland.  The  noble,  Lord  the  Home 
Secretary,  admitted  that  there  was  a  great 
analogy  between  the  Bill  before  the  House 
and  the  Bill  on  the  Poor-laws — that  was 
between  the  subject  of  both.  Now  what 
did  Mr*  NichoUs  say  in  his  report  on  the 
state  of  the  poor  in  Ireland?  He  said 
in  substance  that  he  did  not  believe  there 
were  the  means  of  constituting  boards  of 
guardians  in  that  conntrv,  and  the  noble 
Lord,  in  corroboration  of  the  correctness 
of  that  belief,  gave  the  central  board  the 
power  of  suspending  such  of  the  boards 
of  guardians  as  they  thought  6t.  Mr. 
Nic^oUs  went  still  further,  for  he  stated 
that  he  believed  the  mode  of  electing  a 
board  of  guardians  for  the  poor  by  the 
popular  voice  would  be  at  present  dan- 
gerous in  Ireland ;  yet  the  noble  Lord 
proposed  in  the  measure  under  dia-' 
cussion  to  confer  all  the  power  upon 
the  popular  body.  How  did  he  recon- 
cile the  discrepancy?  The  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, in  movmg  the  other  night  for  leave 
to  bring  in  the  Poor-law  Bill  for  Ireland, 
gave  no  very  flattering  picture  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  that  country ;  he  described 
the  want  of  education-— the  lawless  habits 
•—the  marauding  mendicancy  that  pre- 
vailed there ;  he  described  it  as  a  country 
overrun  by  marauders  and  mendicants. 
He  went  on  to  tell  of  ejected  tenants  re- 
turning with  multitudes,  and  even  with 
arms,  to  recover  possession  of  their  hold- 
ings; and  it  was  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  how  the  noble  Lord  illustrated  that 
by  an  example.  He  told  a  story  of  an 
ejected  tenant,  the  morning  after  his  ejec- 
tion, again  appearing  on  the  land  to  resist 
the  entry  of  the  new  fanner,  and  being 
armed,  actually  fired  a  shot  at  the  tenant; 
fortanately  it  did  not  take  effect,  but  with 
the  other  barrel  he  fired  at  the  tenant's 
servant,  and  killed  him^  while  multitudes 
were  present  aiding  and  abetting  him. 
Such  was  the  description  given  of  the  pr^ 
aent  condition  of  Ireland  by  the  noble 
Lordi  the  Sccrolary  for  the  Home  Departs 


ment;  but  he  would  read  to  the  House 
something  still  more  curious,  and  which 
well  merited  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.    The  House  was  perhaps 
aware   that    Downing-street   had   lately 
brought  forth  a  pamphlet.    The  Foreign* 
office  had  been  in  labour,  and  was  safely 
delivered,  and  he  held  the  bantling  in  his 
hand.    It  was  christened — they  might 
guess  who  were  the  sponsors  on  the  occa« 
sion— <'The  policy  of  England  towards 
Spain.*'    Now  in  this  pamphlet  it  was  at- 
tempted, if  not  to  defend,  at  least  to  gloss 
over,  those  atrocities  which  disgraced  and 
disBgured  the  civil  war  in  Spain.    The 
murder  of  the  mother  of  Cabrera,  for  in- 
stance, the  assassination  of  Quesada,  and 
many  other  such  dreadful  atrocities,  were 
disposed  of  in  that  spirit.     But  perhaps 
the  House  would  like  to  hear  the  juvenile 
Whig  speak  for  himself.    Not  only  were 
the  offences  to  which  he  had  referred 
treated  in  the  way  he  had  stated,  but  ac- 
tually^-which  perhaps  they  would  hardly 
believe— a  comparison  was  instituted  be- 
tween the  present  state  of  Spain,  in  which 
country  civil  war  was  raging,  and  the  state 
of  Ireland—- very  little  to  the  advantage, 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  of  the  sister  kingdom. 
The  passage  ran  thus:  "Let  us  look  at 
home — let  us  examine  what  happens  here, 
under  our  own  eyes^  with  every  circum- 
stance most  favourable  to  the  prevention 
and  punishment  of  crime,  and  we  may 
then  form  an  estimate  of  the  difficulties 
against  which  a  Government  of  Spaioi  in 
its  present  state,  has  to  struggle.    Some 
of  the  provinces  of  Spain  are  larger  than 
Ireland ;  but  it  may  be  doubted  if  In  the 
course  of  a  twelvemonth  the  balance  of 
crime  would  not  be   against  the  sister 
island,  and  in  favour  of  any  province  of 
Spain  that  might  be  selected.    Yet,  with 
all  the  authority  of  the  law— with  all  the 
force  of  opinion — and  with  the  long  array 
of  iudges,  magistrates,  infantry,  cavalry, 
and  police,  all  well  disciplined,  all  having 
a  common  object,  how  hard  is  it  for  the 
Government  to  exercise  its  functions,  when 
the  people,  unfortunately,  do  notrecog^ 
nise  their  own  interest  in  the  snppression 
of  vice  and  crime  T   Wai  he  then  wrong  ? 
Had  he  overstated  the  case  ?    Was  there 
not  a  comparison  drawn  between  Spain, 
where  civil  war  was  now  raging,  ana  the 
existing  state  of  Ireland,  and  was  not  the 
assertion  broad  and  distinct  that  crime  was 
more  rampant  in  Ireland  because   the 
people  in  that  country  took  no  iatereet  in 
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\\\%  iiln  r  '  '^mHimiItTt  Lord  Urey,  in 
i\  J^^MfTTamaraent,  when  the  conduct 
e  political  union  of  Newcastle,  his 
ative  county,  was  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House  of  Lords,  took 
the  opportunity  of  saying  that  there  was 
no  circumstance  connected  with  the  his- 
tory of  the  Reform  Bill  which  gave  him  so 
much  pain  as  the  existence  of  those 
unions,  and  that  nothing  had  tended  so 
much  to  impede  the  progress  of  the 
measure;  he  also  denounced  them  in 
strong  terms  as  dangerous  to  the  cause  of 
the  constitutional  Government  of  the 
country.  But  did  Lord  Grey's  Govern- 
ment stop  them?  It  was  said  that  no 
»tep  bad  been  taken  to  lappress  them. 


people?  Were  they  applicable  to  the 
present  unhappy  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land ?  He  conceived  that  nothing  coatd 
be  more  certain  as  a  general  proposi* 
lion,  than  that  it  was  not  proper  in 
the  abstract  to  refuse  demands,  which,  in 
themselves,  were  right,  because  they  might 
have  a  deep  conviction  that,  if  granted, 
they  might  lead  to  ulterior  demands  which 
it  would  be  improper  to  grant,  and  neces- 
sary to  refuse.  That  was  good  reasoning 
in  the  abstract;  but  as  he  had  before 
maintained,  so  he  maintained  now,  it  was 
the  high  office  of  political  wisdom  to  look 
to  the  consequences  of  what  they  were 
about  to  do.  He  did  not  pretend  to  cite 
the  precise  words,  but  the  principle  he 
alluded  to  was  somewhere  enunciated  by 
Mr.  Burke^  io  bis  most  fdicitous  manner. 
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He  said,  of  all  abstract  rights,  none  is  so 
clear  as  the  right  of  self-defence.  A 
sword  is  a  weapon  of  self-defeoce.  A 
xnaa  asks  me  for  my  sword;  if  I  know 
that  sword  is  to  be  drawn  to  cat  my  throat, 
I  am  a  fool  or  a  coward  if  I  surrender  it. 
So  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  said,  in  the  abstract 
municipal  institutions  were  good,  but  if 
he  know — if  he  were  told  beforehand  that 
these  municipal  institutions  were  to  be 
employed  for  a  purpose  which  he  con- 
sidered fatal,  to  use  the  words  of  Mr. 
Burke,  he  should  be  a  fool  or  a  coward, 
if  he  gave  those  weapons  to  be  employed 
for  so  deadly  a  purpose.  It  was  come  to 
this.  He  saw  clearly  and  distinctly  that 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  was  in 
the  utmost  danger.  To  those  who  con- 
sidered **  that  harlot  church,''  as  it  had 
been  designated,  a  nuisance  that  must  be 
abated,  the  cry  of  the  church  in  danger 
would  be  a  sound  of  cheering  joy ;  but  to 
those  who  regarded  it  as  a  great  national 
good,  which  it  was  their  sacred  duty  to 
maintain,  the  present  aspect  of  affairs 
conld  not  but  occasion  the  gravest  appre- 
hension. And  could  he  doubt  that 
church  was  in  danger  when  he  had  lived 
to  hear  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and  that 
Minister  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  talk  of 
the  rottenness  of  that  church  ?  Wherein 
consisted  its  rottenness  ?  Not  in  its  foun- 
dation— it  rested  on,  the  rock  of  ages. 
Not  in  its  bulwarks^the  hearts  of  a  mil- 
lion of  brave  men,  who  regarded  it  as 
their  first  duty  to  defend,  and  would 
rather  die  than  betray  it.  But  still  he 
admitted  there  was  rottenness  in  that 
church,  and  that  rottenness,  in  his  opinion, 
mainly  consisted  in  the  hollow,  wavering, 
if  not  msincere,  support,  given  to  it  by  the 
ministers  of  the  King — of  that  King  who 
was  sworn  to  defend  and  maintain  the 
united  church  of  England  and  Ireland  in 
all  its  rights,  privileges,  and  immunities. 
They  had  been  prepared  for 


'<  The  rent  the  envious  Caeca  made," 


but" 

'*  This  was  the  most  unkindeet  cut  of  all." 

He  certainly  must  say,  not  in  bitterness  of 
spirit,  but  from  the  bottom  of  his  heart, 
be  wished  "  an  enemy  had  said  this!" 
Ministers  had  declared  against  that 
church,  and  when  Ministers  had  so  de- 
clared, was  it  to  be  wondered  that  it  had 
assumed  a  most  formidable  aspect  ?  What 
the  supporters  of  this  measure  ask  for, 
concluded  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  is  jus- 


tice to  Ireland.  We  contend  for  justice 
to  Ireland— justice  to  the  judges  of  the 
land,  whose  sentences  are  reversed,  whose 
feelings  are  outraged,  whose  opinions  are 
rejected,  whose  judgments  are  reversed  by 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  the  King — ^justice 
to  the  magistracy  of  Ireland,  whose  au- 
thority is  impaired,  as  is  proved  by  the 
fact,  hardly  denied,  that  turbulent  viola- 
tors of  the  law  are  placed  in  the  commis- 
sion of  the  peace,  side  by  side  with  its 
accredited  guardians  and  defenders — jus* 
tice  to  the  Protestant  clergymen  of  Ire- 
land, whose  rights  are  overborne  by  open 
violence,  whose  property  is  despoiled  with 
impunity,  whose  lives  are  taken  in  open 
day,  and  from  whom  the  protection  of  the 
King's  Government  seems  almost  en- 
tirely withdrawn  in  face  of  the  tyrannou- 
hatred  of  the  Irish  people — ^justice  to 
the  freeholders  of  Ireland,  who 
are  overawed  in  their  exercise  of  the 
elective  franchise,  by  the  constant  inter- 
ference of  those  priests  who  impress  them 
with  the  belief  that  they  hold  in  their 
hands  the  keys  of  heaven  and  hell ;  and 
who  bring  to  bear  upon  their  fears  the 
terrors  of  the  other  world,  and  the  pres- 
sing struggles  of  this  —  justice  to  the 
entire  people  of  Ireland,  by  vindicating 
the  majesty  and  supremacy  of  the  law, 
with  a  hand  of  firmness,  so  that  in  pro- 
gress of  time,  life  may  become  more  se- 
cure, and  the  rights  of  property  more 
respected  in  that  unhappy  country. 
These,  Sir,  are  our  plans  of  justice.  And 
when  you  shall  have  satisfied  them,  then, 
but  not  till  then,  we  shall  be  prepared  to 
consider  the  extension  of  popular  privi- 
leges to  that  country,  and  to  encounter 
even  the  danger  of  your  "  normal  schools 
of  peaceful  agitation/' 

Mr.  Shell:  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
commenced  his  speech  by  saying,  he  be- 
lieved he  was  regarded  by  this  side  of  the 
House  as  a  sectarian  and  a  bigot ;  whe- 
ther his  speech  was  calculated  to  remove 
any  such  injurious  impression,  I  will 
leave  those  who  heard  it  to  determine.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  use  of  language,  in 
speaking  of  the  Roman  athoHcs,  such 
as  no  Roman  Catholicsin  this  House  have 
ever  applied  to  the  Protestant  Church. 
No  Roman  Catholic  in  this  House  has 
spoken  of  the  Church  of  England,  or  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  in  language  so 
derogatory  as  that  which  they  have  heard 
applied  to  them  by  a  Member  of  that  com- 
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munion — as  that  which  they  haye  heard 
not  with  disgusty  no  such  thing,  but  with 
a  feeling  of  commiseration-"- with  a  feel- 
ing of  commiseration  and  surprise  that  a 
person  who  once  sat  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  who  was  so  strennous  and  un- 
compromising an  advocate  for  reform,  thai 
he  defied  all  its  consequences  in  Ireland, 
should  on  this  occasion  be  so  far  led 
away  as  to  utter  the  expressions  which 
have  been  heard  from  him.  Why  did  he 
speak  of  Spain  ?  Why  did  he  refer  to 
the  atrocities  which  have  been  committed 
to  that  country?  Why  was  Cabrera's, 
why  was  Quesada's,  name  introduced? 
I  will  not  call  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
a  bigot,  but  he  will  pardon  me  if  1  call 
him  a  convert.  On  this  occasion  he  has 
exhibited  all  that  zeal  and  enthusiasm  for 
which  conversion— conversion  be  it—- is 
proverbial.  In  the  course  of  his  speech, 
which  was  certainly  an  extremely  discur- 
sive one,  he  did  me  the  honour  to  refer  to 
a  speech  of  mine,  and  I  must  confess  he 
spoke  of  me  in  terms  which  were  most  com 
plimentary.  I,  in  return,  must  say,  I  hear 
liim  always  with  the  most  unqualified 
pleasure;  he  is  in  heart  most  generous 
and  humane,  and  his  tongue  carries  con- 
viction to  the  mind.  I  remember  an  in- 
stance of  this  in  a  speech  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  Cockermouth— 4i 
speech  in  which  there  was  some  reference 
to  a  recreant  Whig.— [Sir  J.  Oraham  : 
That  was  a  long  time  ago.]  Well,  no 
matter:  I  don't  know  how  long  it  was 
ago.  Sir,  in  my  opinion,  this  measure 
before  the  House  must  be  granted.  In 
saving  this,  I  assert  no  more  than  was 
said,  I  believe  the  night  before  last,  by 
the  noble  Lord  who  sits  behind  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  The  noble  Lord  said, 
Municipal  Corporation  Reform  should  not 
be  granted  to  Ireland.  I  say  it  shall  be 
granted.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  has  also 
referred  to  a  meeting  which  was  held  at 
a  place  which  he  calls  the  Lichfield  House 
of  Commons.  He  described  the  result  of 
that  meeting  as  a  compact  between  two 
parties.  I  have  already,  stated  the  ex- 
pression I  used  with  respect  to  that  meet- 
ing— I  said  that  there  was  then  formed 
**  a  compact  alliance."  But  if  you  are 
to  hear  of  the  Lichfield  House  of  Com- 
mons, do  you  remember  that  in  1831 
there  was  a  meeting  at  Brookes*s  Club  7 
Does  the  noble  Lord,  or  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  remember  that  then  there  was  an 
assemblage  of  Irish  Members,  who  had 


differed  from  the  Qovemment,  and  who 
were  called  upon  by  that  Whig  Qovtrn- 
ment  to  forego  their  differences^  and  enter 
into  ''a  compact  alliance"  with  them? 
The  noble  Lord  and  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet were  Members  of  that  Whig  Qo« 
vernment.   The  right  hon.  Baronet  shakes 
his  head,  but  there  is  nothing  io'^t.    All 
must  recollect  the  course  taken  by  the 
noble  Lord  on  that  occasion.    The  noble 
Lord  in  a  paroxysm,  I  will  not  say  of  after- 
dinner  oratory,  delivered  one  of  the  most 
powerful  speeches    I    have    ever    heard 
against  the  very  persons  with  whom  he  la 
now  operating.     I  have  not  adverted  to 
this  subject  from  any  malevolent  purpose. 
But  have  I  not  a  right  to  advert  to  it? 
Is  Lichfield  house  meeting  to  be  made 
the  subject  of  discussion  in  this  House, 
and  out  of  this  House — and  is  a  meeting 
at  which  the  noble  Lord  took  so  conspi- 
cuous a  part,  not  to  be  made  the  subject 
matter  of  debate  ?    Is  the  one  to  be  fair 
game,  and  the  other  to  be  prohibited  ? 
If  you  are  disposed  to  do  justice  to  Iie« 
land,  do  justice  at  least  to  the  person  who 
is  now  speaking  to  you,  and  who  will 
break  through  no  rule  of  decomm  in  his 
address  to  you.    The  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  the  course  of  his  address  to  you,  pro* 
ceeded  to  comment  on  the  General  Asso- 
ciation.   Now  I  think  that  he  ought  to 
feel  that  this  was  dangerous  ground  for 
him  to  tread  upon— if  not  for  nimselfi  at 
least  for  his  existing  associates.   You  talk 
of  that  Association.    How  long  ago,   I 
ask,  is  it  since  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  when  called  upon 
to  form  an  association,  selected  aa  the 
objects  of  his  special  favour,  the  mem- 
bers of  an  association  which  has  since 
been  denounced  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ?     The  hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  the 
treasurer  of  the  Orange  Society,  was  pro- 
moted, the   treasurer   of  a  society  that 
tampered  with  the  army.    Have  we  not 
evidence    of    that?      Has  not  the  evi- 
dence been  produced  in  this  House  that 
the  Orange  Society  was  in  communication 
with  the  army  ?     Was  there  not  the  de- 
claration of  the  Duke  of  Cumberland, 
that  he  was  unacquainted  with  the  fact  ? 
Is  there  an  Orangeman  in  this  House-* 
is  there  a  Gentleman  in  this  House — ^who 
can  deny  that  the  proofs  were  afforded  to 
us,  that  warrants  were  issued  to  the  army  ? 
Will  that  be  denied  ? 

Cok)nel  Perceval:  Yes,  I  deny  it*     I 
wish  to  state  distinctly,  that  I  did  not  say 
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that  wanantf  wera  not  issnad ;  but  I  did 
and  do  say,  that  the  army  was  not  tampered 
with. 

Mr.  Shiili  We  do  not  materially  differ. 
In  fact,  what  I  insist  on  is  this,  that  war- 
rants were  issued  to  the  army.  We  have 
that  in  the  printed  reports ;  we  have  it, 
too,  stated  there  that  Mr.  Boyton  moved 
that  warrants  should  be  sent  to  a  par« 
tioular  regiment.  We  have  abundant 
evidence  of  the  fact,  and  in  consequence 
of  that  evidence  Lord  Hill  issued  an  order 
to  the  armyif  I  entreat  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  opposite  (Colonel  Per- 
ceval) to  believe  that,  if  I  refer  to  him,  it 
is  in  no  spirit  of  unkindness.  I  fairly 
and  frankly  tell  him  that  I  do  so,  because 
Mr.  Pigolt  being  a  Member  of  the  Asso* 
ciation  has  been  so  much  dwelt  upon  by 
hon.  Members  on  the  other  side.  I  point 
then,  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who 
was  promoted  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth.  I  shall  only 
advert  to  another — Lord  Roden,  who  was 
also  raised  to  a  yery  high  office ;  he  is,  I 
admit,  an  individual  of  the  highest  res* 
pect,  but  a  Member  of  the  Orange  Asso- 
ciation. Surely,  then,  when  the  Tories 
make  charges  against  the  present  Govern- 
ment for  promoting  Members  of  one  As- 
sociation, they  ought  to  recollect  that 
they  dwell  in  so  fragile  a  tenement  that 
they  cannot  with  impunity  incur  the 
danger  of  a  tile  being  flung  upon  the  roof 
of  their  place  of  refuge.  So  much  with 
respect  to  one  Association ;  but  then  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  adverted  to  other 
Associations-— to  the  Birmingham  Union 
for  instance.  What,  I  ask  you,  is  the 
reason,  if  you  now  condemn  these  Asso« 
oiations,  when  Lord  Brougham  addressed 
the  Birmingham  Union,  at  the  time  they 
passed  a  resolution  to  pay  no  taxes— -what 
is  the  reason  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
and  the  noble  Lord  did  not  resign — why 
did  he  not  then  refuse  to  hold  office  with 
his  then  colleagues  ?  Let  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  beware — we  have  not  forgotten 
his  public  life,  though  he  may  have  done 
so.  He  and  the  noble  Lord  who  sits 
baiide  him  have  taken  as  strong  a  coarse 
in  the  excitement  of  the  public  passions 
as  any  one  of  the  agitators  who  are  now 
the  objects  of  their  denunciation.  I  shall 
not  go  into  the  details  connected  with 
Ireland.  There  is  only  one  point  to  which 
I  mean  to  advert— the  Government  of 
Ireland — as  materially  affecting  this  ques- 
tion.   The  appointment  of  Mr.  Cassidy 
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as  a  magistrate  is  a  matter  of  so  little 
consequence,  that  it  ought  not  to  be  mixed 
up  with  subjects  of  national  importance. 
I  will  tell  vou  what  is  my  view  of  the 
matter,  as  connected  with  the  conduct 
of  the  Irish  Government,  and  which  I 
regard  as  of  great  importance.  The  Irish 
Government  is  acting  on  a  peculiar  policy, 
and  the  question  is,  will  the  Legislature 
adopt  a  similar  policy?  Has  the  Irish 
Government  succeeded?  Has  it  produced 
peace  in  Ireland?  I  can  produce  you 
strong  authority  on  the  subject.  I  have 
not  the  means  of  referring  to  official  de* 
tails ;  but  I  refer  you  to  Mr.  Howley,  a 
gentleman  who  unites  in  approbation  of 
his  conduct  the  applauses  of  the  Radical, 
the  Agitator,  and  the  Orangeman,  and 
who  has  received  an  unanimous  vote  of 
thanks  from  the  magistracy  who  witnessed 
his  conduct  as  an  assistant  barrister.  I 
find  in  his  charges  repeated  statements 
made  of  the  tranquillity  produced  In  the 
county  Tipperary ;  and  by  a  return  from 
the  clerk  of  the  Crown  for  the  same  county 
I  find  that  where  1 1 1  were  formerly  tried 
at  the  Nenagh  sessions  for  riot,  in  the  last 
session  there  were  only  two.  Then  I  ask 
you,  has  not  the  policy  of  Lord  Mulgrave 
succeeded?  What  has  he  done?  He 
has  laid  to  rest  that  question  which  you 
regard  as  the  truly  dangerous  one.  Who 
has  heard  in  our  public  assemblies  in 
Ireland  the  repeal  of  the  Union  made  a 
subject  of  discussion;  or  if  introduced, 
but  incidentally  glanced  at— -a  question 
which,  if  not  clead  is  dormant?  I  have 
not  uttered  one  syllable  on  the  subject ; 
but  this  I  say,  that  if  justice  is  denied  to 
us  here,  we  have  a  right  to  ask  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Union  ;  and  I  with  to  show 
you  that  this  sentiment  was  uttered  by 
the  noble  Lord  (Stanley)  on  the  opposite 
skle  of  the  House.  What  is  justice  to 
Ireland?  Let  us  examine  the  question 
calmly,  as  such  a  subject  ought  to  be 
examined.  What  is' justice  to  Ireland? 
And  will  it  not  help  us  in  determining 
that  question  to  ask  what  is  justice  to 
England  ?  The  Test  and  Corporation  Acts 
were  at  one  time  regarded  as  defences  to 
the  Church— -through  them  the  corpora- 
tions were  regarded  as  the  bulwarks  of  the 
Church;  and  Mr.  Canning  felt  this  so 
strongly  that  in  1827  he  refused  to  repeal 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
refused  also  to  repeal  them  until  he  was 
I  forced  to  do  so :  he  had  not  experienced 
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then  the  process  of  soft  compulsion  which 
he  has  since  been  undergoing,  and  which 
I  have  no  doubt  he  will  yet  be  compelled 
to  submit  to.  The  Test  and  Corporation 
Acts  were  then  repealed ;  but  by  means 
of  the  machinery  of  self-election  in  the 
corporations  the  people  had  not  the  benefit 
of  them.  What  was  then  done?  The 
House  of  Commons  came  to  a  resolution 
that  the  corporations  in  England  should 
be  placed  under  popular  control ;  and  the 
Lords  did  not  think  fit  to  reject  such  a 
proposition.  Do  not  the  corporations,  then, 
which  are  now  made  to  apply  to  the  Irish 
Church,  apply  in  a  still  greater  degree 
to  England  ?  In  Liverpool  the  effect  of 
the  Corporation  Bill  had  been  to  transfer 
power  trom  one  party  to  another.  In 
Liverpool  the  Tories  have  been  completelv 
prostrated  ;  and  the  people  of  Liverpool,. 
struck  with  admiration  of  the  system  of 
education  given  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
to  Ireland,  and  this,  too,  notwithstanding 
the  violent  remonstrances  of  the  noble  Lord 
himself  against  such  a  course,  have  adopted 
it  in)  Liverpool.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  noble  Lord  has  not  also  changed  his 
opmion  about  his  own  system  of  educa- 
tion. You  then  find  the  transference  of 
power  from  one  party  to  another.  I  should 
be  glad  to  know  if,  on  that  account,  Liver- 
pool is  to  be  deprived  of  its  corporate 
rights  ?  Corporations  were  considered  the 
defence  of  the  Established  Church  in  Eng- 
land, and  yet  to  England  corporate  reform 
has  been  conceded.  What,  then,  was  the 
course  pursued  with  respect  to  emancipa- 
tion ?  I  have  now  to  refer  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth ; 
and  I  beg  of  him  to  understand  that  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  anything  which  can  be  in 
the  remotest  degree  offensive  to  him.  I 
submit  to  him — I  beg  to  remonstrate  with 
him  in  language  respectful  as  it  is  earnest 
— whether  he  is  no^  bound  to  fulfil  the 
compact  with  us  that  he  entered  into  upon 
that  occasion  ?  Did  he  wish  to  exclude 
Roman  Catholics  from  corporations  when 
the  Emancipation  Bill  passed?  In  his 
address  to  this  House  he  admitted  the 
pressure '  which  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  0*ConneIl)  had  subjected  him 
to.  He  declared  that  Roman  Catholics 
were  to  be  admitted  into  the  corporations 
-*-to  every  office  in  those  corporations. 
Does  it  stop  there  ?  The  Emancipation 
Bill  contains  two  clauses  respecting  Roman 
Catholics  being  admitted  into  corporations, 
and  providing  that  they  should  be  admitted 


into  every  office.  Were  you  sincere  in 
that  declaration?  No  doubt  you  were; 
— the  promise  you  made  was  to  the  heart ; 
— ^you  did  it  unwillingly,  but  you  did  it 
honestly.  Can  you  approve  of  the  course 
which  the  Irish  Orangemen  have  pursued  ? 
From  that  day  to  this — mark  it !  English- 
men ! — from  that  day  to  this,  despite  of 
that  Act  of  Parliament-Respite  of  the 
declaration  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet— -<oot 
a  single  Catholic — I  repeat  it— not  one 
has  been  admitted  into  the  corporation  at- 
tached to  the  metropolis  of  our  country. 
Do  you  approve  of  that  ?  You  do  not. 
Will  you  then  now,  as  the  opportunity  Is 
afforded  to  you,  carry  emancipation  into 
effect  ?  Will  you  do  it  ?  Do  you  repent 
of  having  sanctioned  part  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament?  Was  that  the  compact? 
Was  it  to  be  a  dead  letter?  Will  vou 
permit  the  law  to  be  still  evaded  by  the 
Orangemen  of  Dublin  ?  You  tell  me  that 
you  fear  for  the  Established  Church.  Why, 
you  had  that  fear  before  you  when  you 
passed  the  Emancipation  Bill.  You  had 
all  the  arguments,  all  the  danger,  all  the 
evils,  and  you  saw  those  evils  as  clearly 
as  those  who  remonstrated  with  you.  You 
tell  me  you  have  fears  for  the  Church.  I 
shall  not  use  any  warm  language  with 
respect  to  that  Church.  If  that  Church 
be,  as  it  is  said,  built  upon  a  rock,  it  is  a 
very  hard  one.  We  are  told,  too,  that 
there  are  millions  of  men  ready  to  die  for 
it.  If  it  will  afford  martyrs,  many  of  them 
are  as  ready  to  insult  and  nut  to  death 
others,  as  well  as  suffer  sucn  themselves. 
I  will  not  suggest  one  word  against  that 
Church;  but,  admitting  it  to  be  the 
asylum  of  truth,  I  still  cannot  but  think 
it  unfortunate  that  that  Church  is  made 
the  plea  for  refusing  every  concession.  If 
we  ask  for  the  remission  of  a  severe  and 
grievous  impost,  you  answer,  the  Church 
— if  we  ask  you  for  any  benefit,  you  an- 
swer, the  Church— if  we  ask  you  (o  do 
justice  to  Ireland,  and  make  perfect  the 
Emancipation  Bill,  you  still  answer,  li.c 
Church.  You  say  we  must  have  the  same 
Church  in  both  countries;  but  yon  can- 
not have  in  both  the  same  Corporations, 
because  the  same  Corporations  and  th« 
same  Church  cannot  exist  together.  Theu 
the  Church  of  eight  hundred  thousand  ;^ 
to  be  maintained,  and  the  Corporation*  oi 
seven  millions  to  be  refused.    I  cf^mp 
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rigbt  hon*  Baronet.  The  Tories  stood 
forward  as  the  opponents  of  Reform — 
they  objected  to  Reform  being  conceded 
to  Ireland.  They  said  that  Reform  would 
annihilate  their  power  in  Ireland;  that 
"the  Roman  Catholics  would  not  only 
drive  them  from  the  guns,  but  turn  the 
guns  against  them.*'  This  was  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Recorder  of  Dublin,  and  of 
every  other  Irish  Tory  who  spoke  on  the 
subject.  What  did  the  noble  Lord  then 
say  of  the  cautions  that  were  thus 
given  by  those  with  whom  he  was  now 
sitting?  Here  is  the  language  of  the 
noUe  Lord.  Citations,  I  know,  are  not 
favourably  received  here ;  but  when  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  spends  the  recess  in 
groping  out  speeches — when  he  even 
refers  to  Cabrera's  mother — surely  a  per- 
son may  be  excused  for  reading  such  a 
document  as  this.  It  is  very  short.  I 
begin  with  a  paragraph  referring  to  the 
Irish  Members.  The  extract  is  taken 
from  volume  17,  page  2278  of  The  Mir- 
tor  of  Parliament.  lA>rd  Stanley  thus 
speaks^—''  I  call  upon  those  who  are  for 
Reform  in  £ngland,  to  look  back,  and 
consider  what  has  been  the  conduct  of  the 
Irish  Members  with  respect  to  that  Bill.'' 
We  certainly  carried  the  Reform  Bill.  A 
majority  of  English  Members,  a  majority 
of  Scotch  Members,  voted  against  it. 
We  insured  its  success.  I  invoke,  then, 
the  people  of  England  and  the  people  of 
Scotland  in  this  crisis  to  stand  beside  us. 
The  noble  Lord  then  proceeded  to  speak 
of  Reform  in  England  and  Ireland.  He 
said  *^  If  it  be  just  here,  so  it  must  be 
just  there."  I  entreat  of  the  advocates  of 
the  Conservative  interest,  and  those  who 
consider  themselves  the  supporters  of 
Protestant  institutions,  to  look  at  the 
danger  to  which  those  institutions  are  ex- 
posed. By  withholding  the  privileges 
which  this  Bill  confers,  you  will  give  to 
Ireland  a  real  substantial  grievance. 
It  will  give  a  handle  for  agitation — a  great 
argument  for  the  repeal  of  the  Union.  Do 
not  let  them  say  that  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons Englishinterests  were  treated  oneway^ 
and  Irish  interests  in  another— that  in  Eng- 
land public  opinion  is  attended  to,  while 
in  Ireland  the  public  voice  is  stifled.  I, 
for  one,  cannot  conceive  how,  in  a  spirit  of 
fairness  and  justice  this  can  be  done. 
Agitation  will  break  out,  and  in  a  manner 
that  it  has  never  done  before.  I  cannot 
conceive  that  anything  can  be  more  clear 
than  that  there  ought  to  be  an  extension 
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of  the  English  Bill  to  Ireland.  I  cannot 
conceive  how  we  can  refuse  to  treat  both 
countries  equally,  and  make  the  same 
principle  applicable  to  all  the  Members  of 
the  empire."  Now  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
speaks  of  fears  for  the  Church,  and  shows 
distinctions  between  the  two  countries.  If 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
who  sits  on  his  right  hand  will  do  me  the 
honour  of  adverting  to  anything  I  say,  I 
hope  he  will  have  the  goodness  to  extricate 
the  noble  Lord  from  his  difficulty;  and 
certainly  it  will  require  all  the  consume 
mate  dexterity  for  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  is  so  conspicuous  to  serve  his 
Friend,  for  he  certainly  is  now  in  need  of 
it.  Is  it  not,  after  all,  a  painful  thing  to 
see  the  man  who  uttered  sentiments  like 
these — whose  principles  were  so  advocated 
— is  it  not  a  lamentable  thing  to  see  him 
occupy  his  present  position  ?  He  will  for- 
give me  for  saying,  that  it  is  more  with 
a  feeling  of  moumfulness  than  resentment 
that  I  see  him  where  he  is.  It  is  melan- 
choly to  see  him  where  he  is ;  and  the  pain 
is  aggravated  by  the  tone  and  character  of 
the  speeches  he  has  lately  addressed  to 
this  House.  •  The  man  who  speaks  thus,  or 
who  uttered  such  language  amid  the  accla- 
mations of  those  who  heard  him,  that  is 
the  very  man  who  tells  the  people  of  Ire- 
land that  they  never  shall  have  corporate 
reform.  [Lord  Stanley :  No,  no.]  If  he 
did  not  say  so  I  beg  the  noble  Lord's  par- 
don. What  did  he  say  ?  If  he  recals  the 
phrase  I  am  satisfied.  I^Lord  Stanley :  I 
never  used  it.J  It  is  enough.  I  admit  I 
was  not  in  the  House  when  the  expression 
is  alleged  to  have  been  used.  I  unaf- 
fectedly retract  every  phrase  I  used  under 
the  impression  that  the  expression  was 
used  by  him.  I  understand  from  the 
noble  Lord  he  did  not  use  the  expr^toion. 

Lord  Stanley:  The  hon.  and 'learned 
Gentleman  has  made  a  personal  attack 
upon  me. 

Mr.  SJieil:  No,  no!  not  a  personal 
attack. 

Lord  Stanley :  What !  no  attack  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  made  an 
attack  on  me,  knowing  that  I  have  not  the 
opportunity  of  answering  him.  I  do  not 
complain  of  this ;  but  as  he  does  ask  me  to 
explain  that  which  he  had  not  the  oppor- 
tunity of  hearing,  and  yet  to  which  he  is 
replying,  I  beg  to  tell  him  that  I  did  not 
use  the  expression  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land should  not  ever  be  put  in  possession 
of  corporate  reform;  but  I  stated  this,  that 
2H 
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while  the  Irish  Chorch  was  suhjeet  to 
danger,  and  while  the  General  Association 
was  using  threats  and  intimidation,  that 
the  more  these  threats  and  intimidation 
were  used^  the  more  would  the  people  of 
England  be  determined  that  they  should 
not  have  what  they  thus  demanded. 

Mr.  Slieil  resumed :  The  people  of  Ire- 
land relied  upon  the  principles  contained 
in  the  speech  which  I  have  just  read.  The 
noble  Lord  complains  that  I  am  making 
an  attack  to  which  he  cannot  reply.  The 
noble  Lord  knows  perfectly  well  that  al- 
though 1  feel  myself,  and  I  speak  most 
unaffectedly,  most  conscious  of  my  infe- 
riority to  him  in  point  of  talent,  I  have 
never  shrank  once  when  my  public  duty 
ealled  upon  me  to  assail  him,  whether  be 
had  a  reply  or  not.  I  must  appeal  to  the 
House  whether  I  have  made  an  attack  on 
the  noble  Lord.  I  would  rather  say  that 
there  is  that  in  his  own  breast  which  re- 
proaches him  more  than  I  can  do.  I 
stand  here,  in  a  constitutional  point  of 
view,  the  noble  Lord's  equal.  The  noble 
Lord  knows  it  I  respect  his  rank,  I  re- 
spect his  talent,  I  lament  his  opinions. 
Let  me  add  that  the  noble  Lord  himself 
is  not  characterised  by  mercy  to  his  oppo- 
nents. No  man  fears  an  operation  so 
much  as  a  surgeon.  1  have  always  heard 
that  the  drummer  of  the  regiment  has  the 
greatest  terror  of  the  lash.  I  wUl  now 
show  the  reasons  why  the  ^'  No  Popery*' 
cry,  which  is  attempted  to  be  raised,  can- 
not succeed.  I  wish  to  show  that  this 
question  must  be  carried.  We  have  car- 
ried Catholic  Emancipation,  not  against 
the  noble  Lord,  but  against  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  beside  him  (Sir  R.  Peel).  The 
right  hon*  Baronet  is  as  good  a  debater  as 
the  noble  Lord,  and  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet has  discretion,  he  has  great  personal 
influence,  and  a  great  hold  on  the  feelings 
of  his  country ;  and  with  his  resistance, 
which  was  as  immediate  and  as  strong  as 
that  opposed  by  the  noble  Lord  to  the 
present  measure,  we  carried  Emancipation. 
We  did  that  by  union,  by  organization, 
and  by  an  associated  power;  we  carried  it 
by  the  Clare  election.  I  beg  leave  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  whether,  with  our  power 
now  trebled,  we  are  not  able  to  carry  on 
the  immediate  result  of  reform  ?  Let  the 
noble  Lord  look  around.  You  see  the  na- 
tional power :  you  see  Ireland  advancing 
with  rapidity  in  the  march  of  improve- 
ment ;  you  see  her  spirit  of  union,  her  in- 
telligence, and^  we  have  to  thank  the 


noble  Lord  for  it,  her  education;  yon 
see  the  character  of  Ireland  gradually 
changing;  you  see  something  of  Britiro 
thought;  you  see  us  not  only  free,  but 
we  feel  as  if  we  had  never  been  slaves. 
I  may  say,  without  exaggeration,  that 
Ireland  not  only  stands  erect,  but  she 
looks  as  if  she  had  never  stooped.  I  may 
say  that  this  improvement  is  general.  I 
may  point  at  the  bar,  and  show  the  second 
judicial  office  held  by  a  Roman  Catholic. 
I  may  point  to  the  Irish  Attorney-General, 
and  to  many  others,  if  individual  cases 
are  necessary,  to  illustrate  the  point.  It 
may  be  regretted,  it  cannot  be  denied— 
the  conclusion  is  irresistible.  I  say,  then, 
that  the  Clare  election  carried  emancipa- 
tion. No!  What  carried  it  then?  Is 
not  the  Duke  of  Wellington  an  authority, 
and  has  he  not  said  that  he  could  not 
help  it  ?  But  if  the  Clare  election  con- 
tributed to  carry  that  question,  whet 
power  must  we  have  now  ?  How  do  we 
stand  in  this  House  ?  Sixty,  at  least  the 
great  majority  of  the  representatives  of 
Ireland  act  together  as  one  man,  our 
power  is  combined  and  confederatol  for 
one  great  purpose,  and  do  you  think  that 
this  power  you  will  ever  be  able  to  put 
down  ?  We  are  here,  thank  Ood,  in  this 
House.  I  remember  the  time  when  I 
occasionally  obtained  admission  under 
that  gallery,  and  I  heard  men  who  ap- 
peared as  the  advocates  of  the  rights  of 
Ireland — I  heard  them,  whilst  addressing 
the  House,  under  the  neceuity  of  doing 
so  as  if  in  asking  for  liberty  for  Ireland 
they  were  soliciting  alms.  Perhaps  it  was 
necessary  then  to  take  that  tone,  but  shall 
it  be  necessary  again  ?  We  may  be  less 
eloquent,  we  may  have  less  astuteness,  wte 
may  have  less  wisdom  and  less  erudition, 
but  we  bring  to  the  advocacy  of  our  rights, 
our  hearts,  and  our  hands.  Though  we 
may  be  deficient  in  the  qualities  of  public 
speaking,  though  we  may  not  be  masters 
of  diction,  in  our  determination  we  stand 
unsurpassed.  With  this  power  you  have 
to  contend,  and  this  you  attempt  to  meet 
by  raising  the  **  no  popery "  cry.  The 
noble  Lord  is  not  one  that  will  do  this,  he 
will  repudiate  it ;  I  am  not  telling  bin 
what  he  is  doing,  but  I  hope  he  will  forgive 
me  if  I  tell  him  what  the  Tories  once  did. 
The  actors  and  the  transactions  to  which 
I  allude  are  now  matters  of  history,  and  in 
speaking  of  them,  therefore,  make  no 
reference  to  what  can  be  painful  to  any 
individual.    What  I  allude  to  occurred  ia 
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1807«  I  am  not  speaking  of  individuals, 
bat  of  the  party.  That  year  found  the 
Whigs  in  Downing^street,  whilst  the  Tories 
were  in  possession  of  St.  James's.  The 
Whigs  did  no  more  than  propose  that 
Roman  Catholics  should  be  admitted  to 
the  army  and  navy.  The  Tories  saw  the 
opportunity  and  seized  it,  to  work  on  the 
excited  feelings  of  the  people  of  England 
against  their  adversaries.  What  course  did 
they  take }  They  raised  the  cry  of  '<  No 
Popery !"  On  that  key  the  Tories  worked ; 
the  tocsin  of  religious  warfare  was  sound- 
ed; they  alarmed  the  minds  of  the 
people  ;  in  public  assemblies  noble  Lords, 
not  greatly  distinguished  for  religion  and 
morality,  addressed  the  people  in  the 
most  exciting  language — '*  Rally  round 
your  King,"  they  exclaimed  in  1807! 
*'  Rally  round  your  Church,"  *'  Rally  round 
your  Constitution.*'  They  appealed  to 
the  passions  of  the  people— they  got  the 
Whigs  out  of  oflSce,  and  in  eight  years 
after  they  passed  this  very  measure.  Yes, 
in  etrht  years  they  passed  the  verymeasure 
which  they  made  such  strenuous  and  dis- 
creditable  efforts  to  obstruct.  I  ask  you, 
are  yon  playing  the  same  game  now  ?  I 
do  not  say  you  are,  but  if  youare,  shame, 
shame  upon  you.  Let  the  facts  speak 
for  themselves.  Look  at  the  language  of 
the  journals  in  your  interest.  Look  at 
the  papers  containing  the  names  of  the 
subscribers  for  the  publication  of  **  Fox*s 
Book  of  Martyrs,"  with  the  name  of  the 
Duke  of  Cumberland  at  the  head  of  them. 
What  was  the  language  used  at  the  Man- 
sion-house in  Dublin  ?-*-ay,  at  the  Man- 
sion-house, the  seat  of  the  corporation, 
and  at  a  meeting  at  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bandon  (Sergeant 
Jackson)  attended?  What  said  The 
Evening  Mait?  Why,  that  the  moment 
Lord  Roden  appeared  there  with  Orange 
emblems,  assuming  an  attitude  of  thought, 
fulness,  and  exhibiting  an  Orange  hand- 
kerchief, he  walked  up  the  room.  Then, 
said  The  Evening  Mail,  there  was  a  dis- 
play of  Orange  handkerchiefs:  then  came 
peal  after  peal  of  the  Conservative  or  Ken- 
tish fire.  Does  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  approve  of  all 
this?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  does  not, 
I  am  sore,  approve  of  all  this.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet's  speech  at  Glasgr 
distinguished  for  its  moderation, 
right  hon.  Baronet  could  not 
formidable  display,  although 
entreat  for  a  forbearance  to 


tons  insult  to  the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  But  I  am  dwelling  too  long  on 
this  subject.  I  will  come  to  the  question. 
All  we  ask  is  simply  justice.  Can  you 
reconcile  it  with  common  sense  or  justice, 
that  I,  who  stand  in  this  House  as  Mem- 
ber for  the  county  of  Tipperary,  cannot  be 
a  member  of  the  corporations  of  Cashel  or 
Clonmel }  The  thing  is  monstrous.  We 
ask  for  justice,  and  we  will  persevere  in 
the  assertion  of  our  just  cause.  If  the 
Tories  come  into  power,  they  shall  find  us 
here  $  they  will  find  us  combined  and  con- 
federated against  them.  We  beat  them 
before,  and  we  will  beat  them  again. 
What  is  our  cause  ?  I  will  tell  you  what 
our  cause  is.  You  took  from  us  a  Parlia« 
meut.  If  you  left  us  our  Parliament, 
there  would  have  existed  in  Ireland  the 
same  dominion  over  that  parliament  as  the 
British  people  have  over  theirs.  But  you 
bought  our  House  of  Commons,  and  you 
paid  for  it  in  gold ;  ay,  gold  in  its  most 
palpable  and  sordid  shape.  You  afiected 
to  enter  into  a  league  with  us ;  and  the 
head  of  the  Administratbn  of  the  time, 
the  great  minister  of  the  day,  by  bis 
classical  references  elucidated  and  illus- 
trated that  great  unnational  compact* 
Twenty-nine  years  had  passed  before  this 
House  took  a  single  step  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  that  contract  into  effect.  At 
length  Emancipation  was  forced  from  you. 
Parliamentary  Reform  came  n^xt,  and 
Corporation  Reform  was  given  to  £og<- 
land }  and  now,  when  we  ask  you  for  the 
same  privileges  which  you  exercise  your- 
selves, you  refuse  them.  Yes,  that  which 
you  did  not  dare  to  refuse  to  the  people  of 
England,  you  have  contemptuously  denied 
to  the  people  of  Ireland,  is  this  justioe? 
Oh,  but  there  is  an  anxiety  to  do  os  jus- 
tice. This  is  the  language  that  has  been 
always  used  ever  since  Strongbow  first 
put  his  foot  on  the  shores  of  Ireland.  Yes; 
every  Englishman  to  whom  the  Govern^* 
ment  of  Ireland  has  been  committed,  pro- 
fessed the  utmost  solicitude  to  do  justice. 
Even  Strafford,  the  deserter  of  the  people's 
cause — the  renegade  Wentworth,  while 
setting  his  foot  on  the  necks  of  Irishmen, 
declared  his  anxiety  to  do  justice.  I  am 
not  surprised  at  this,  for  the  same  influence 
now  exists  by  which  Strafford  was  in- 
duced.   But  while  all  others  professed 

o  justioe,  there  is  one  amongst  you  of 

most  distinguished  talent,  and  the 
decided  character.     He  is  not  a 

ber  of  this  House ;  but  he  spoke  at 
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his  party.    He  does  not  profess  to  do 
justice  to  Ireland,  he  is  above  imposture, 
and   part  of  the  epitaph  on  Chartres  is 
applicable  to  him.  This  distinguished  per- 
son tells  us,  when  making  an  appeal  to 
the  passions  of  the  English  people,  he  tells 
lis— the  people  of  Ireland — that  in  every 
particular  by  which  strangers  can  be  enu- 
merated, we  are  aliens  to  this  country. 
The  phrase  is  certainly  a  remarkable  one, 
and  one  which  now  belongs  to  history. 
It  is  one  which  must  necessarily  be  the 
subject  of  fair  and  legitimate  quarrel  now, 
as  it  must  be  the  subject  of  observation 
hereafter.     I  am  not  aware  whether  that 
phrase  has  ever  been  attempted   to  be 
explained.     I  know  the  phrase  has  never 
been  distinctly  disavowed.     I  know  that 
the  utterance  of  that  phrase  has  not  been 
denied,  and  with  respect  to  the  meaning 
of  it,  but  little  doubt  can  be  entertained. 
I  know  that  in  this  House,  upon  one  oc- 
casion, immediately  after  that  remarkable 
phrase  had  been  uttered,  I  took  the  liberty 
— if  it  be  one,  I  beg  pardon — but  I  took 
the  liberty  of  asking  every  one  who  held 
a  conspicuous  position  on  the  opposite 
benches,  whether  he  adopted  the  phrase 
or  not  ?     I  remember  more  especially,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  on  that  occasion  saying,  that  he 
was  not  responsible  for  any  language  but 
his  own.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  was  in  the 
painful  situation  of  being  in  close  connex- 
ion and  association  with  a  man,  in  whose 
expressions  he  did  not  think  it  judicious 
to  express  his  concurrence.     I  am  sur- 
prised that  at  the  moment  the  phrase  was 
uttered,  the  Duke  of  Wellington  did  not 
start  op  and  say,  that  those  aliens  had 
done  their  duty.     But  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington is  not  a  man  of  a  peculiarly  excit- 
able temperament;  his  mind  is  too  martial 
for  sudden  emotions,  but  yet  I  cannot  help 
feeling,  that  when  he  heard  expressions  so 
affronting  to  his  country,  I  am  surprised 
that  he  did  not  recollect  how  often  in  the 
field,  and  in  the  fight,  the  Irish  Roman 
Catholics  have  lieen  the  auxiliaries  of  his 
renown.     He  ought  not  to  have  forgotten 
Vimeira,  and   Badajoz,  and   Salamanca, 
and  Toulouse,  and  the  last  and  most  glo- 
rious conflict  which  crowned  all  former 
victories.     I  will  appeal  to  the  gallant  and 
hon.  soldier  opposite  (Sir  H.  Hardinge),  I 
know  he  bears  in  his  breast  a  brave  and 
generous  heart.     Let  him  tell  how,  on  that 
day,  when  the  destinies  of  mankind  were 


trembling  in  the  balance,  when  the  batte- 
ries, with  fatal  precision,  spread  slaughter 
over  the  field,  and  men  fell  in  heaps — 
when  the  legions  of  France  rushed  to  the 
fight,  and,  inspired  by  the  voice  of  their 
mighty  leader,  rushed  again  and  again  to 
the  onset — the  gallant  soldier  opposite 
will  tell  you  whether,  in  that  last  hour  of 
thousands,  the  '*  aliens  '^  flinched.  And 
when  at  length  the  moment  for  the  decisive 
charge  arrived — ^when  the  banner  so  long 
closed  was  at  length  unfurled,  he  will  fell 
you — when  the  mighty  champion  of  that 
day  cried  out  *'  Now,  boys !  at  them  "— 
he  will  tell  you,  for  he  must  remember, 
whether  the  Irishman,  the  Catholic  Irish- 
man, hung  back  from  the  charge.  No : 
he  will  tell  you,  that  on  that  day  the  blood 
of  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland  was 
poured  forth  together — their  children 
fought  in  the  same  field — they  died  the 
same  death — they  were  stretched  in  the 
same  pit — their  dust  was  commingled  in 
the  same  earth— the  same  dew  of  heaven 
fell  upon  the  earth  that  covered  them,  the 
same  grass  grew  upon  their  gpraves.  Is  it 
to  be  endured  after  this,>that  we  should  be 
called  aliens,  and  complete  strangers  to 
that  empire  for  whose  salvation  our  best 
blood  was  shed. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  his  wish  was,  at 
the  close  of  this  debate,  to  have  confined 
himself  exclusively  to  the  consideration  of 
the  proper  subject  tn  question,  to  hare 
stated  briefly  and  simply  the  reasons  why 
he  could  not  concur  in  the  arguments 
which  he  had  heard  from  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House,  to  have  refrained  from  any 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, although  provoked  to  do  so  by 
the  challenge  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  John  Russell),  and  to  have  treated 
this  subject  on  *  its  simple  and  proper 
grounds.  But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, by  the  personal  attack  which  he 
had  just  made,  for  the  purpose,  not  of 
convincing  the  reason,  but  of  exciting  the 
passions — of  stimulating— he  did  not  say 
with  the  intention,  but  with  the  effect 
of  widening  the  national  differences- 
had  compelled  him  to  depart  from  the 
course  which  he  had  prescribed  to  him- 
self. He  would  ask,  was  it  wise,  vras 
it  prudent,  was  it  just  to  ransack  every 
past  debate  fox  every  angry  expression  ? 
Was  every  hasty  expression  that  mig;ti| 
have  fallen  from  an  individual  in  this  way 
to  be  taken  up  at  once,  considered  as  mat- 
ter of  history,  and  handed  down  as  evi<- 


} 


d37  Adjourned  Debate-^  {Feb.  22} 


Third  Day. 


ddS 


dence  of  national  prejudice.  Was  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  content  to  abide 
by  the  tame  rale  ?  Did  he  ever  hear  that 
when  the  illoBtrious  captain  of  that 
mighty  field — as  he  designated  the  Duke 
of  Wellington — that  when  he  to  whom 
life  was  nothing,  staked  the  mighty  repu- 
tation which  he  had  gained  hy  former  vic- 
tories on  the  field  at  Waterloo — when  he 
stood  there  opposed  to  the  legions  of 
France,  leading  the  united  bands  of  Eng- 
lishmen, of  Irishmen,  and  of  Scotchmen — 
did  he  ever  hear  that  after  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  had  rescued  Europe  by  that 
great  Imttle  from  the  dominion  of  Bona- 
parte, and  established  the  military  fame 
and  the  peaceful  security  of  his  own  coun- 
try«— did  he  ever  hear  of  an  Irishman  who 
had  so  little  sympathy  for  his  country's 
glory,  as  to  be  able  with  all  the  opulence 
of  his  own  peculiar  vocabulary,  to  find  no 
other  appellation  for  the  illustrious  hero  of 
Waterloo,  than  that  of  "  the  stunted  cor- 
poral" ?  And  if  it  were  unfair  to  fasten 
upon  words  like  these,  uttered  in  a  mo- 
ment of  irritation,  of  jealousy,  or  morti- 
fication at  his  country  s  triumphs,  and  at 
the  fame  of  the  most  illustrious  man  his 
country  ever  produced,  was  it  not  equally 
unfair  to  select  the  expressions  used  by 
Lord  Lyndhnrst  as  irrefragable  proofs  of 
his  hostile  sentiments  against  the  whole  of 
the  Irish?  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
called  on  him  (Sir  R.  Peel)  to  defend  the 
conduct  of  his  noble  Friend,  the  Member 
for  North  Lancashire.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  contended,  and 
justly,  that  he  had  a  perfect  right  at  any 
time  to  make,  on  public  grounds,  any  re- 
ference to  the  opinions  and  conduct  of  his 
noble  Friend.  But  when  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman alluded  to  the|meeting  at  Brookes*s, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  must  have  known 
that  that  was  a  matter  in  which  he,  for 
most  evident  reasons,  was  precluded  from 
giving  the  hon.  Gentleman  any  answer. 
It  required  no  ingenuity,  no  knowledge  of 
petty  details,  however,  to  defend  the  con- 
duct of  his  noble  Friend.  What  was  it 
that  had  placed  him  in  the  position  which 
he  now  held?  What  defence  was  re- 
quired for  his  noble  Friend  ?  Why  should 
he  require  deliberation  to  devise  an  in- 
genious justification  for  his  noble  Friend, 
when,  from  the  facts  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  himself  stated, 
that  justification  appeared  so  palpable,  so 
evident,  as  to  occur  at  once  to  the  mind  of 
^very  man,  be  be  friend  or  opponent  of 


the  noble  Lord  ?  What  man  was  there, 
he  repeated,  who  ever  held  in  public  life  a 
prouder  position  than  his  noble  Friend? 
What  man  ever  attained,  not  by  the  ad- 
vantages of  connexion,  or  of  rank,  or  of 
fortune,  but  by  his  evident  abilities  for  de- 
bate and  public  business,  and  through  the 
undivided  confidence  of  a  great  party  to 
which  he  belonged,  what  man  had  ever 
attained  to  greater  or  more  permanent 
eminence  than  his  noble  Friend  ?  What 
man  was  there  more  endeared  to  the  per- 
sons with  whom  he  had  ever  been  con- 
nected ?  When  his  name  was  mentioned, 
was  there  any  man  who  had  ever  been 
connected  in  office  with  him,  who  did 
not  express  the  deepest  regret  at  being 
separated  from  him,  and  a  deep  sense  of 
the  public  loss  which  had  been  sustained 
by  his  quitting  office?  He  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
was  speaking  to  those  who  had  been  con- 
nected with  the  noble  Lord  in  office,  not 
those  whose  designs  he  had  corabatted.  If 
love  of  office  or  ambition  for  official  dis- 
tinction had  been  the  object'  of  his  noble 
Friend,  was  there  ever  any  man  who  had 
such  prospects  open  to  him,  such  means  of 
gratifying  his  wishes?  What,  then,  made 
him  relinquish  office,  but  a  stern  and  over- 
powering  sense  of  duty  ?  What,  and  what 
alone,  had  placed  him  in  the  position  he 
now  occupied?  What,  he  demanded 
again,  had  caused  his  noble  Friend  to  r&« 
tire  from  office,  to  sever  himself  with  feel- 
ings of  the  deepest  regret  from  his  ancient 
party,  what  object  could  he  have  had  in 
view  in  so  doing,  but  the  highest  and 
purest  sense  of  public  duty,  which,  being 
obeyed,  had  placed  him  where  he  was,  in 
opposition  to  his  former  connexions? 
What  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  thus  stated 
on  the  instant,  without  any  communi- 
cation with  his  noble  Friend,  were  facta 
well  known  to  all  mankind,  and  which 
he  perceived  were  confirmed  by  the 
testimony  of  the  former  colleagues  of 
his  noble  Friend ;  and  after  stating 
these  facts,  it  did  not  require  any  inge- 
nious dexterity  or  skilful  advocacy  on  his 
part,  to  make  out  a  complete  and  unan- 
swerable justification  of  his  noble  Friend's 
conduct  in  quitting  office,  and  taking  up 
his  present  position.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  next  applied  to  him  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  to  fulfil  the  compact  which  he  said 
was  entered  into  with  him  at  the  time  of 
passing  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act. 
Let  them  see  for  one  moment  the  exact 
nature  of  that  alleged  compact*   The  hon. 
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and  learned  OeDtleman  contended  that 
this  compact  compelled  him  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
to  apply  to  Ireland  the  same  principle  of 
municipal  reform  as  that  which  had  been 
adopted  for  England.  Now,  on  referring 
to  tne  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act»  he 
found  no  such  compact.  He  certainly 
found  a  compact  to  this  effect — that 
Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants  were 
to  enjoy  equal  eligibility  to  corporate 
offices.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man referred  to  a  speech  he  made  in  1831, 
when  he  gave  his  advice  that  Roman 
Catholics  and  Protestants  should  be  ad- 
mitted into  the  corporations  according  to 
their  fair  merits.  There  was  no  compact 
made  that  he  was  aware  of,  that  the 
municipal  institutions  of  Ireland  were  to 
be  framed  upon  the  model  of  those  of 
England ;  nor,  if  it  were  shown  that  it 
would  be  better  that  those  institutions 
should  be  altogether  abolished,  would  there 
be  any  thing  inconsistent  with  the  Roman 
Catholic  Relief  Act,  in  abolishing  them. 
This  was  not  his  single  opinion  only,  for 
in  a  petition  which  had  been  presented  to 
this  house  by  the  Roman  Catholics  them- 
selves, anticipating  the  removal  of  every 
civil  disability,  the  same  view  had  been 
taken.  The  prayer  of  the  petition  to 
which  he  referred  was,  "  that  they  would 
cause  a  reform  to  be  made  in  the  tem- 
poralities of  the  Established  Church — 
that  they  should  declare  Orangemen  to 
be  ineligible  as  magistrates— that  they 
should  emancipate  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ireland-*and  that  they  should  disfran- 
chise the  Irish  corporations,''  So  that  at 
the  time  that  the  Catholics  petitioned  for 
the  removal  of  their  civil  disabilities,  it 
was  not  considered  an  insult  to  them  that 
the  municipal  institutions  should  be  re- 
tained iu  Eoglandi  and  should  be  discon- 
tinued in  Ireland ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
it  was  expressly  asked  as  a  favour  not  to 
reform  those  institutions,  but  to  abolish 
them  altogether.  He  admitted,  indeed^ 
that  at  this  period  the  corporations  of 
Endand  had  not  been  reformed,  and  the 
Irish  Roman  Catholics  had  not  these 
reformed  institutions  to  contemplate ;  but 
still  those  institutions  themselves  existed 
ia  Eogbnd,  and  the  inference  was  the 
same.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  relied  on  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief 
Bill  as  a  contract,  the  terms  of  which  they 
were  bound  to  fulfil.  Bui  did  he  not 
cooaider  the  Act  of  Union  a  solemn  com* 
pact  1    The  ioferenoe  that  must  be  drawn 


from  the  general  context  of  that  Act» 
supposed,  implied,  and  evidently  under- 
stood,  that  the  protection  of  equal  laws 
should    be  extended    to  Ireland      This 
argument  in  support  of  the  permanence 
of  the  municipal  institutions  of  Ireland 
was  an  inference  drawn  from  a  supposed 
article  in  the  Act  of  Union  that  tne  two 
countries  were  to  be  governed  by  a  parity 
of  legislation.     There  was  no  such  article 
however,  in  the  act;    though  he  would 
admit  that,  generally  speaking,  the  prin« 
ciple  might  be  correct;  but  in  the  anxious 
search  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen» 
man  had  made  through  that  Act,  he  won- 
dered that  that  article  had  never  struck 
him  in  which  one  institution  was  parUcu- 
larised,  not  by  remote  or  doubtful  infer* 
ence,  but  in  express  and  clear  terms,  and 
its  existence  guaranteed  as  a  condition  of 
the  Act  of  the  Union.    The  fifth  article  of 
this  Act   was    as  follows : — **  That  the 
churches  of  that  part  of  Great  Britain 
called    England,  and    Ireland,  shall  be 
united    into    one    Protestant    Episcopal 
Church,  to  be  called  the  United  Church 
of  England  and   Ireland ;   and  that  the 
doctrine,  worship,  discipline,  and  govern* 
ment  of  the  said  United  Church  shall  be 
preserved  as  was  by  law  established  for 
the  Church  of  England."   Would  the  hon* 
and  learned  Gentleman  allow  him  to  aak. 
him  whether  or  not  the  uniform  declaration 
of  every  Roman  Catholic,  whether  every 
petition  presented  by  a  Roman  CathoVic» 
whether  every  declaration  made  by  iheuiy 
either    individually  or  collectively,    had 
not,  with  the  force  of  a  compacti  led  the 
Protestant  mind  of  England  to  this  coq«» 
clu»ion,  that  the  restoration  of  political 
equality  to  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land  was  perfectly  consistent  and  com- 
patible   with    the    maintenance   of    the 
Church  establishment  in  that  country? 
Nay  more ;  was  it  not  the  express  aasur* 
ance  of  every  Roman  Catholic  who  hsKi 
spoken  on  the  subject,  that  the  main* 
tenance  of  the  Established  Church  as  the 
religion  of  the  State  was  perfectly  con- 
sistent with  the  political  privileges  and 
civil  rights  claimed  by  the  Roman  Ca* 
tholics  of  Ireland?    Did  not  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  once  believe 
that  such  was  the  case,  and  that  j^ticai 
privileges  once  granted  to  the  Insh  Ro* 
naan  Catholics,  the  causes  of  jealousy  and 
disunion  would  cease*  and  the  system  of 
agitation  subside  ?    Did  not  the  hoo*  and 
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before  a  Committee  of  that  House — 'Hhat 
he  was  perfectly  convinced  that  neither  on 
the  subject  of  tithes,  nor  on  the  Union, 
nor  on  any  other  political  subject,  would 
the  people  of  Ireland  be  permanently  or 
generally  esicited  if  the  civil  disabilities  of 
the  Roman  Catholics  were  removed ;  that 
at  present  they  were  aggrieved  by  the 
state  of  the  law,  and  that  it  was  not  so 
much  on  public  grounds  as  by  a  sense  of 
personal  injustice  that  they  were  urp^ed  to 
complaints/'      Tlie    individual    injustice 
here  complained  of  was  now  done  away 
with  by  the  passing  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Relief   Bill;    and    the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  boasted  of  the 
result  of  that  measure,  when  he  stated 
that  the  chief  offices  on  the  bench  and  at 
the  bar  in  Ireland  were  now  filled   by 
Roman   Catholics.     From  these  circum- 
stances it  appeared  that  not  only  had  a 
serious  complaint  of  injustice   been  re- 
moved,   but  a    practical    equality  esta- 
blished.    Now  he  would  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  in  pursuance  of  his 
express  or  implied  compact,  in  the  ex- 
pressions he  had  quoted,  whether  he  con- 
sidered the  present  state  of  the  Protestant 
clergy  of  Ireland  to  be  consistent  with  the 
declarations  he  had  made  at  the  above 
period?    They  were  now  told  that  reli- 
gious freedom  could  not  exist  in  Ireland 
until   the  voluntary  principle   was  esta- 
blished,, or,  in  point  of  fact,  until  the  Pro- 
testant   religion    was    destroyed.      [Mr. 
Skeil:   I  have  not  said   that.]      "  lou 
never  said  so?'*    But  you  asked  me,  con- 
tinued the  right  hon.  Baronet,  to  be  res- 
ponsible for  expressions  which  had  fallen 
from  others,  ana  to  check  the  indiscretions 
of  those  who  acted  with  me.     And  now, 
when  I  repeat  a  plain  statement,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  no  other  re- 
fuge but  to  say,  '*  I  did  not  say  so,  it 
did  not  fall  from  me.**     Was  this,  he 
asked,  the  promised    fulfilment    of   the 
compact  on  passing  the  Reform  Bill— that 
Ireland  was  never  to  be  tranquil  until  the 
Protestant  Church  was  abolished  ?    The 
Doble    Lord    (Howick)   who  spoke   last 
night,  had  used   certain   expressions   in 
imrence  to  the  part  he   (Sir  R.  Peel) 
had  taken  in  the  passing  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Relief  Bill,   in   the   course   of 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  done  him  the 
justice  to  say  that  he  thought  that   in 
the  year   1829»   in  coming  forward   to 
remove  the  civil  disabilities  of  the  Roman 
Cutholici  of  Ireland,  he  had  act^  upon 


disinterested    motives,    and    with    great 
courage  in  remaining  in  office  as  he  did. 
The  noble  Lord  had  also  referred  to  the 
taunts  which  had  been  cast  at  him  by  per-, 
sons  belonging  to  that  party,  by  whom  he 
had  before  that  period  oeen  respected  and 
supported.    But  the  noble  Lorct,  from  his 
experience  in  public  life,  ought  to  know 
what  was  the  value  and  weight  of  expres- 
sions of  this  nature,  uttered  under  such 
circumstances.     He  regretted  at  the  time 
the  taunts  thrown  out  on  the  part  of  friends 
whom  he  had  every  reason  to  respect,  but 
the  impression  made  by  those  remarks  had 
long  passed  away ;  they  had  left  no  rankling 
wound,  because  he  knew  that  the  imputa- 
tions were  unfounded ;  and  he  could  say^ 
that  there  was  no  one  act  of  his  political 
life    which    he    was   more   prepared    to 
justify  than  remaining  in  office,  in  spite  of 
such  imputations,  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
lieving the  disabilities  of  the  Catholics. 
The  part  which  he  took  on  that  occasion 
was  approved  of  by  his  colleagues;  he 
had  the  concurrence  of  the  Duke  of  Wei. 
lington,  and  also  the  concurrence  of  his 
noble  Friend,  Lord  Lyndhurst,  on  the  sub<- 
ject  of  granting  Catholic  relief;  and  acting 
in  concurrence  with  them  and  with  the  rest 
of  the  Members  of  the  Government,  he 
resolved  to  lend  his  assistance  in  carrying 
the  measure  into  effect.      Much  public 
indig;nation  had  been  expressed  against  bis 
conduct,  that  at  the  close  of  the  Session 
of  1828  he  had  not  adopted  the  views 
which  he  adopted  in  the  following  years  ^ 
and  in  answer  to  that  he  would  say,  that 
afler  renewed  applications — after  reflecting 
on  the  desire  evinced  by  the  public  mind 
in  England  and  Ireland,  and  on  the  im» 
possibility  of  forming  a  united  Government 
without  conceding  the  question — he  came 
at  last  to  the  conclusion,  that  though  he 
did  not  consider  the  claims  founded  0|i 
right,  it  was  better  that  those  claims  should 
be  granted  than  resisted.    But  when  he 
gave  his  consent  to  advocate  the  measure* 
he  gave  it  under  the  full  conviction  of  the 
sacrifices  with  which  it  was  to  be  accom- 
panied, and  under  the  full  impression  of 
retiring  from  office,  and  supporting  the 
claims  of  the  Catholics  in  private  life.  And 
the  reason  why  he  remained  in  office  was 
because  he  foresaw  to  demonstration,  that 
if  he  did  not  remain  in  office  and  brave 
the  storms  of  calumny  (he  did  not  say  that 
from  any  arrogance,  but  because  it  was 
consistent  with  truth),  these  disabilities 
would  not  have  been  removed.      Aa 
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erroneous  construction  had  been  put  on 
something  which  had  fallen  from  him,  and 
it  had  been  inferred  that  he  had  been  out 
of  office  from  an  unwillingness  to  redeem 
the  pledge  he  had  given  to  his  noble 
Friends  with  respect  to  the  Catholic  ques- 
tion ;  and  that  a  difference  of  opinion  had 
existed  between  them.  Such  was  not  the 
case ;  for,  having  come  to  the  conclusion 
of  the  expediency  of  conceding  the  Catho- 
lic claims,  and  having  given  notice  of  his 
intention  to  bring  forward  a  measure  on 
that  subject,  he  never  once  thought  of 
shrinking  from  the  performance  of  that 
task.  But  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  while 
admitting  that  his  conduct  on  that  occa- 
sion was  free  from  the  suspicion  of  inter- 
ested motives,  asked  why  he  did  not  take 
the  same  course  with  regard  to  the  Catho- 
lic question  in  1825  and  1827,  as  he  had 
done  in  1829,  and  how  it  happened  that 
at  that  latter  period  an  entirely  new  light 
broke  in  upon  his  mind  ?  Now,  he  de- 
clared that  ne,  for  one,  never  professed  to 
entertain  in  1829,  the  sanguine  expecta- 
tions which  others  entertained  with  regard 
to  the  effect  which  would  be  produced  by 
the  removal  of  the  Catholic  disabilities. 
He  had  his  misgivings ;  nay,  looking  to 
the  state  of  Ireland,  he  entertained  great 
doubts  whether  the  removal  of  those  dis- 
abilities would  restore  peace,  and  afford 
full  security  for  the  Protestant  Establish- 
ment in  that  country.  But  in  1829  he 
made  up  his  mind  upon  a  consideration  of 
what  ought  always  to  have  influence  over 
every  statesman,  upon  a  comparison  of  the 
evils  and  dangers  existing  on  both  sides, 
and  on  the  whole  he  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion, without  the  assistance  of  any  new 
light,  and  without  changing  his  opinion, 
that  the  Catholic  claims  were  not  founded 
on  any  abstract  right,  he  came,  he  repeated, 
to  the  conclusion  that  those  claims  ought 
to  be  conceded,  and  that,  if  conceded,  the 
concession  ought  to  be  full,  frank,  and 
generous.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  asked, 
why  he  had  not  taken  the  same  course  at 
an  eariier  period?  The  same  question 
night  be  put  to  many  other  public  men. 
Would  the  noble  Lord  have  the  goodness 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Foreign  Department,  why  he 
was  not  an  earlier  conyert  than  he  had 
proved  to  reform  ?  He  had  no  doubt  the 
noble  Lord  was  an  honest  convert,  and 
that,  acting  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
reform  on  the  same  principles  as  he  had 
acted  with  regard  to  the  Catholic  claims ; 


he  had  chosen   what  he  considered    to 
be  the  lesser  of  two  evils.      Would  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  inquire  of  the  head  of 
the  present  Administration,  why  he,  too, 
had  not  been  an  earlier  convert  to  reform  ? 
If  it  were  blindness  in  him  not  to  foresee 
in  1825  the  necessity  of  granting — of  con- 
ceding the  Catholic  claims,  was  not  Lord 
Melbourne  blind  in  1826,  when  he  made 
the  most  vigorous  opposition  to  all  reform, 
eyen  to  the  transfer  of  the  Representatives 
from  Penryn  to  Manchester  ?    Nay,  ev«n 
the  leader  of  the  House  of  Commons  could 
not  escape  the  searching  question  of  the 
noble  Lord ,  his  colleague.  Had  a  prophetic 
vision  of  what  was  now  passing  appeared 
to  the  noble  Lord  some  ten  years  ago,  be 
doubted  whether  any  eulogium  on  Old 
Sarum,  or  any  declamation  on  the  neces- 
sity of  preserving  Aladdin's  lamp,  and 
cherishing  the  vestal  flame,  would  ever 
have  proceeded  from  the  pen  of  the  noUe 
leader  of  that  House.    He  knew  not  what 
answer  the  noble  Lord  might  return  to  the 
question,  why  he  had  changed  his  course 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  reform,  but 
he  would  freely  reply  to  the  question  which 
had  been  addressed  tohim  on  the  subject  of 
the  Catholic  claims.     He  thought  that  a 
man  might,  without  any  irrational  distrust 
of  the  Roman  Catholics,  have  entertained 
conscientious  doubts    on   the    qjuestion, 
whether  the  removal  of  the  political  die- 
abilities  of  the  Roman  Catholics  would 
restore  peace  to  Ireland,  and  secore  the 
stability  of  the  Established  Church ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  was  not 
justified  in  saying,  that  he  had  been,  on  a 
former  occasion,  carried  into  office  by  the 
force  of  the  "  No  Popery  "  cry,  if  the  hon. 
Member  meant  to  imply  that  his  oppoei* 
tion   to  the  concession  of  the  Catholic 
claims  proceeded  from  any  bigotted  motive. 
He  feared  danger  to  the  Protestant  Estab* 
lishment.     Had  he  been  entirely  wron^? 
He  would,  however,  say,  if  the  questioa 
were  to  be  discussed  again— if  the  question 
carried  in  1829  were  again  to  be  agitated 
— looking  at  the  position  of  parties  and 
the    state    of    public    opinion,    looking 
at   the  hostile  elements,  the  parties  in 
favour  and  those  opposed  to  emancipa- 
tion, he  should  on  the  balance  of  oppo* 
sing  evils  do  as  he  did  before,  and  reMHire 
that    concession    would    be    the    wisest 
course.    But  had  he  no  reason  to  re- 
linquish all  the  fears   which   he  might 
once  haye  entertained  of  the  dangeroF 
conceding  the  claims  of  the  Roman 
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thdics?  Did  he  not  6nd  that  all  the 
public  men  who  appeared  as  the  advocates 
of  the  Roman  Catholics — all,  without  ex- 
ceptioDy  made  two  declarations — first, 
that  they  considered  the  maintenance  of 
the  Established  Church  essential  to  the 
well-being  of  Ireland,  and  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  connexion  between  the  two 
countries;  and  secondly,  they  gave  the 
most  positive  assurances  that,  the  dis- 
abilities of  the  Roman  Catholics  being 
removed,  all  fear  of  danger  to  the  Estab- 
liflbed  Church  would  be  removed  ?  Did 
not  he  find  those  declarations  solemnly 
recorded  in  the  preamble  of  Mr.  Grattan's 
Act,  by  which  it  was  proposed  to  remove 
the  Catholic  disabilities  ?  The  preamble 
of  that  Act  declared,  that  "  the  Episcopal 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  and  its 
doctrine  and  government,  were  perma- 
nently established,  and  that  it  would  pro- 
mote the  interest  of  the  same,  and 
rtrengthen  our  free  constitution,  of  which 
they  formed  an  essential  part,  if  the  dis- 
qualifications under  which  the  Roman 
Catholics  laboured  were  removed."  Had 
he  not  heard  Mr.  Grattan  declare,  that 
he  thought  the  removal  of  the  Catholic 
disqualifications  consistent  with  the  pre- 
servation of  the  Protestant  Establishment, 
the  maintenance  of  which  he  considered 
essential  to  the  peace  of  Ireland  ?  Did  he 
not  find  it  written  in  that  paper,  which 
that  eloqnent  individual  called  a  testa- 
mentary bequest  to  his  country,  that  the 
Protestant  Establishment  should  be  main- 
tained inviolate?  Did  not  Mr.  Canning, 
Lord  Castlereagh,  and  every  advocate  of 
Catholic  relief,  attempt  to  banish  all 
fear  with  regard  to  the  result  of  the 
removal  of  the  disabilities?  When 
he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  at  an  earlier  pe- 
riod than  1829  stated  his  apprehen- 
sion,  that  by  the  passing  of  a  Catholic 
Bill,  animosities  would  not  be  subdued, 
that  distractions  would  still  continue,  and 
that  the  stability  of  the  Church  would  be 
endangered,  how  was  he  then  replied  to 
by  Lord  Plunket  ?  That  noble  and  learn- 
ed individual  stated,  that  the  Catholics, 
though  they  preferred  their  own  religion 
to  any  oUier,  looked  upon  the  Protestant 
Church  as  an  institution  established  by 
law,  and  necessary  for  the  liberty  of 
Catholics  along  with  all  the  subjects  of 
the  realm.  And  what  said  the  same  au- 
thority with  reference  to  the  Church  of 
Scotland  as  a  precedent  for  subverting  the 
Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  ?    He  said, 


the  assertion  that  the  establishment  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church  in  Scotland  could 
form  a  precedent  for  the  subversion  of  the 
Episcopal  Church  in  Ireland  was  laughed 
at  by  the  Catholics,  because  they  knew 
that  the  Presbyterian  religion  was  the 
reformed  religion,  and  it  was  so  ordered 
by  the  solemn  contract  entered  into  at  the 
Union,  that  the  maintenance  of  the  Pro- 
testant religion  should  form  a  permanent 
law  of  the  empire,  and  added,  that  the 
Catholics  considered  the  clergy  of  the 
Established  Church  were  as  much  enti- 
tled to  the  possession  of  Church  property 
as  private  individuals  were  entitled  to  pro- 
I  perty  purchased  or  devised,  and  that  he 
would  abide  by  the  oath  he  had  taken, 
and  so  far  from  adopting  measures  for  the 
subversion  of  that  Church,  he  would  offer 
the  most  strenuous  resistance  to  those 
that  would  overthrow  it,  from  whatever 
quarter  it  came.  That  was  the  language 
of  Lord  Plunkett ;  and  was  it  not  rather 
late  now  to  say,  that  religious  freedom  could 
not  exist  unless  the  Protestant  Church 
were  destroyed  ?  Was  it  not  rather  late 
to  say,  that  the  Protestant  Church  was 
the  greatest  curse,  and  to  rejoice  in 
the  prospect  of  establishing  municipal 
corporations  in  Ireland,  because  these 
would  certainly  lead  to  the  overthrow  of 
that  Church  ?  Those  who  held  that  lan- 
guage might  have  been  no  party  to 
the  carrying  of  the  Catholic  Bill,  but  he 
who  was  instrumental  in  carrying  it— <who 
)[>elieved  that  there  was  danger  in  it  to  the 
Established  Church,  who  believed  that 
the  maintenance  of  that  Church  was  essen- 
tial to  civil  rights  and  liberty.  Was  he  to 
be  blamed  for  asserting  the  principle  for 
which  he  had  always  contended ;  and  were 
they  to  be  surprised  if,  after  the  assu- 
rances that  had  been  made  of  the  deter- 
mination of  the  advocates  of  emancipation 
to  support  that  Church,thathe  should  now 
do  every  thing  in  his  power  to  protect  what 
some  called  a  curse,  but  what  he  called  the 
greatest  blessing  ?  And  if  he  were  told^ 
that  the  establishment  of  these  municipal 
institutions  were  subordinate  to  the  de- 
struction of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ire- 
land, and  that  they  were  to  be  used  as  a 
means  to  subvert  it,  was  he  to  blame  for 
not  acceding  to  the  Bill  till  he  knew  what 
security  they  would  give  against  its  sub- 
version ?  He  did  not  oppose  the  measure 
on  the  ground  imputed  by  some.  He  did 
not  cast  any  reflection  upon  Catholics; 
his  only  object  was  to  take  care,  as  it  was 
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the  duty  of  erery  Goyeromenk,  that  insti- 
tiitious  should  be  eatablifbed  which  would 
b€  oonducivt  to  the  peace  of  Ireland  and 
the  impartial  adminietratioa  of  justice. 
The  boo.  Member  for  Liskeaid  had  ar- 
gued the  propriety  of    discuBsiDg    the 
abstract  principle  of  the  measure,  and  he 
concurred  with  him  in  thinking,  that  by 
adopting  such  a  course  they  would  have 
arri?ed  at  safer  conclusions,  but  they  had 
been  led  away  from  that  by  the  indiscreet 
challenge  of  the  noble  Lord  who  brought 
forward    the    measure*    The    hon.    and 
learned  Member  had  also  contended,  that 
these  municipal  institutions  were  of  great 
use  in  former  times,  and  on  that  point  he 
entirely  concurred.  He  agreed  that  in  the 
eleventh  century  the  municipal  corpora- 
tions in  France  and  Italy,  and  Spain,  and 
almost    every    country   in  Europe,  were 
great  instruments  of    improvement.    In 
those  times  when  the  great  body  of  the 
people  were  vassals  to  the  Crown,  or  to 
great  Lords,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
municipal  institutions  were  a  great  bles- 
sing ;  but  it  did  not  follow,  that  because 
they  were  good  in  the  reign  of  Louis  le 
Grand,  or  when  a  man  could  not  dispose 
of  his  property,  or  give  his  children  in 
marriage  without  the  consent  of  his  supe- 
rior,   they    were  equally    good  in   more 
civilized  times.     And  besides  these  there 
were  other  causes  of  civilization  at  the 
remote  periods  alluded  to.    There  were 
the  Crusades,    The   Crusades   improved 
the   manners    and    enlarged    the    views 
of  the  people.    They  opened    the  av- 
enues to  commerce,  and  removed  many 
turbulent    noblemen    from  the    different 
kingdoms   of   Europe.    He   referred  to 
those,  and  he  might  refer  to  other  causes, 
to  show,  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  attri- 
bute  the  progress  of  civilisation   to  the 
sole  cause  to  which    it    had    been  as- 
cribed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  then  proceeded  to 
talk  of  the  confidence  which  ought  to  be 
reposed  in  local  authorities.     He  said, 
that  the  right  of  paving,  of  watching,  of 
lighting,  ought  to  be  placed  in  local  au- 
thorities ;  and  bad  referred  to  the  Act  of 
9  Geo.  4th,  on  the  subject    The  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  was  also  desirous 
for  the  establishment  of  municipal  institu- 
tions in   Ireland,  because  he  said  they 
would  inculcate  lessons  of  mutual  forbear- 
ance and  concession.     If  it  could   be 
proved,  that  such  was  likely  to  be  the 
rewlt  of  the  creation  of  corporations  in 


Ireland,  bis  (Sir  R.  Peel's)  ol^tctions  to 
the  Ministerial  proposition  would,  in  a 
great  measure^  be  removed.  But  when 
he  saw  the  maintenance  of  political  insti- 
tutions, which  all  admitted  to  be  per- 
verted, was  insisted  on,  he  then  suspected 
that  it  was  the  object  of  the  promoters  of 
the  present  proposition  to  get  hold  of 
political  power  for  their  own  benefit,  and 
to  exercise  it  through  tlie  instrumentality 
of  those  corrupt  bodies,  the  existence  of 
which  was  so  strenuously  advocated^  but 
to  which  he  was  opposed,  because  he  be- 
lieved they  would  continue  to  be  perverted 
to  bad  purposes. 

"  Quo  semel  est  imbuts  reoenif  servabit  odorem 
Teste  diu." 


He  feared  it  was  because  of  the  sweetn< 
of  the  odour  that  they  wanted  these  cor- 
porations.   But  there  was  one  question 
from  which  those  who  advocated  the  ne- 
cessity for  these  institutions  had  invariably 
shrunk    from    answering  —  namely,   the 
question,  "  why  they  were  not  in  opersi^ 
tion    in  the  great  towns  in  England?" 
Why  had  not  Manchester,  Birmmg^ham, 
Maryleboue,  and  many  others,  petitioned 
the  Legislature  to  grant  them  these  so 
much  coveted  institutions?     The  truth 
was,  that  Manchester  and  Birmingham, 
and  the  boroughs  of  Southwark,  West- 
minster, Marylebone,  and  Fiosbory,  were 
satisfied  with  their  present  condition,  and 
municipal  institutions,  such  as  Ministers 
proposed  to  give  to  Ireland,  were  not  con- 
sidered necessary  by  the  inhabitants  of 
those    places.     In  Ireland,  he  did  not 
think  tney  would  be  found,  as  the  amiable 
simplicity  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
supposed,  conducive  to  mutual  goodwill, 
concession,  and  forbearance.     It  was  much 
more  likely  they  would  be  under  the  con- 
trol of  that  species  of  central  government, 
the  General  Association,  and  would  con- 
stantly interfere  with  the  elective  fran- 
chise ;  and  the  result  would  be,  that  the 
ascendancy  of  one  political  party  would 
be  effected,  while  all  confidence  in  the 
administration  of  justice  by  the  local  au- 
thorities would  be  destroyed.    In  support 
of  his  argument,  he  might  quote  a  passage 
from  the  Report  of  the  Commissioaera 
appointed  to  inquire  into  Municipal  Cor- 
porations,    They  stated,  that    a    greai 
number  of  corporations  had  been  pre- 
served solely  as  political  ensines,  and  thai 
the  towns  to  which  they  bejonj;ed  derived 
no  benefit,  but  often  much  injury,  from 
their  existence ;  to  maiotaio  the  poUtioel 


94d         A4ioum£d  Debatt-^  {  Fbb.  22  } 


Third  Jbay. 


950 


influence  of  a  family,  or  the  political 
aaceodancv  of  a  partVi  bad  been  tbe  sole 
end  and  object  for  wnich  the  powers  in- 
trusted to  a  great  number  of  these  bodies 
had  been  exercised.  It  appeared,  then, 
that  the  most  flagrant  abuses  had  arisen 
from  the  perversion  of  the  municipal  pri- 
vileges to  political  purposes,  and  that  the 
corporations  not  possessed  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary franchise  had  most  faithfully  per- 
formed their  duty.  But  it  was  contended 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  that  in  the 
present  instance,  there  was  a  security 
against  corruption  and  persecution  on  the 
part  of  the  corporations  in  the  circum- 
stance that  they  would  be  the  instruments 
of  a  majority.  Surely,  it  would  hardly  be 
contended  that  it  was  impossible  for  a 
majority  to  persecute?  Mr.  Fox  said, 
that  the  ancient  republics,  whenever 
danger  was  apprehended,  did,  by  incor- 
porating every  man  with  the  state,  excite 
great  enthusiasm  in  their  defence;  and 
yet,  that  such  instances  of  iniquity,  injus- 
tice, and  oppression  were  never  presented 
as  were  presented  by  those  republics.  Did 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  consider  the 
present  position  of  the  Church  in  Ireland 
as  no  proof  that  a  minority  might  be  per- 
secuted ?  Had  the  hon.  Gentleman  read 
the  history  of  the  French  Revolution  ? 
Were  not  the  emigrants,  were  not  the 
Girondists  persecuted,  and  were  they  not 
tbe  minority?  Did  not  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  bear  in  mind  that  the  government 
of  Spain  had  confiscated  the  property  of 
General  Alava,  and  that  it  had  lately  sent 
a  general  into  Andalusia  with  authority  to 

Eroclaim,  that  every  man  who  did  not  join 
im  should  be  hanged — and  was  net  that 
persecution  ?  Would  it  be  right,  then,  to 
establish  the  proposed  municipal  bodies  in 
Ireland,  the  election  of  which  would,  in 
his  opinion,  be  influenced  by  pacificators 
appointed  in  every  parish,  and  acted  upon 
by  Roman  Catholic  priests?  Facinca- 
tion  was,  indeed,  a  noble  object,  but  he 
did  not  think  it  most  likely  to  follow  from 
a  transfer  of  authority  from  one  section  in 
the  state  to  another,  and  certainly  he  had 
serious  doubts  whether  it  were  conducive 
to  religious  peace»  above  all,  that  the 
transfer  should  be  from  a  minority  to  a 
majority*  He  had  been  tauntingly  re- 
minded of  the  minority  in  which  ne  was 
in  that  House,  but  what  was  his  minority 
compared  to  the  overwhelming  importance 
of  the  question  before  them?  He  felt 
that  it  waa  more  important  to  him  to  take 


the  course  prescribed  by  justice,  than  to 
enter  into  speculations  concerning  his 
minority — to  look  to  the  safety  and  the 
solidity  of  the  Protestant  Church,  rather 
than  to  the  insufiSciencv  of  his  minority— - 
to  provide,  in  the  first  place,  against  his  be- 
coming an  instrument  of  doing  wrong, 
and  not  until  he  had  made  that  provision 
to  think  of  his  minority.  He  never  felt 
so  satisfied  of  the  justice  of  any  cause  as 
that  of  that  Church,  nor  was  he  one  whit 
less  satisfied  that  the  House  was  bound  by 
all  the  obligations  of  honour,  of  justice, 
and  of  interest  too,  to  provide  for  the 
security  of  that  Church.  The  noble  Lord 
had  asked  him,  and  with  considerable 
anxiety  too,  which  was  not  to  be  wondered 
at,  as  the  noble  Lord  would  soon  have  to 
ask  the  question  of  himself,  what  his 
intentions  or  designs  were  under  the  for- 
midable circumstances  which  Ireland  pre- 
sented. Yes,  the  noble  Lord  would  have 
to  ask  himself  that  puzzling  question, 
when,  with  these  Municipal  Corporations 
in  the  fore-ground,  he  peered  over  the 
battlements  of  the  Churcn,  which  he  and 
his  Colleagues  were  ashamed  to  abandon 
and  afraid  to  defend.  They  pointed  to  the 
Association,  and  they  asked  him  how  he 
proposed  to  meet  the  power  which  was  in 
open  resistance  to  the  Church,  and  which 
meditated  a  violence  as  open  ?  Who  had 
made  the  Association  powerful — not  he, 
but  they.  The  existence  of  that  Associa- 
tion was  fraught  with  importance  to  the 
Church,  for  it  had  determined  on  the 
destruction  of  the  Church,  had  resolved 
that  in  Ireland  peace  should  not  ensue 
until  that  destruction  was  complete.  They 
were  persons  fond  of  secret  determina- 
tions as  to  the  benefits  they  might  obtain ; 
they  never  could  be  satisfied  with  what 
they  got;  they  were  always  asking  for 
more,  and  each  new  boon  was  an  instal- 
ment only,  a  fraction  of  some  greater 
claim*  This  was  the  way  they  had  re- 
ceived the  Appropriation  Clause  bestowed 
on  them  by  that  House,  and  this  was  the 
way  in  which  everything  else  would  be 
received.  Now,  he  would  ask  them,  did 
they  think  it  possible,  that  if  they  selected 
their  confidential  legal  advisers  from  out 
that  Association^  from  amon^;  its  most 
active  members,  they  would  disabuse  the 
public  mind  of  the  impression  that  they 
approved  of  it,  that  they  were  anxious  to 
encourage  it,  that  they  were  desirous  even 
of  rewarding  it  7  An  efibrt  at  a  retort  had 
been  made  by  the  allumn  to  the  appoint* 
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ment  of  Colonel  Perceval,  but  was  there 
no  distinction  between  the  cases?  Did 
the  House  see  none  ?  Was  there  nothing 
in  the  existence  of  funds  regularly  col< 
lected,  which,  though  now  said  to  be  kept 
sacred  for  a  legitimate  purpose,  might  be 
used  to  effect  the  perversion  of  justice  ? 
Was  the  man  most  active  in  the  creation 
of  such  funds,  which  might  be  applied  to 
defeat  the  law,  to  be  appointed  a  legal 
adviser  of  the  Government  ?  The  Prime 
Minister  had  declared,  that  he  disapproved 
of  the  Association,  and  thought  it  ought 
to  be  discouraged — that  was  the  declara- 
tion of  a  gentleman ;  but  the  mode  of  dis- 
couragement was  a  singular  one.  To  dis- 
courage the  Association,  they  gave  office 
to  a  gentleman  who  had  tried  his  'pren- 
tice-huid  in  that  Association ;  because  he 
had  graduated  in  the  normal  schools  of 
agitation,  they  thought  him  6t  to  become 
a  professor  in  Dublin  Castle— they  had 
actually  created  a  vacancy  for  him.  If 
that  were  their  mode  of  discouraging,  to 
him,  it  appeared  an^^thing  but  an  effica- 
cious one.  They  might  think  to  limit  the 
evils  by  the  plan  they  were  pursuing,  but 
their  turn  would  come  next,  their  luke- 
warmness  would  fail  them.  He  knew 
that  it  was  difficult,  and  ungracious,  per- 
haps, for  a  Government  to  exert  its  power 
to  restrain,  but  it  should  not  lend  its 
power  to  incite  or  goad  on  those  who 
were,  or  might  become,  disaffected ;  if  it 
were  so  lent,  then  it  was  a  perversion  of 
power,  and  became  a  formidable  encou- 
ragement. He  did  complain  of  such 
conduct  as  unjust,  ungenerous,  and  impo- 
litic; it  was  unjust  to  discourage  one 
species  of  association  merely,  and  from 
another  to  take  an  important  functionary, 
whose  duties  as  a  lawyer  for  the  Crown 
ought  to  be  uninfluenced  by  the  spirit  of 
any  association ;  it  was  ungenerous  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  loyalty  of  Orange- 
men, to  cajole  them  with  praises  of  their 
love  for  their  Sovereign  and  deference  to 
bis  commands,  to  confess  that  the  law 
could  not  reach  them^  and  to  obtain  their 
ends  from  their  goodwill,  and  then  to  turn 
round  on  them  and  call  them  a  miserable 
monopolising  minority;  it  was  impolitic, 
for  if  a  Government  did  not  interfere  to 
restrain,  it  at  least  should  not  interpose  to 
encourage.  When  did  the  principle*  of 
successive  concessions,  of  constant  com<> 
pliances,  of  a  nervous  horror  of  refusals, 
ever  succeed?    Never — it  was  revolting 

(0  common  sense  to  suppose  that  it  wouldt 


Such  a  system,  if  pursued  in  private  life, 
would  be  most  injurious  to  society;  m 
official  life,  it  was  much  worse,  much  more 
pernicious.  Persons  in  official  life,  should 
recollect  how  great  the  interests  were 
committed  to  them,  and  they  should  never 
interpose  their  authority,  no  matter  what 
the  direction  of  its  exercise,  to  encourage, 
or  to  do  acts  tending  to  encourage,  any 
party  or  political  sect  whatever. 

Mr.  O^Connell  rose  to  bring  back  to 
the  recollection  of  the  House,  who  the 
claimants  were  in  this  case.  The  Irish 
people  were  the  claimants  before  a  l^is- 
lature  which  was  not  Irish,  and  they  asked 
only  for  that  which  an  Irish  Legislature 
would  concede  to  them.  He  stood  there 
an  avowed  Repealer ;  he  stood  there  as 
one  convinced  that  the  Union  should  be 
repealed.  He  was,  therefore,  persuaded 
that  the  period  had  not  arrived,  and  he 
feared  it  never  would  arrive,  when  a  Bri^- 
tish  Legislature  would  be  prepared  to  do 
perfect  justice  to  Ireland.  Everything  he 
had  heard  that  night,  and  everything 
which  he  had  witnessed,  convinced  him 
the  more  strongly  that  there  was  not  the 
disposition  on  the  part  of  a  great  portion 
of  that  House,  nor  in  another  place,  as  it 
was  termed,  to  do  justice  to  Ireland.  And 
yet  he  saw  sufficient  to  warrant  him  in  not 
abandoning  the  hope  that  the  Irish  people 
would  be  able  to  obtain  justice  for  them- 
selves. But  he  should  not  be  doing  justice 
to  those  who  opposed  this  measure,  if  he 
did  not  caution  them  against  pursuing 
that  conduct  which  might  induce  the  Irish 
people  to  look  to  constitutional  means  for 
the  restoration  of  their  own  Parliament. 
He  would  bring  under  the  attention  of  the 
House  the  history  of  the  connexion  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  It  was  a  fact 
admitted,  that  there  was  no  country  in  the 
world  which  had  suffered  so  much  from 
another,  as  Ireland  had  from  this.  This 
country  had  had  dominion  in  Ireland  for 
a  period  of  600  years,  and  they  were  still 
to  be  deceived  by  professions  and  treach- 
ery ;  and  now,  at  the  end  of  600  years, 
the  British  Legislature  were  as  little  dis* 
posed  to  do  justice  as  if  they  were  ban- 
ning their  work  for  the  first  time.  The 
Irish  people  had  always  claimed  British 
institutions.  In  the  vear  1172,  in  the 
reign  of  Henry  2nd,  that  claim  had  been 
made;  in  the  year  1200,  in  the  reiga  of 
John,  that  humble  petition  was  repeated  i 
and,  in  the  reign  of  Edward  3rd,  in  the 
year  1336,  the  question  was  taken  intQ 
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what  in  Aitiire  yean  tbould  be  their 
coune  with  regard  to  legislating  for  Ire- 
land. It  was  a  question  9  whatever  party 
might  be  in  power,  to  decide  what  should 
be  their  rule  and  guide,  and  to  discrimi- 
nate what  course  it  would  be  wise  to  pur- 
sue for  the  promotion  of  the  interests  of 
seven  millions  of  their  fellow-subjects, 
who  were  united  to  us,  and  were  ready  to 
apply  themselves,  as  he  believed,  as  cor- 
dially in  the  support  of  this  great  empire 
as  any  of  the  great  body  of  inhabitants  of 
England  or  Scotland.  It  did  then  become 
a  great  question  to  say,  whether  they 
should  adopt  the  proposition  before  them, 
utterly  to  extinguish  corporations  in  Ire- 
land. He  would  not  go  over  those  argu- 
ments which  had  been  so  admirably  put 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  with 
respect  to  corporations  in  general,  because 
nothing  could  be  more  complete  than  the 
proof  that  hon.  Member  had  given  the 
House  that  corporations  tended  to  invigo* 
rate  those  exeeliencies  of  a  free  character 
on  which  the  government  of  all  free  coun- 
tries must  depend.  The  argument  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  had  not  been 
met^it  had  not  been  denied.  But  he 
must  remark  on  one  observation  which 
had  been  made  upon  that  speech  by  his 
noble  Friend,  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire, who,  completely  misunderstanding 
and  misinterpreting  the  purport  of  that 
speech,  stated,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  had  said  that  the  great  recom- 
mendation for  instituting  corporations  was, 
that  they  might  be  made  the  engine  for 
destroying  the  Church  Establishment  in 
Ireland.  Now,  the  hon.  Member's  argu- 
ment was,  that  where,  by  the  establish- 
ment of  corporations,  they  created  a  gene- 
ral interest  in  local  matters,  there  the 
power  and  influence  of  priests  and  dema- 
gogues would  be  overwhelmed;  but  the 
noble  Lord  had  understood  the  argument 
in  an  opposite  sense.  He  must  say,  with 
respect  to  these  corporations  (it  being 
allowed  that  corporations  were  good  in 
themselves),  that  they  formed  a  part  of 
the  greatness  of  imperial  Rome,  nor  did 
thev  fall  when  the  empire  had  began  to 
decline.  It  remained,  then,  to  be  shown 
why  corporations  were  unfit  to  be  adopted 
at  the  present  time.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said,  that  in  a  state  of  civili- 
zation, corporations  were  not  productive 
of  good.  And  why,  at  one  moment, 
should  it  be  maintained  that  corporations 
could  not  be  adopted  under  a  highly  civi- 


lized condition,  and  in  the  neait  bresth  tell 
them  that  Ireland  was  not  so  civilised  as 
to  allow  them  to  give  her  municipal  ineti- 
tutions?    But  he  was  told,  as  an  answor 
to  every  plea  that  had  been  urged,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
had  made  certain  predictions,  and  had 
said  that  these  corporations  must  be  fol- 
lowed up  by  certain  effects.     Why,  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  took  these  predictions  as 
certain  consequences.     Hon.  Gentlemea 
opposite  said,  they  could  not  bear  the  in- 
fluence of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny ; 
they  abjured  this  influence ;  but  here  what 
he  said  was  considered  by  them  laAJiible, 
and  must  come  to  pass.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  said,  his  opinion  was  that 
at  first,  parties  in  these  corporations  would 
be  likely  to  use  their  power  to  political 
purposes,  but  when  the  o6Bces  wei«  vested 
m  merchants  and  tradesmen  of   repot€ 
they  would  soon  lose  that  heat  which 
would  first  be  evinced,  and  men  of  cha- 
racter, and  wealth,  and  leisure  would  be 
the  persons  chosen  in  these  corporatioBS. 
That  was  his  belief.    But  it  was  said,  and 
it  was  urged,  indeed,  as  a  condudve  tirgn-^ 
ment  on  this  subject,  that  although  theoe 
corporations  might  in  themselves  be  fitting^ 
they  would  be  dangerous  to  the  Chui«h  of 
Ireland.    He  would  not  deny,  that  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  in  the  position  in  which 
she  stood,  might  be  placed  in  danger  by 
many  circumstances;  and  he  knew  not 
that  they  could  save  that  Church  from  %11 
dangers  by  depriving  the  Roman  Cattiolics 
of  their  political  and  civil  rif^ts.     In  a 
country  where  there  were  more  than   mx 
millions  of  a  different  religion,  and    not 
more  than  one  million  were  Protestsints, 
and  the  six  millions  of  Roman  Catholtes 
were  daily  increasing  in  power,  tl  could 
not  be  said  the  Church  could  remain  ftm 
from  all  danger.    They  were  not,  how- 
ever, to  look  to  a  supposed  contiagieat 
danger;  and  he  could  see  no  dangarm 
receiving  these  new  corporations.    It  siaa 
ten  times  a  more  dangerous  proceeding  to 
tell  the  people  of  Ireland,  **  Yon  cannot 
have  corporations,  because  the  Protestant 
Church  is  there  established.^    If  Uiey 
did  this,  they  would  indeed  most  unqoea- 
tionably,   increase    the  danger   to    the 
Church,  whilst  they  would  placa  it  fai  nn 
odious  position.     He  could  nat   refiatn 
from  quoting  some  observations  made  bw 
Mr.  fiurke  which  bore  on  this  sabjeot. 
Mr.  Burke  said,  '<  You  have  an   eoeW* 
siastical  esublishment  which,  thoogh  tha 
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oiher  plMti»  for  fte  AMitkm  of  Cbnrib  SitA-^yLoid 
CunrcmitT,  flron  Goi«;  to  the  AlxditSoa  of  TiUmi  ilie- 
knd). 

Wills  Bill.]  Lord  Langdale :  I  beg 
leave  to  move,  that  the  Bill  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Laws  with  respect  to  Wills  be 
now  read  a  second  time. 

It  is  so  important  to  the  welfare  of  fa- 
milieSi  and  to  the  general  interests  of  the 
commuoityy  that  men  should  be  able  to 
dispose  of  their  property  by  will,  and  that 
their  lawful  intentions  should  be  faithfully 
carried  into  execution  after  their  deaths, 
and  the  laws  under  which  these  objects 
are  to  be  effected  are  now  attended  with 
so  much  doubt  and  perplexity,  that  I  am 
induced  to  hope  that  an  attempt  to  intro- 
duce some  improvement  will  not  be  con- 
sidered to  require  any  apology. 

The  subject  has  of  late  years  been  very 
much  considered,  and  has  been  carefully 
investigated  by  two  distinct  Commissions— 
by  the  Real  Property  Commission,  wfaicli 
was  appointed  in  1828,  and  by  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commission,  which  was  appointed 
in  July,  1830.  It  was  part  of  the  business 
of  the  Real  Property  Commission  to 
consider  the  law  relating  to  wills  of  real 
estate;  and  part  of  the  business  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commission  to  consider  the 
law  relating  to  wills  of  personal  estate ; 
but  in  such  a  case  it  was  impossible  for 
either  Commission  to  avoid  touching  upon 
something  which  was  within  the  province 
of  the  other ;  and  the  result  has  been,  that 
upon  several  points  comprised  within  the 
general  question,  the  public  has  the  bene- 
fit of  the  investigations  and  recommenda- 
tions of  both  Commissions. 

The  Report  of  the  ^Ecclesiastical  Com* 
mission  was  made  in  February,  1832.  The^ 
fourth  Report  of  the  Real  Property  Com- 
miasion^  which  is  upon  the  subject  of  wills, 
was  made  in  Aprils  1833;  and  with  a 
view  principally  to  carry  into  effect  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Real  Property  Com- 
missiooy  a  Bill  was  prepared  by  Mr.  Tyr- 
rell, a  very  able  and  distinguished  member 
of  the  Commission,  and  that  Bill  was 
brought  into  the  House  of  Commons  in  the 
year  1834.  It  was  referred  to  and  con- 
sidered in  a  Select  Committee,  but  did  not 
then  proceed  further.  In  the  year  1835 
it  was  introduced  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  passed  the  House  ai>er  having 
been  again  referred  to,  and,  as  I  am  in- 
formed, very  carefully  considered  in  a  Se- 
lect Committee.  It  was  then  brought  up 
to  this  House,  read  once,  and  referred  i  o 
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a  Select  Committee,  from  which  it  received 
great  attention,  but  no  report  was  made. 

My  Lords,  I  had  the  honour  to  present 
the  same  Bill  to  your  Lordships  early  in 
the  last  Session,  and,  though  I  had  every 
reason  to  think  that  great  pains  had  been 
taken  to  investigate  the  subject  fully,  yet 
being  of  opinion  that  in  such  a  case  no 
caution  could  be  super6uou8,  and  being 
certain  that  1  might  rely  on  receiving  ad- 
vice and  assistance  from  the  members  of  a 
learned  and  liberal  profession,  I  caused  se- 
veral copies  of  the  Bill  to.be  sent  to  many 
eminent  men  engaged  in  different  branches 
of  the  law,  and  from  them  I  received,  as  I 
had  expected  to  do,  many  valuable  com- 
munications— some  of  them  reached  me  at 
a  late  period  of  the  Session — and  that, 
together  with  other  circumstances,  pre* 
vented  me  from  laying  the  subject  in  de- 
tail before  your  Lordships  in  the  course  of 
the  last  year. 

These  communications  have  been  care- 
fully considered,  and  in  consequence  of 
them,  and  with  the  assistance  of  Mr.  Tyr- 
rell, some  alterations,  though  not  to  any 
great  extent  or  of  any  considerable  im- 
portance, have  been  made  in  the  BQl 
which  I  now  submit  to  your  Lordships  in 
what,  I  hope,  may  be  considered  an  im- 
proved state. 

The  general  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  col- 
lect the  provisions  of  several  statutes  re- 
lating to  wills  into  one  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  make  in  theae 
provisions  such  modifications  as  may  af- 
ford additional  securities  for  the  preven- 
tion of  spurious  wills,  and  additional  faci- 
lities for  making  genuine  wills. 

The  particular  provisions  relate  to  the 
property  which  may  be  disposed  of  by 
will ;  the  persons  by  whom  wills  may  be 
made ;  the  forms  which  are  to  be  observed 
in  making  them;  and  the  modes  of  revok- 
ing, altering,  and  reviving  them;  and  to 
these  provisions,  which  necessarily  belong 
to  the  subject,  it  has  been  thought  rigbt 
to  add  others  for  correcting  certain  roles 
of  construction,  by  which  the  lawful  in- 
tentions of  testators  are  often  defeated ; 
and  there  are  some    incidental    matters 
which  may,  perhaps,  be  more  conveniently 
explained  on  a  future  occasion. 

According  to  the  policy  of  this  coantry « 
it  is  desirable  that  the  propert]f  which  a 
man  may  dispose  of  by  his  will  sboald 
comprise  every  thing  which  he  has — i'.  e. 
every  thing  he  has  for  an  interest  which 
endures  beyond  his  own  life,  and  which» 
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and  becoiiie  the  owner,  but,  without  re-ex. 
ecation,  the  will  is  wholly  ineffective  as  to 
this  estate.  !Nay  more,  a  man  may  have 
entered  into  a  binding  contract  for  the 
purchase  of  an  estate  which  in  equity  is 
justly  considered  as  his.  Being  his,  he 
devises  it ;  and  if  he  were  then  to  die, 
the  equitable  interest  would  pass  to  his 
devisee — but  during  his  life,  he  obtains  a 
conveyance  of  the  legal  estate;  and,  if 
from  some  circumstance  of  family  conve- 
nience, or  it  may  be  from  some  whim  of 
the  conveyancer  not  knowing  of  the  will, 
the  legal  estate  should  be  taken  in  a  form 
different  from  that  of  the  equitable  estate 
obtained  by  the  contract,  the  will  fails 
and  the  devisee  is  disappointed.  And 
what  seems  more  extraordinary  than  this, 
a  man  may  be  possessed  of  the  same  real 
property,  both  at  the  date  of  his  will  and 
at  the  time  of  his  death,  so  that  by  the 
ordinary  rule  the  estate  would  pass ;  yet 
if  in  the  interval  he  should,  with  the 
desire,  and,  for  the  avowed  purpose  of 
strengthening  his  own  title,  and  by  that 
means  making  his  gift  more  secure,  have 
done  certain  acts  as  he  thought  for  further 
assurance,  the  effect  of  those  acts  (as 
the  law  now  stands),  may  have  been  to 
strengthen  his  own  title,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  to  defeat  the  devise  for  the  s^ake  of 
which  alone  he  desired  to  strengthen  his 
own  title. 

These  and  other  anomalies  have  been 
constantly  complained  of;  and  judges 
have  lamented  the  necessity  under  which 
they  were,  to  act  upon  rules  which  they 
disapproved  of,  and  which  they  could  not 
evade.  The  Real  Property  Commissioners 
have,  therefore,  recommended,  and  this 
Bill  proposes,  that  a  man  should  be  able 
to  dispose  by  his  will  of  all  the  real  estate 
which  he  may  be  intitled  to  at  the  time  of 
his  death,  although  he  may  have  become 
intitled  to  it  after  the  date  of  his  will. 

Such  are  the  alterations  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  make  in  the  property  which  may 
be  disposed  of  by  will. 

As  to  the  persons  by  whom  real  estate  may 
be  devised,  it  is  not  proposed  to  make  any 
change;  but,  at  present,  personal  estate 
may  be  bequeathed  by  boys  of  fourteen 
and  girls  of  twelve  years  of  age,  if  they 
should  be  of  sufficient  discretion.  It  was 
proposed  by  the  Real  Property  Commission, 
that  no  will  of  any  sort  should  be  made  by 
any  person  under  the  age  of  twenty-one 
years ;  and  the  Bill,  when  introduced  into 
Iho  Hou«e  of  Commoua  io  1834  At)d  1835j 


contained  a  clause  to  that  effects    In  the 
Select  Committee  of  that  House,  it  was 
considered  that  persons  under  twenty-one 
might  be  intrusted  to  make  their  wills , 
and  seventeen  was  the  age  there  proposed 
and  adopted.    This  change,  however,  was 
not  acquiesced  in  by  the  House,  and  the 
age  of  twenty-one  years  was  restored  to 
the  Bill,  and  remained  in  it  when  it  came 
up  to  this  House.     The  present  Bill  pro- 
poses twenty-one  years  as  the  age  of  per- 
sons who  make  wills  of  lands,  and  seven- 
teen years  as  the  age  of  those  who  make 
wills  of  personalty ;  and,  if  it  should  be 
your  Lordships'   pleasure  that  this   Bill 
should  go  into  Committee,  it  may  be  con- 
sidered whether  this  is  not  a  convenient 
arrangement  by  way  of  compromise.    The 
law,  as  it  stands,  makes  the  property  of  an 
intestate  devolve  in  a  manner  which,  not- 
withstanding some  objections,  is,  I  believe, 
generally  approved  in  this  country ;  and 
the  intestacy  of  a  young  person  under 
twenty-one  years  of  age  cannot  be  looked 
upon  as  a  considerable  grievance;   but 
there  are  cases  (of  illegitimate  children 
particularly),  in  which  with  reference  to 
the    persons  by  whom  they  have  been 
brought  up  and  kindly  treated,  it  may  be 
thought  desirable  to    give    a  power    of 
making  a  will  at  an  earlier  age  than  twenty- 
one  years. 

The  provisions  of  this  Bill,  with  respect 
to  the  mode  of  executing  wills,  are  uext 
to  be  considered. 

Now,  my  Lords,  of  all  acts  whatever  by 
which  property  may  be  disposed  of  ar 
affected,  it  may  justly  be  said,  that  at  the 
very  times  when  the  acts  are  done,  yoa 
should  secure  the  means  of  aothenticatiog 
and  establishing  them  on  future  occasions  i 
and  that  which  is  true  of  all  such  acts,    is 
more  particularly  important  in  the  case   of 
wills,  the  making  of  which,  though  a 
important  duty,  and  one  which  every 
ought  to  perform  in  his  time  of  health 
strength,  is  so  frequently  delayed  to   tli« 
last  moments  of  life — momenta  too  oCten 
of   agitation,    debility,  and    destitation  \ 
when  the  man  may  not  be  able  to 
the  assistance  which,  at  anoiher 

he  might  have  commanded;    and^  ^i^l^ 

he  may  be  surrounded  by  interestiKl     m.v^«i 
artful  persons,  willing,  if  they  safely   o&n 
to  withdraw  the  testator's  estate  froca^     ^|^^ 
proper  objects  of  his  bounty,  or  froc^^     ^^,^ 
persons  whom  the  law  has  designs 
his  proper  successors  in  the  absence 
expressed  will  of  his  own  ta  the  coa 
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■0  strict,  in  language  so  loose,  for  wills  of 
real  estate,  and  that  the  Legislature  did 
not  require  some  form  for  the  validity  of 
wills  of  personal  estate.  The  discrepancy 
between  the  modes  of  executing  wills  of 
real,  and  wills  of  personal  estate,  and  the 
grave  inconveniencies  arising  from  that 
discrepancy,  have  been  from  time  to  time 
pointed  out  and  lamented,  and  have  been 
noticed  at  length  in  the  Reports  of  both 
the  Real  Property  and  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissions. 

I  shall  submit  to  your  Lordships  only 
one  case,  for  the  purpose  of  illustration. 
A  roan  having  ample  property,  real  and 
personal,  and  a  large  family,  makes  his 
will  for  the  purpose  of  proviain^  for  all  his 
children :  he  settles  what  he  thmks  proper 
for  the  benefit  of  his  beir — he  directs  all 
the  rest  to  be  sold,  and  the  produce  to  be 
divided  amongst  his  younger  children  in 
certain  shares ;  or  knowing  the  different 
habits  and  characters  of  his  younger  chil- 
dren, he  provides  for  some  by  giving  them 
Portions  of  his  real  estates,  and  for  others 
y  giving  them  sums  of  money.  He  ex- 
presses himself  clearly  and  distinctly,  so 
that  there  is  no  doubt  of  his  intention. 
He  signs  his  will,  and  procures  witnesses 
to  attest  his  signature ;  but  knowing  that 
two  witnesses  are  commonly  sufficient  to 
attest  a  legal  act,  and  not  aware  that 
three  witnesses  are  required  to  attest  the 
execution  of  a  will,  he  procures  no  more 
than  two ;  and  the  consequence  is,  that  the 
will,  though  good  as  to  the  personalty, 
wholly  fails  as  to  the  real  estate.  To  ears 
Dot  familiar  with  such  things,  it  seems 
strange  to  say  that  the  will,  though  clearly 
expressing  the  intention  in  every  part,  is 
partly  good  and  partly  bad,  but  so  it  is,  as 
the  law  now  stands.  The  real  estate,  in- 
tended for  the  youneer  children,  descends 
upon  the  beir  in  addition  to  the  provision 
expressly  made  for  him,  and  the  younger 
children,  whose  provision  was  to  consist  of 
real  estate  only,  are  left  penniless. 

I  might  mention  other  cases  of  striking 
inconvenience  arising  from  the  want  of 
uniformity  in  the  mode  of  executing  wills 
relating  to  different  sorts  of  property,  but 
it  seems  unnecessary.  It  is  clearly  desir* 
able  that  the  validity  of  all  wills  should 
depend  on  circumstances  of  the  same 
sort;  and  as  I  apprehend  that  no  one 
would  agree  to  sanction  informal  wills  of 
real  estate^  it  follows  that  some  forms 
■hould  be  reqaired  to  give  validity  to  wills 
pf  penpnal  estate. 


It  is  not  to  be  denied  that  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Courts  have  sometimes  been  able  te 
collect  a  clear  intention  from  the  informal 
and  imperfect  papers  which  they  have 
held  to  constitute  a  will^  and,  conse- 
quently, that  the  intentions  of  some  testa- 
tors may  be  disappointed  by  excluding 
such  documents.  But  in  considering  tbe 
propriety  of  a  proposed  general  rule^  it  is 
necessary  to  estimate  the  probable  incon- 
veniences to  arise  from  adopting  or  re- 
jecting it ;  and  on  a  fair  consideration  of 
all  the  circumstances,  both  the  Commis- 
sions concur  in  recommending  thai  a 
formal  execution  of  the  wills  of  personal 
estate  should  be  required. 

And  supposing  that  your  Lordships  may 
be  disposed  to  concur  in  an  enactment, 
providing  for  the  execution  of  all  wilU«  in 
an  uniform  manner,  tbe  next  consideration 
is  what  the  form  should  be?  tbe  forois 
required  for  wills  of  lands  by  the  Statute 
of  Frauds,  or  any  other  ? 

There  is  not,  as  I  apprehend,  and  as  I  have 
before  stated,  any  doubt  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  writing — signature-* and  attesta- 
tion of   witnesses, — but    the  Statute   c^ 
Frauds  in  directing  the  attestation  of  wit- 
nesses says,  that  the  will  is  to  be  tab- 
scribed   by  three   or  four    credible  wit- 
nesses in  the  presence  of  the  testator ;  aad 
from  this  clause  great  litigation  has  arisen, 
and  continually  arises.    The  question^  re- 
late to  the  number  of  witnesses— to   the 
legal  effect  of  the  word  ''  credible** — and 
to  the  direction  that  the  witnesses  shall 
subscribe    the    will    in  the    presence    of 
the  testator. 

Both  Commissions  recommend,  that  the 
number  of  witnesses  shall  be  reduced 
from  three  to  two,  for  reasons  which  thej 
have  stated,  and  which  seem  to  be  suf- 
ficient to  warrant  their  conclusion.  In 
most  legal  instruments  the  attestation  of 
two  witnesses  is  thought  sufficient.  Two 
witnesses  are  usually  called  in,  and  are 
often  required  to  subscribe  the  attestatioa, 
and  this  to  such  an  extent,  that  a  sort  of 
habit  of  attesting  by  two  witnesses  has 
been  acquired,  and  very  many  wills  have 
been  frustrated  in  consequence  of  testa^ 
tors  having  unfortunately  conformed  to 
that  habit.  It  is  obviously  lass  diSiciill 
to  procure  two  than  three  witnesses  in 
cases  of  emergency,  and  this  Bill,  pur* 
suant  to  the  recommendation  of  tbe  Coai.«> 
missions,  proposes,  that  an  attestation  of 
wills  by  two  witnesses  shall  be  sufficienU 

As  to  tbe  word  *' credible'';  i(  itctr^ 
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the  presence  of  the  party  who  has  executed 
it;  but  to  take  the  instrument  into  an 
adjoining  room  and  there  sign  the  attesta- 
tion.   This  mode  of  proceeding  does  not 
in  any  way  affect  the  yalidity  of  a  deed ; 
but  if  it  is  adopted  in  attesting  the  execu- 
tion of  a  wi11»  the  vah'dity  of  die  will  may 
be  wholly  destroyed,  because  the  statute 
requires  the  attestation  to  be  subscribed  in 
the  presence  of  the  testator — and  incon« 
▼eniences  so  great  have  occurred,  and  have 
been  threatened,  in  consequence  of  this 
proTtsion,  that  in  this,  as  in  other  cases  of 
inconveniences  occasioned  by  the  law,  the 
courts  have  been  impelled  to  use  their 
best  endeavours  to  defeat  the  plain  mean- 
ing of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  by  giving  to 
the  words    a    construction  which    it   is 
scarcely  possible  to  suppose  the  Legislature 
intended — and  it  has  been  held  that  the 
words  "  in  the  presence  of  the  testator,*' 
do  not  mean  in  tne  same  room,  or  even  in 
the  same  house  with  the  testator,  or  even 
within  the  actual  sight  of  the  testator; 
but  they  mean  being  in  such  a  situation 
that,  if  he  would,  he  might  have  seen  the 
witnesses    sign    the     attestation.      The 
testator  may  be  sitting  in  his  carriage  in 
the  street,  and  the  witnesses  may  sign  the 
attestation  in  a  house — ^if  by  design,  or 
even  by  accident,  the  carriage  is  so  placed 
that  through  the  window  he  might  have 
seen  the  attestation  signed,  it  is  enough ; 
it  is  not  made  a  question  whether  he  did 
see.    If  the  testator  is  in  bed  in  one  room, 
and  the  witness  sign  the  attestation  in  an 
adjoining  or  any  other  room,  the  inquiry 
is  noty  whether  the  testator  saw  the  attest- 
ations signed,  but  whether  he  might  have 
seen,  if  he  would.    In  what  position  was 
the  testator  lying  in  his  bed  r  where  was 
the  table  on  which  the  witnesses  signed 
the  attestation?  were  the  doors  or  windows 
between  the  room  where  the  testator  was 
and  the  place  where  the  witnesses  signed 
the  attestation,  open  or  shut?  was  there 
any  hole  in  the  wall  or  in  the  floor  ?  in 
abort,  could  a  straight  line,  by  any  means 
or  through    any  aperture,   have    passed 
without  interruption  from  the  head  of  the 
testator  to  the  place  where  the  witnesses 
signed  ?  or  if  not,  was  there  a  mirror  or 
looking-glass  so  placed,  that  by  the  laws 
of  optics  a  reflected  ray  of  light  might 
have  enabled  the  testator,  if  he  would,  to 
see  what  was  doing  ?  if  yes,  the  will  was 
^ood ;  but  if  no,  the  will  is  bad,  and  the 
intentions  of  the  testator  are  wholly  frus- 
trated* 


^  Now  the  probable  reason  why  it  was 
directed  that  the  attestation  should  be 
subscribed  in  the  presence  of  the  testator 
was,  that  the  witnesses  might  be  prevented 
from  substituting  a  spurious  paper  instead 
of  the  will — a  very  improbable  risk,  the 
protection  against  which  was  lost  from  the 
moment  that  constructive  presence  was 
substituted  for  actual  presence.  No  bad 
consequence  has  followed  from  the  loss  of 
that  protection,  but  the  inconvenience  of 
great  litigation  and  uncertainty  has  arisen 
from  the  question  what  constitutes  "  pre- 
sence" in  particular  cases,  according  to 
the  constructive  meaning  which  has  been 
given  to  that  word — and  it  is  conceived 
that  this  inconvenience  may  be  removed, 
and  that  no  benefit  will  be  lost  by  omitting 
from  the  directions  fbr  attestation  con- 
tained in  the  Statute  of  Frauds,  the  words 
**  in  the  presence  of  the  testator'' — and 
this -Bill  accordingly  proposes  to  omit 
them. 

My  Lords,  it  is  to  be  observed,  that  the 
Statute  of  Frauds,  whilst  it  provides  thai 
the  witnesses  shall  attest  and  subscribe  in 
the  presence  of  the  testator,  does  not  pro- 
vide that  they  shall  be  present  together  at 
the  time  when  the  testator  signs  or  ac» 
knowledges  the  will.  The  consequence  of 
this  is,  that  the  testator  may  sign  the  will 
in  the  absence  of  all  the  witnesses ;  and 
may  afterwards  acknowledge  bis  signatore, 
at  successive  intervals  of  time,  to  differeni 
witnesses,  who  may  never  have  seen  each 
other.  Chief  Justice  Willis  considered 
this  to  be  an  inlet  to  great  frauds  and  im- 
positions, and  he  thought  it  desirable  that 
the  witnesses  should  be  present  together, 
and  be  a  cheA  upon  eacn  other.  Other 
judges  have  expressed  the  same  optnion, 
and  on  this  ground  the  Real  Property 
Commission  proposed,  and  it  is  provided 
by  this  Bill,  that  the  signature  of  the  tes- 
tator shall  be  made  or  acknowledged  by 
him  in  the  presence  of  witnesies  present 
at  the  same  time.  In  this  provision 
there  can  be  no  question  as  to  any  con* 
structive  presence ;  anything  vague  or  un- 
certain in  the  word  presence  is  limited  by 
this, — that  whilst  present  they  are  to  be 
percipient  witnesses  of  the  signature  or  ac- 
knowledgment. 

The  next  subject  to  be  considered  is  the 
revocation  of  wills,  and  the  mode  of  reviv* 
ing  them  af\er  revocation. 

At  present  there  is  a  great  varietv  of 
rules  applicable  to  this  su^ect ;  and  frona 
this  variety  great   inconventencei    ham 
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hed  the  general  power  of  appointment  in 
the  three  parishes  passed,  because  as  be 
named  the  parisbfB  be  must  have  meant 
the  lands  within  them,  and  those  were  only 
lands  over  which  he  had  the  power  of  ap- 
pointment ;  but  in  the  one  parish  in  which 
he  had  lands  of  both  sorts,  the  lands  over 
which  he  had  the  power  of  appointment 
did  not  pass,  because  the  lands  in  fee 
in  the  same  parish  were  sufficient  to 
satisfy  the  words  of  the  devise.  It  is  im* 
possible  to  believe  that  the  testator  did 
not  intend  these  lands  to  pass ;  and  the  in- 
tention of  the  enactment  now  proposed  is 
to  prevent  such  disappointment  of  inten- 
tion in  cases  of  the  like  kind. 

The  clauses  in  this  Bill  which  are  next 
to  be  noticed  are  those  which  relate  to  the 
construction  and  effect  of  certain  words. 
There  are  certain  constructions  of  words 
which  the  Courts  are  at  present  obliged  to 
adhere  to,  and  have  no  power  to  alter  \ 
but  being  acknowledged  to  produce  an 
effect  which,  if  uncontrolled,  is  in  all  cases 
contrary  to  the  intention  of  the  testator, 
endeavours  are  constantly  used  to  find  out 
other  words  and  circumstances  to  control 
them:  and  to  what  extent  those  other 
words  and  circumstances  may  be  available 
for  that  purpose  is  always  a  question 
attended  with  doubt  and  difficulty,  and  is 
often  a  source  of  great  uncertainty  in 
titles.  I  do  not  know  how  I  can  explain 
the  nature  of  the  proposed  enactment 
better  than  by  stating  examples  of  the 
cases  which  occur.  The  words  lands 
and  tenements  do  not  of  themselves  de- 
signate the  quantity  of  estate  for  which 
they  are  held.  They  are  equally  applies* 
ble  to  lands  and  tenements  held  in  fee 
and  to  lands  and  tenements  held  for  years 
only,  and  when  found  in  wills  they  clearly 
ought  to  be  applied  to  both;  but  the 
construction  which  the  Courts  are  now 
bound  to  give  to  the  words  varies  accord- 
ing to  circumstances.  If  a  man  having 
lands  in  fee  only  in  one  parish  ,  lands  for 
vears  only  in  another  parish,  and  both 
lands  in  fee  and  lands  for  years  in  a 
third,  devises  all  his  lands  and  tenements 
in  the  three  parishes,  the  lands  in  fee 
pass  by  the  will,  and  so  do  the  lands  for 

i^ean  in  the  parish  in  which  he  has  no 
ends  in  fee,  but  the  lands  held  for  years 
in  the  parish  in  which  be  has  both  lands  in 
fee  ana  lands  for  years  do  not  pass.  The 
case  is  very  like  Uiat  which  I  have  men- 
tioned iipeo  the  itttyect  oi   land  over 


ment,  and  the  plain  and  manifest  intention 
of  the  testator  is  equally  violated,  and  ie 
by  all  judges  admitted  so  to  be.  It  is 
therefore  proposed  to  be  enacted^  that  a 
general  devise  of  lands  shall  be  held  to 
include  leaseholds. 

Again,  because  the  words  lands  and 
tenements  do  not  of  themselves  designate 
the  quantity  of  estate  or  interest  for  which 
they  are  held,  and  in .  common  parlance 
when  a  man  speaks  of  his  house  or  of  bis 
lands  as  property  which  he  has  a  right  to 
dispose  of,  he  means  his  whole  rieht  to  it, 
it  often  happens  that  a  man  making  his 
will  without  competent  legal  advice,  gives 
his  house  or  his  lands  at  such  a  place  to 
such  a  person  without  adding  any  word  of 
limitation  or  inheritance.  To  common 
understandings,  and  out  of  the  Courts,  his 
meaning  is  clear  and  obvious,  to  give  all 
his  interest  in  the  house  or  in  the  lands 
to  his  devisee.  But  the  rules  of  construe* 
tion  which  have  unhappily  been  established 
intervene  to  thwart  the  plain  intention  ; 
and  if  there  be  no  other  words  in  the  will 
to  help  that  plain  intention,  the  devisee 
takes  only  an  estate  for  life.  Lord 
Mansfield  and  other  eminent  judges  havo 
admitted,  that  in  almost  every  case  where 
by  law  a  general  devise  of  lands  is  reduced 
to  an  estate  for  life,  the  intention  of  the 
testator  is  thwarted ;  and  it  is  therefore 
proposed  to  put  an  end  to  this  reproach 
upon  the  law. 

Again,  it  is  very  common  to  devise  real 
or  personal  estate  to  a  particular  person,  as 
to  an  eldest  son,  and  if  that  eldest  son 
*^  shall  die  without  issue,**  then  to  the 
second  son.  Of  the  meaning  and  inteu- 
tion  there  is  no  doubt— no  one  who  con* 
siders  the  ordinary  sense  and  meaning  of 
the  words  "  die  without  issue  "  has  or  can 
have  any  doubt  that  they  mean  die,  being 
at  the  time  of  dying  without  issue,  and 
that  the  testator  means  that  the  estate 
shall  go  to  his  second  son  if  the  first  shall 
die  without  issue  living  at  the  time  of  his 
death.  But  very  different  is  theconstroc- 
tion  which  the  judges  are  bound  to  pot 
unon  the  words  if  they  can  find  nothing 
efse  in  the  will  to  control  their  technicd 
meaning.  They  are  bound  to  construe  tlie 
words ''  shall  die  without  issue  *'  to  mean, 
**  shall  become  dead  without  issue  at  any 
period  however  remote.^  Now  a  man  may 
die  to  day,  leaving  a  family  of  children  ; 
he  is  not  oead  without  issue,  but  two  or 
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that  the  courts  should  construe  the  words 
of  a  will  in  their  plain,  popular,  and  ob- 
vious sense.  A  man  may  have  made  his 
will  in  his  time  of  health  and  strength, 
and  with  the  ablest  professional  assistance : 
such  a  will  is  probably  so  expressed  as  to 
secure  the  execution  of  that  which  was 
the  intention  at  the  time  when  the  will 
was  made.  But  in  the  mutability  of  all 
human  concerns,  no  man  can  say  that  the 
will  which  is  now  most  suitable  to  the 
state  of  his  family  and  affairs,  will  be  so 
in  the  course  of  a  few  days  hence,  or  at 
the  time  of  his  death.  However  well  his 
affairs  may  now  be  arranged,  however 
accurately  the  will  already  made  may 
express  his  wishes  at  this  time,  a  change 
may  be  necessary  almost  at  the  last  mo- 
ment of  life,  and  at  a  time  when  it  is  im- 
possible for  him  to  procure  the  assistance 
of  a  professional  man,  competent  to  sug« 
gest  the  words,  by  the  use  of  which  alone, 
in  the  technical  construction  put  upon 
them,  it  can  be  made  sure  that  his  real 
intentions  will  be  carried  into  effect.  He 
must  take  such  assistance  as  in  the  emer- 
gency he  can  procure ;  words  taken  in 
their  ordinary  and  popular  sense,  will 
probably  be  used :  and  if  the  courts  can- 
not, as  they  now  cannot,  construe  them 
in  the  same  ordinary  and  popular  sense, 
the  intentions  of  the  testator  will  be  frus- 
trated. I  hope,  therefore,  that  your 
Lordships  will  not  object  to  the  construe- 
tion  clauses  introduced  into  this  Bill. 

My  Lords,  I  have  already  occupied  so 
much  time,  that  I  shall  barely  notice  the 
remaining  clauses  in  this  Bill.  Two  of 
them  are  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
making  it  more  easy  to  ascertain  what 
estate  is  vested  in  trustees,  and  to  remove 
uncertainties  and  difficulties  which  have 
arisen  from  the  rule  which  in  some  cases 
makes  the  estate  of  the  trustee  commen- 
surate with  the  purposes  of  the  trust 
which  he  has  to  execute :  and  there  are 
two  others  which  relate  to  lapsed  devises 
and  bequests. 

When  there  is  a  gifl  in  tail,  the  testator 
intends  the  issue  to  take  if  no  act  be  done 
to  bar  the  entail ;  and  if  the  persons  to 
whom  the  gifl  in  tail  is  made,  should  die 
in  the  lifetime  of  the  testator,  leaving 
Issue  inheritable  under  the  intended  entail, 
itnfif  probably  intended  by  the  testator, 
that  such  issue  should  be  substituted  as 
the  devisee  in  tail,  in  lieu  of  the  person 
first  named,   and  the  Bill    proposes    to 

carry  this  probable  intention  into  effectt 


Again,  it  often  happens  that  a  testa* 
tor  gives  legacies  to  his  different  children 
as  their  portions,  and  that  some  of  his 
children  marry  and  die  in  his  lifetime, 
leaving  children  of  their  own.  It  is  in 
the  highest  degree  probable  that  the  tes- 
tator does  not  intend  the  portions  of  such 
deceased  children  to  lapse — does  not  in- 
tend the  children  of  his  deceased  children 
to  be  left  destitute ;  and  this  Bill  there- 
fore provides,  that  the  legacies  or  por- 
tions of  such  of  the  testator's  children 
as  die  in  his  lifetime,  leaving  children, 
should  take  effect. 

I  have  now  endeavoured  to  explain, 
however  imperfectly,  the  principal  provi- 
sions of  this  Bill.  If  your  Lordships 
should  be  pleased  to  adopt  them,  they 
will,  I  believe,  be  found  to  supersede  all 
the  statutes  heretofore  made  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  it  would  seem  to  be  more  conve- 
nient to  repeal  those  statutes. 

It  only  remains  for  roe  to  thank  your 
Lordships  for  the  attention  which  I  have 
received,  and  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Lord  Abinger  concurred  in  many  obser- 
vations and  propositions  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  and  though  he  was  not 
altogether  pleased  with  the  phraseology 
of  the  Bill,  yet  it  was  considerably  less 
objectionable  than  the  last.  Of  that  it 
had  been  said  in  another  place  that  ft  had 
lain  in  the  dormitory  of^  that  House  so 
long  as  to  prevent  its  being  enacted.  It 
had  never  undergone  public  discussion 
elsewhere,  but  it  had  in  that  House,  and 
to  him  it  was  unintelligible  at  first,  and 
not  quite  clear  even  when  interpreted  by 
the  Gentleman  who  had  drawn  it.  The 
present  Bill  was  an  important  improve- 
ment on  the  last,  and  was  rendered  the 
more  valuable  by  the  fact,  which  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  not  adverted  to, 
that  by  it  rights  of  entry  and  of  action,  or 
suit,  might  be  devised  or  bequeathed. 

Iiord  Brougham  did  not  rise  to  ofier  a 
panegyric  on  that  which  required  none, 
but  to  express  his  satisfaction  that  bis 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  who  had  just 
spoken,  did  approve  of  this  Bill.  He  was 
sure,  that  had  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  examined  the  former  Bill  as  atten- 
tively as  he  appeared  to  have  done  this, 
he  would  have  found  no  difficulty  in  com« 
prehending  it.  There  were  but  two  dtf* 
ferences  of  any  importance  between  them, 
or,  at  the  most,  five.  There  were  some 
clav8€8;  however,  to  whicbi  in  Committee| 


could  be  suggested  for  the  working  of  the 
Bill,  he  would  not  object  to  them. 

Mr.  WalUr  said,  that  in  rising  to  make 
the  motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice 
it  was  his  desire  that  the  House  should  tho- 
roughly understand  that  he  had  not  himself 
sought  the  duty  which  he  now  undertook. 
Whatever  might  be  his  opinion  of  the 
character  and  consequences  of  the  mea^ 
sure,  to  which  he  should  call  the  attention 
of  the  House,  on  its  first  issuing  from  the 
original  Board  of  Commissioners,  and  on 
its  subsequent  introduction  into  Parlia- 
ment; and,  however  he  might  then  have 
given  it  all  the  opposition  in  his  power, 
yet,  having  done  this,  and  the  Bill  having 
been  passed  into  a  law,  he,  of  course,  felt 
it  his  duty  to  bow  to  the  decision  of  the 
majority  which  was  against  him,  and 
therefore  for  a  long  time,  studiously 
avoided  any  recurrence  to  the  subject.  At 
length,  however,  he  was  called  from  this 
state  of  acquiescence,  by  the  complaints 
of  his  own  constituents,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, and  then  by  those  of  others  through 
the  country,  who  thought  they  oould 
confide  in  nim  to  attempt  the  removal  of 
those  mischiefs,  and  the  alleviation  of 
those  hardships,  which  he  had  foreseen, 
and  had  foretold,  would  be  the  conse- 
quences of  the  Bill  if  it  were  carried  into  a 
law,  and  which  consequences  were  then  be- 
ginning to  be  felt.  What  he  was  now 
doing — though  he  did  it  on  the  maturest 
consideration — was  really  little  more  than 
obeying  the  calls  which  had  been  thus 
made  upon  him.  He  was  conveying 
the  sense  of  his  poorer  fellow-subjects, 
the  people,  to  the  people's  House  of  Par- 
liament'—for  such,  he  hoped  that  House 
would  prove  itself,  to  be.  But  he  was 
doing  more  than  this;  for  those  com- 
plaints had  received  such  sanction  from 
persons  of  higher  rank^  and  more  accu-* 
rate  means  of  observation  —  from  the 
clergy  he  would  say  particularly,  and 
from  many  eminent  members  of  the  ma- 
gistracy— that  they  were  not  only  the 
cries  of  suffering,  but  also  the  voice  of 
reason  and  reflection.  Upon  these 
grounds,  he  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  them  ;  and  he  entertained  the 
more  ardent  hope  of  success,  because 
there  was  nothing  to  oppose  to  these  cries 
of  complaint,  and  these  cool  and  rational 
%Xk9X  ations  of  which  he  had  spoken,  but 
the  devtunsidered  an  ill-understood  view 
first  named,  •erests,  taken  by  those  who 
carry  this  prob^he  poor,  and  the  stern 


rules  of  a  something  tailed  political 
economy.  Though  ,|in  the  first  instance, 
he  was  opposed  to  the  Bill  altogethaTy 
and  though,  even  last  year,  had  any  (Gen- 
tlemen of  decided  influence  in  the  Houae, 
proposed  its  entire  repeal,  he  would  haTe 
given  him  his  support ;  yet  he  confessed 
that,  under  existing  circumstances— under 
a  consideration  of  the  vast  machinery 
which  had  been  set  at  work  from  one 
end  of  the  kingdom  to  another,  he  thought 
it  his  present  duty  to  confine  himself  ra« 
ther  to  an  attempt  to  modify  and  abate 
certain  evils  of  the  system — to  knock  oflT 
some  of  the  shackles  upon  its  movemeni 
— than  tm  aim  at  a  total  repeal  of  the  Act, 
or  a  complete  removal  of  the  machinery 
that  had  been  put  into  operation.  He 
would  not  repeat  the  arguments  of  last 
year,  but  would  briefly  call  to  the  reeoU 
lection  of  hon.  Members,  the  origin  of 
one  of  the  evils  which  had  given  occasion 
to  the  immense  change  which  had  been 
introduced  into  the  state  and  character  of 
the  Poor-laws.  The  magistrates  of  the 
southern  counties,  in  the  year  MW^  In- 
stead of  obeying  the  law  then  in  eiistenee 
for  regulating  wages,  chose  to  introduce  a 
practice  of  their  own,  directing  tbatwagea 
should  be  apportioned  to  the  numbers  of 
the  agricultural  labourer's  family,  and  that 
the  poor-rate  should  be  brought  in  ^id  to 
supply  any  deficiencies  that  mi^ht  occur. 
The  demoralising  effect  of  this  process 
was  obvious:  it  banished  pmdence,  and 
prudential  considerations,  mm  the  mar- 
riages of  the  poor,  and  drove  them  into 
premature  wedlock  for  the  sake  of  raising 
their  wages,  under  the  pretence  of  large 
families.  Such,  he  said,  was  the  eflRsct ; 
but  surely  the  remedy  was  not  to  be  found 
in  a  totally  new  Poor-law,  but  in  the  recall 
and  removal  of  that  specific,  though  ille- 
gal practice,  which  had  occasioned  the 
mischief.  He  was  saved  much  trouble  in 
characterising  this  Bill,  by  the  confesshma 
respecting  it,  made  at  the  time  by  the 
two  great  advocates  and  panegyrists  of 
the  measure  In  the  Upper  House.  He 
right  rev.  Prelate  who  presided  over  the 
commission,  on  the  question  of  en  addi- 
tional clause,  relating  to  the  establishment 
of  provident  institutions,  spoke  thus  of 
the  whole  measure : — His  Lordship  said, 
that  he  was  anxious  for  the  introduction 
of  that  clause,  *'  because,"  said  he, 
"  it  is  about  the  only  one  in  the 
Bill  that  bears  a  kindly  feeling  to- 
wards the  poor  on  the  face  of  it.''    The 
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it,  either  by  emigration  to  some  of  our 
colonies,  or  by  migration  to  some  home 
district,  in  which  an  effective  demand  for 
labour  might  be  found  to  prevail.  In 
conformity  with  the  intention  thus  ex- 
pressed, we  have  thought  it  necessary  to 
enable  many  parishes  in  the  south-eastern 
districts  of  England — particularly  in  Nor- 
folk, Suffolk,  Sussex,  and  parts  of  Wilt- 
shire, where  a  redundancy  of  labour  was 
most  complained  of — to  raise  the  necessary 
funds  for  the  conveyance  of  numerous 
emigrants,  who  have  proceeded  chiefly  to 
Toronto,  in  Upper  Canada."  It  appeared 
that  the  whole  number  of  persons  thus 
driven  from  their  country,  under  the  su- 
perintendence of  the  Commissioners,  last 
year,  was  5,140 ;  of  whom  upwards  of 
3,000  were  taken  from  Norfolk  alone.  A 
friend  of  his  saw  217  of  them  packed  in 
a  single  waggon.  Gentlemen  might  laugh 
and  think  this  incredible,  but  he  had  made 
a  calculation,  and  found  that  the  weight 
in  such  a  waggon  would  be  about  seven 
tons.  The  proportions  of  able-bodied 
men,  to  women  and  children  were  not 
stated ;  but  some  idea  might  be  formed 
on  this  subject,  from  the  statement  of  the 
proportions  sent  from  Down  ton,  in  Wilt- 
shire. It  appeared  that  out  of  200  persons 
.sent  from  that  parish,  there  were  only 
**  seventy  lads  and  able-bodied  men ; 
the  remaining  130  must  therefore  have 
been  women  and  children,  and  in  case  of 
a  father's  death,  what  was  to  become  of 
the  survivors  ?  Nor  did  it  appear,  upon 
the  Assistant-commissioners'  own  show- 
ing, that  this  emigration  was  necessary ; 
for  he  added,  'Mt  is  a  matter  of  very 
great  ditificalty  to  ascertain,  even  with 
an  approximation  to  truth,  the  actual  ex- 
istence of  a  superabundance  of  labour- 
ers. I  can  instance  scarcely  a  single 
parish,  in  which  there  is  not  ample  em- 
ployment in  the  summer  season.  In 
winter,  men  are  too  frequently  discharged, 
not  because  there  is  not  profitable  labour 
for  them,  but  because  their  services  can 
be  spared,  and  the  small  occupiers  of  land 
are  too  distressed  to  incur  expenses,  not 
absolutely  indispensable."  —  He  would 
now  reaa  to  the  House  a  few  of  the  cases 
which  had  been  sent  to  him.  He  would 
begin  by  reading  the  letter  of  a  highly 
respectable  gentleman,  a  clergyman  and  a 
magistrate  in  the  county  of  Sussex, 
because  it  seemed  to  comprise  the 
whole  process  and  working  of  the  Bill  in 
^hat  gentleipau's  neighbourhoocl ;— -*'  The 


Poor-law  Report  says  much  on  the  beaa« 
ties  and  benefits  of  migration  to  Maa- 
chester.     I  will  mention  the  case  of  a 
family  belonging  to  the  adjoining  parish. 
The  man  is  aged  forty-seven,  and  hts  wife 
thirty-eight.     They  have  seven  children, 
the  eldest  a  girl  of  fifteen,  in  place,  the 
remaining  six  are  to  maintain.     Being  out 
of  work  five  weeks  before  last  Christmas, 
the  man  applied  to  the  Board  for  work  or 
relief.     They  told  him  they  could  give 
him  neither ;  he  must  seek  out  and  get 
work.     At    last  the  Assistant  Poor-law 
Commissioner  said,  '^  Why  don't  you  take 
all  your  family,  and  go  to  Manchester ; 
you  will  there  earn  IL  a-week  ?"  probably 
thinking  that  the  man  would  object  to 
this.     But  not  so;  the  man  replied,  *'  I 
am  an  old  soldier.     I  care  not  where  I  go, 
so  as  I  can  get  a  living ;  I  am  ready  to 
go  to  Manchester,  or    anywhere    else.' 
*'  Very  well  (says  the  Commissioner),  you 
shall  go."    So  fine  formal  papers  were 
procured,  duly  filled  up,  signed  and  coun- 
tersigned by  minister,  officersi  &c.»  and 
the  parish  promised  to  pay  his  expenses. 
The  man,  in  the  interim,  is  put  on  the 
roads  at  9s.  per  week,  whereon  for  himself 
and  family  to  luxuriate  till  the  order  should 
arrive  from  a  person  called  the  migration  of- 
ficer,  for  him  and  his  family  to  start  for  this 
promised  Eldorado.  But  weeks  passed  away, 
and  no  answer  from  the  said  functionary 
arrives.  The  Assistant-Commissioner  vrrttes 
in  vain.     At  length,  towards  the  clo&e  of 
January,  he  desires  the  clerk  of  the  aoion 
to  write  also.    The  reply  is,  there  is  no 
work  for  the  man  now ;  possibly   there 
may  be  in  the  spring !   Thus  has  this  poor 
fellow  been  kept  on  the  tenter-hooka^  ever 
since  November,  on  9^.  a  week,  though 
sometimes,  by  special  favour,  he  is  per- 
mitted to  go  to  the  stone-quarry,  and  earn 
10««,  but  he  must  not  earn  more;  and  thus 
bursts  this  migration  bubble.      My  in- 
formant calculates,  that  if  the  man'a  wages 
are  lOs.  a-week,  after  providing  fiour  and 
rent  for  his  family,  he  has  Is.  Id.  a*week 
for  clothes,  shoes,  and  fuel,  for  eight  per- 
sons,^and  only  Id.  a-week  for  the  ssune 
purposes,  if  he  has  only  95.  a-week.     Bat 
when  the  Assistant-Commissioner  discorefs 
that  the  Manchester  humbug  will  not  go 
down,  he  says,  **  Well,  but  you  can   go 
to  the  rail-roads — they  are  at  a  stand   for 
want  of  men  V    The  answer  to  this  is^  the 
railroad  work  is  such  as  stifF-limbed  men 
of  between  forty-five  and  sixty  cannot  un* 
dertake^  being  quite  new  to  ihcnk  4  ai^  if 
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said  he  would  lee  the  poor  woman  without 
delay.     He  did  so,  bled  her,  and  admi- 
nistered such  medicines  as  he  judged  tie* 
cessary.    The  poor  woman  is  now  conva« 
lescent;  but    bad    it  not    been  for  the 
fortunate  circumstance  of  mv  finding  the 
doctor,  and  the  still  more  fortunate  one 
of  his  being  a  man  of  humane  feelings, 
she  would  probably,  ere  this,  have  been  no 
more.    A  most  cruel  practice  is  followed 
under  the  new  system,  which  is^  to  deny 
to  the  pauper  what  frequently  is  the  only 
solace  of  his  departing  moments — the  hope 
that  his  dust  will  bo  gathered  to  the  dust 
of  his  forefathers— that  his  remains  will  be 
placed  by  the  side  of  a  father,  a  mother, 
a  wife,  or  a  child,  who  have  gone  before 
him.     But  no;  this  is  a  luxury  of  feeling, 
an  overflowing  of  hope,  not  to  be  permitted 
to  approach  the  workhouse  bedside.  Where 
the  pauper  dies,  there  he  is  to  be  buried. 
And  in  perpetrating  this  cruelty  to  the 
pauper,  a  great  injustice  is  superadded,  not 
f    only  to  the  officiating  clergyman,  but  also 
to  M14  rate-pay_ers  of  the  parish  which  has 
been  so  unfortunate  as  (o  h^ts  an  udifed 
poor-house    established   within    iu    pre- 
cincts.   The  clergyman  is  palled  (and  at* 
tempts  have  been  made  to  compel  him)  to 
bury  all  who  may  die  in  the  said  House  ; 
and  the  parish,  be  it  small  or  large,  is  to 
be  taxed  to  find  burial  room.    Another 
piece  of  injustice  is  also  committed.  These 
unhappy  people  are  brought  to  an  union 
workhouse,  elderly  persons,  who  from  their 
time  of  life,  and  increasing  infirmities,  may 
think    their   end    approaching:    persons 
broken  down  by  long  illness,  or  who  have 
met  with  some  alarming  accident,  may 
much  wish  for  the  attendance  of  a  clergy, 
man:  mothers,  anxious  by  the  doubtful 
state  of  their  new-born  of&pring,  are  de- 
sirous that  they  should  be  baptised  with* 
out  delay.    Some  or  other  of  such  persons 
are  constantly  sending  to  the  minister  of 
the  parish  where  this  union  house  is  si- 
tuated, to  entreat  him  to  attend  them.    If 
he  is  a  man  of  humane  and  Christian  feel- 
ings, he  will  not  hesitate  to  go  to  these 
afflicted  people;   and  in  doing  so,  will 
feel  within  his  own  breast  a  reward,  far 
beyond  all  that  the  Poor-law  Commis- 
sioners  can  give  or  refuse ;  but  looking  at 
the  matter  in  another  and  secular  point 
of  view,  what  right  have  any  set  of  men 
thus  to  act  \     Do  these  Poor-law  Com* 
missioners  work  for  nothing  }     No ;  upon 
what  principle,  then,  of  common  honesty, 
or  common  practice  in  the  ordinary  affairs  I 


of  life,  do  they  expect  of  the  clei^  gene-> 
rally,  that  they  should  gratuitously  attend 
to  calls  thus  unjustly  made  upon  them  V 
[Cries  of  "  Read,  read"  and  interrop- 
tions.]  The  interruptions,  said  Mr.  Wal* 
ter,  within  the  walls  of  that  House— even 
if  they  amount  to  the  bowlings  with  which 
the  neighbourhood  rung  two  nig;ht9  ago, 
shall  not  prevent  me  from  making  known 
the  cries  of  the  poor  out  of  it. 

Mr,  Curieu  rose  to  order.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  reading  a  speech  to  the 
House;  it  was,  in  effect,  reading  a  speech, 
and  he  submitted  that  that  was  contrary 
to  the  regulations  of  the  House — it  was  a 
breach  of  order.  As  to  the  communiea^ 
tion  stated  to  have  been  received  from 
a  clerical  magistrate  in  Sussex,  he  had 
only  to  say,  that  in  Sussex  there  were 
no^clergymen  in  the  commission  of  the 
peacK 

Mr.  Walter  replied,  that  he  believed 
the  letter  came  from  a  gentleman  who  was 
both  a  clergyman  and  magistrate-— such 
^certainly  was  his  impression. 
^^^rtit-^l^l^  B^id,  that  it  certainly  was 
contrary'  to  ^he  practice  of  the  House, 
and  a  breach  ouPi^^^  ^^^  ^^7  ^O"-  Mem- 
ber to  read  a  sMgch,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  there  could  b^^  doubt  with  respect 
to  the  liberty  of  readii!l|  documeois,  ex- 
tracts, or  communications.^,       .         ,. 

Mr.  Walter  said,  he  was  ff  ^'^'j'  «admg 
a  letter— he  was  literally  re3^»"?  ^  ^^^^ 
which  had  been  addressed  tox!"'  7^^ 
hon.  Member  then  proceeded  t^*  ** 
follows: —  ^ 

"  Ten  days  ago  I  was  suffering  from  ?|j*^j 
tack  of  cold,  and  thought  that  the  prevri,!!5 
•pidetnic  was  coroing  upon  me.    I  had  iu 
been  sent  for,  to  a  house,  where  the  mo,  ^f 
was  dead,  and  the  daughter-in-law   dyitu\ul 
the  disorder.    In  my  return  from  thence,  in2 
damp  of  the  evening,  I  was  met  by  a  messSIl 
ger,  saying  that  a  child  of  a  woman  who  hV 
been  brought  into  our  united  workhouse,  ft^ 
a  parish  eleven  miles  distant,  was  dying,  aLt 
she  wished  it  to  be  baptised.  I  conceived  tC 
I  had  nothing  whatever  to  do,  rigidly  sp«Kl 
mg,  with  this  poor  infant ;  it  belonged  not  f? 
my  parish;  it  had   been  obtruded  into  ouA 
workhouse  without  any  act  or  consent  of  mine 
and  I  was  not  bound  to  be  chaplain  to  all  wh| 
might  thus  be  sent  thither.    A  chaplain  oughi 
10  have  been  provided  by  those  who  made 
these  arrangements.    But,  on  the  other  hand^ 
I  reflected  that  a  child  was  not  to  die  anbap^ 
tised,   that  a  mother  was   not  to  be  made 
wretched,  because  a  set  of  brutal,  or,  to  use  a 
mild  term,  thoughtless  men,  had,  in  the  Ian- 
guage  of  the  Poor-law  Commissioners^  made 
'  an  order,'  and  with  the  right  liberal  spirit  of 


absent,  and  some  days  only  turnips,  w  nen  he 
came  home  he  had  no  employment,  and  conld 
get  no  relief  from  the  board  of  gpiardians, 
until  Tuesday,  the  24th ;  he  was  ill,  and  liis 
wife  applied.  They  had  no  money  or  victuals, 
and  waited  until  four  o'clock  before  she  got  any 
allowance.  She  had  then  to  go  to  the  relieving 
officer  for  the  order  of  four  stone  of  flour  ;  he 
would  not  give  it  to  her  that  night,  butforced  her 
to  go  the  next  morning  to  Mendlesham  for  it 
(about  seven  miles  there  and  back  again).  When 
she  returned  home  she  had  to  bake  and  could  not 
get  it  ready  for  her  children  before  six  o'clock, 
and  they  were  without  victuals  from  Tuesday 
morning  to  Wednesday  night.  Friday  is  the 
day  fixed  upon  for  the  relieving  officer  to  pay 
the  poor  of  my  parish ;  they  are  to  meet  him 
at  two  o'clock:  On  Friday,  the  1 1  th  of  November, 
they  assembled  at  the  usual  place  of  receiving 
their  allowance.  He  did  not  come  before  six 
o'clock.  He  told  them  he  would  not  pav  them 
that  night,  and  ordered  them  to  meet  him  on 
the  Saturday  at  two  o'clock.  They  went, — he 
did  not  attend,  but  went  to  another  JElouse 
where  he  had  never  paid  them,  and  left  their 
allowance.  The  relieving  officer  comes  into 
the  parish  without  knowing  the  state  of  the 
poor,  and  pays  those  only  who  are  upon  his 
book.  I  hope  you  will  endeavour  to  ao  away 
with  such  men.  Why  not  pay  a  salary  to  the 
overseer  of  the  parish,  who  knows  their  dis- 
tresses ?  Where  that  system  is  pursued  of  not 
relieving  able-bodied  labourers  who  have  large 
families,  they  must  inevitably  perish.  Flower 
Is  2f.  4d,  per  stone,  labour  Is.  6<L  per  day, 
and  I  do  assure  you  our  labourers  with  large 
families  are  starving.'' 

There  were  two  other  cases  in  the  same 
communication,  but  being  unwilling  to  tres- 
pass too  far  upon  the  indulgence  of  the 
House,  he  should  not  read- them.  He 
wished  now  to  call  attention  to  the  state- 
ments he  had  received  respecting  the 
Union  of  Droxford.  The  hon.  Member 
then  read  as  follows : — 

"  The  Union  of  Droxford  comprises  eleven 
parishes,  containing  a  population  of  near 
10,000,  mostly  paupers  and  labourers.  Just 
before  Christmas  last  the  guardians  reduced 
the  number  of  their  relieving  officers  from 
three  to  one.  The  consequence  has  been  a 
great  increase  of  suffering  to  the  poor?  for 
instance,  the  parish  of  Hambledon,  having  a 
population  of  more  than  2,000  persons,  is 
visited  in  a  hasty  way  by  the  relieving  officer 
twice  in  the  week,  Mondays  and  Fridays; 
and  the  medical  man  there  states,  that  he  has 
had  during  the  past  month  fifty  applications  for 
attendance  and  immediate  want  of  relief  at  the 
beginning  of  the  week,  which  were  obliged  to 
remain  unattended  till  the  officers  should  come 
on  the  Friday.  I  leave  you  to  judge  what  ex- 
treme distress  must  thus  ensue,  when  families 
are  afflicted  with  illness  which  requires  prompt 
relief.  Many  of  the  poor  are  situate  six  and 
seven  miles  from  the  relieving  officer's  resi« 


deuce,  ana  ne  trom  necessary  press  oi  ousi^ 
ness  has  never  visited  a  great  many  of  the 
most  distressed  and  afflicted  families.  The 
guardian  of  a  neighbouring  parish  came  to  me 
a  few  days  ago  to  ask  me  to  try  and  influence 
the  poor  to  migrate  to  Manchester,  when  be 
stated  that  according  to  the  present  scale  of 
parish  relief,  it  was  impossible  for  the  poor  to 
live  without  stealing.  I  can  mention  the 
names  of  several  clergymen  in  this  neighbour- 
hood who,  though  at  first  decidedly  in  favour 
of  the  Poor-law  Act,  have  declared  to  me^ 
that  many  families  in  their  parishes  have  been 
reduced  to  the  greatest  state  of  destitution, 
and  must  have  been  nearly  starved  except  for 
private  charity.  Three  children  were  sent  from 
the  Farebam  Union  workhouse  the  week  before 
last  to  Waltham  poor-house,  a  distance  of 
about  seven  miles ;  when  the  children  arrived 
(they  came  in  a  cart)  they  could  not  stand, 
the  medical  man  was  sent  for,  and  there  ap- 
pears no  disease  in  the  children,  but  prostra- 
tion of  strength  from  want  of  food.  The  ages 
of  the  children  are  four,  five,  and  six.  I  have 
seen  them  all  this  day;  xhey  look  beyond 
description  wretched,  and  two  have  marks  on 
their  bodies  of  having  been  severely  beaten, 
which  the  children  state  they  have  oeen,  and 
kept  without  food." 

Another  gentleman  wrote  to  him  thus 
from  Berkshire  :— 

'*  The  Commissioners  report  that  allowances 
have  been  easily  stopped,  and  without  pvo- 
ducing  murmurs  and  complaints.  True ;  but 
this  is  due  in  a  great  measure  to  the  patience 
and  fortitude  with  which  the  poor  have  en- 
dured their  privations.  A  gentleman  who  has 
the  best  means  of  knowing,  in  the  Brad  field 
Union,  told  me  on  Saturday,  that  the  distress 
and  sufferings  he  witnesses  are  inconceiT* 
able.  I,  this  morning,  procured  the  panicalan 
of  the  subsistence  of  one  family  in  my  parish ; 
half  an  ounce  of  tea,  half  a  pound  ofsuj^,  one 
pound  of  lard,  one  pound  of  cheese,  besides 
dry  bread,  for  man  and  wife,  and  fonr 
children.  These  people  endure,  and  there* 
fore  the  Commissioners  say  there  is  no  distress* 
In  the  Bradford  Union  the  Board  advances 
loans.  Brown,  whom  a  medical  person  will 
not  pronounce  able-bodied,  is  paying  back  a 
small  sum  given  in  relief  to  him  when  he  was 
ill  in  the  summer.  His  wife  carried  six-peace 
out  of  the  remaining  eight^peoce  halfpenny 
last  week,  and  was  told,  she  must,  without  fail, 
bring  the  other  two-pence  hal^nny.  I  have 
spoken  with  persons  connected  with  boards  of 
guardians  in  different  counties,  and  have  been 
answered,  '  We  go  on  very  well,'  but  with 
the  additional  observation,  <  we  have  no  such 
practices'  (viz.  those  of  the  Bradford  Union) ; 
'  we  have  been  obliged  to  fight  the  Commis- 
sioners a  good  deal,  and  resist  their  orders.* 
One  gentleman,  from  Cambridgeshire,  said, 
'  The  success  seems  to  depend  on  there  being 
a  good  board  of  guardians,  who  will  not  be 
driven  by  the  Commissioners.'  Now  I  am 
writing  on  this  subject,  I  cannot  help  advert* 
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lion  of  35,000  souls,  the  Board  of  OuardU 
ans  had  determiBed  to  reduce  the  number 
of  relieving  officers  from  three  to  one. 

<<  What  bM  baao  the  result?  The  psrish  is 
now  IP  a  state  of  excitemeo  towing  to  a  public 
deolsratioR  of  the  oTsrseersy  thai  in  tbsir 
opinion  the  poor  are  dying  fross  want  of  proper 
rsliefo^whioh  the  relieving  officer  declares  be 
cannot  properly  attend  to,  while  the  overseers, 
are  forbidden  to  relieve  at  all.  In  our  neigh- 
bourhood last  week  a  pauper  died  from 
oegleci ;  a  coroner's  inquest  sat,  and  the  ver- 
dict was,  that  the  relieving-officer  bad  neglected 
himt  Ihe  relieving-ofiicer  pleaded  forgetful- 
ness — but  the  fact  Isf  that  he  is  overwhelmed 
with  duty,  to  save  salaries,  in  order  that  the 
Poor-law  Commissioners  and  their  assistants 
may  have  large  ones." 

A  magistrate  wrote  from  Do1gelIy»  and 
said— 

"  An  AssiitantvCommissioner  hat  been 
here,  and  having  had  bis  Board  of  Guardians 
appointed  (which  was  obtained  by  interested 
persons,  who  wanted  t  he  lucrative  omces),he  has 
ordered  an  union  of  twelve  parishes,  one  and 
all  of  which  are  against  it,  believing  that  it 
will  add  greatly  to  their  expense,  and  in  the 
same  degree  decrease  the  comfort  of  the  poor 
people.  They  are,  to  be  sure,  numerous, 
owing  to  their  longevity,  but  from  their  former 
poverty  of  living  easily  kept.  In  this  parish, 
which  contains  nearly  4-19lhs  of  the  twelve  of 
the  union,  there  are  530  out  of  much  more  than 
4,000  inhabitants  who  receive  relief,  but  they 
receive  only  1,346/.,  being  not  quite  51«.  a- 
head  per  year,  or  not  U,  a-head  per  week,  and 
not  nearly  2t,  in  the  pound  on  the  rack-rent. 
Upon  inquiry,  I  am  sure  it  will  appear  that 
the  other  parishes  are  not  in  a  worse  position, 
but  some  of  them  better.  Can  any  alteration 
mend  this  ?  Nothing  but  starvation  can  ;  and 
I  am  satis6ed  that  most  of  our  poor  would 
starve  rather  than  enter  the  workhouse.  It  is 
on  the  score  of  humanity  that  I  appeal  to  you 
to  save  the  hearts  of  my  poor  old  neighbours 
from  being  broken.  I  really  heard  from  good 
authority  this  morning,  that  a  poor  woman 
near  me  bad  become  deranged  through  fear  of 
the  workhouse.'' 

The  hon.  Member  ne3(t  read  a  letter 
whioh  bo  had  received  from  the  Mayor  of 
Morpeth  :-■'< 

*'  In  that  part  of  the  country  where  I  reside, 
in  Morpeth,  in  the  county  of  Northumberland, 
there  has  lately  been  a  union  fbimed  tot  that 
town,  called  the '  Morpelh  Union,'  embracing 
sixty  or  seventy  neighbouring  townships,  I 
was  appointed  a  guardian,  and  from  what  I 
have  seen  of  the  working  of  the  measure,  I  am 
fullv  convinced  that  a  mora  cruel  and  unjust 
Bill  never  passed  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
have  seen  the  feelings  of  the  aged  and  inilrro 
wounded  in  the  most  brutal  manner,  and  their 
pressing  wants  ridiculed  and  neglected.   I  can 


only  in  this  brief  note  allude  to  the  geiifral 
workings  of  the  Bill ;  but  I  shall  mention  that 
there  have  been  very  recently  two  suicldea  in 
this  union  by  labouring  men,  from  poQNlaw 
oppressions.  The  Board  of  Guardiana  for  this 
same  union  have  only  a  few  days  ago  resolved, 
that  the  common  decencies  of  CbrisUau 
burial  shall  not  be  observed,  as  heietofore, 
towards  deceased  paupers.  This  has  created, 
both  in  town  and  neighbourhood,  a  strong  and 
uumingled  feeling  of  indignation  and  disgust ; 
but  whether  this  public  expression  will  effsot 
the  rescinding  of  the  order,  I  cannot  say.  I 
could  mention  individual  eases  of  great  haid- 
ship,  but  as  you  will  have  a  greater  number  of 
similar  ones  from  other  districts,  I  shall  not 
trouble  you  with  matters  of  detail*  The  whole 
of  this  legislative  measure  is,  in  my  humble 
opinion,  pregnant  with  cruelty  and  violence, 
makes  war  upon  the  most  defenceless  class  of 
society,  and  tends  to  tear  asunder  all  those 
tender  feelings  and  sympathies  between  the 
middling  and  lower  ranks  of  life,  which  are  so 
necessary  towards  maintaining  the  real  happi- 
ness and  strength  of  a  state." 

Some  of  the  most  interesting  and  affect- 
ing cases  which  be  had  received  in  illus- 
tration  of  the  privation,  bardsbipi  and  op- 
pression inflicted  on  the  poor  bv  the 
present  system  of  Poor-laws,  had  been 
furnished  him  by  Mr.  Lewin,  a  very  re- 
spectable occupier  of  land  at  Widuiaqi 
Market,  in  the  county  of  Suffolk.  He 
must  declincy  however,  entering  upon 
them  at  present,  because  thav  would  detain 
the  House  too  long  wero  oe  to  go  fully 
into  their  details,  and  he  should  be  loth 
to  weaken  their  effect  by  an  imperfect 
abridgment  of  them.  He  summed  up 
his  letter  thus:  — 

*<  I  have  an  account  of  several  whole  parishes 
where  more  than  half  those  who  actually  want 
relief,  and  used  to  get  it,  are  now  deprived  of 
the  beneftt  of  the  pooiwlaw  altogether,  and 
something  like  half  the  number,  all  the  oldest 
and  most  helpless,  are  only  Uti  on  their 
books,  and  these  are  screwed  down  to  an 
average  of  I6d»,  and  some  to  I4rf,  per  week, 
and  if  they  have  only  6d.  to  pay  ibr  rent,  tlien 
they  have  little  more  than  loL  each  per  day  to 
live  on  t  and  they  dare  not  complain.  If  they 
do,  they  have  nothing,  but  the  prison  worit- 
bouse,  where  the  living  and  treatment  bave^  as 
they  believe,  in  many  instaooes,  brought  on 
diseases  Aero  which  the  parties  have  never 
recovered,  and  they  say  they  oMy  as  well 
perish  outside  a  prison  as  perish  in.  Can  any 
man,  with  such  facts  before  him,  say  Ibis  is 
working  well  for  the  poor  f  I  must  beg  it  to 
be  eleariy  understood,  that  these  are  not  a  few 
individual  cases.  I  have  sivMlar  cases  of  some 
hundreds,  and  they  are  samples  of  many  clioiis« 
ends,  and  are  caken  from  several  aiff^rent 
UBJOAS  and  oountles." 
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qualified  dissent  from  tiie  principles  of  (what 
are  termed)  the  bastardy  clauses  in  the  Act ; 
offering,  as  they  do,  in  our  view,  a  direct  pre- 
mium for  infanticide,  and  consigning  in  many 
instances,  as  they  must,  helpless  and  deceived 
females,  to  permanent  degradation  and  mi- 
sery.'* 

And  among  a  mass  of  evidence  to  the 
same  effect,  he  would  also  select  the  yer- 
dict  of  a  coroner's  jury  last  summer — 

"That  the  infants  were  found  indecently 
exposed ;  but  whether  bom  aliye,  or  other- 
'  wise,  there  was  no  evidence;  and  the  jury 
'  were  of  opinion,  that  the  desertion  of  the 
"  children  by  the  parent,  was  attributable  to  the 
«  injustice  and  demoralising  effects  of  the  has- 
.  tardy  clause  of  the  new  Poor  Bill." 

The  House  would  be  pleased  to  observe, 

-  that  these  and  other  cases  were  incidental 

•  evils  only,  which  he  was  obliged  to  pass 
over  rapidly,  in  order  to  leave  himself 
time  for  the  other  heavy  evils  of  the  sys- 

.  tem.    One  of  those  heavy  grievances  was, 

^  the  magnitude  and  extent  of  the  unions. 

.  Originally,  it  did  not  appear  to  have  been 

intended  to  comprise  more  than  five  or  six 

•  parishes  within  one  union.     Such  an  ar- 
.  rangeroent  might  have  allowed  the  help- 

-  lest  inmates  to  indulge  a  hope  of  seeing 
their  friends  on  some  occasions  or  other. 

.  But  now  they  had  been  extended  to  thirty, 
forty,  and  even  fifty  parishes.  It  was, 
therefore,  a  day's  journey  for  a  wretched 

•  son  to  go  and  see  a  confined  mother.   But 

•  this  evil  was  well  anticipated  in  a  humane 
protest  of  a  right  rev.  Prelate,  and  seve. 
ral  Members  of  the  Upper  House,  who, 
after  enumerating  the  various  demerits  of 
the  Bill,  which  they  styled  unjust  and 
cruel  to  the  poor,  proceeded  thus : — 

*'  We  think  that  the  system  suggested  in 
the  Bill,  of  consolidating  immensely  extensive 

•  unioDS  of  parishes,  and  establishing  work- 
houses necessarily,  at  great  distances  from 
many  parishes,  and  thereby  diriding 
families,  and  removing  children  from  their 
parents,  merely  because  they  are  poor,  will 

•  be  found  justly  abhorrent  to  the  best  feelings 
of  the  general  population  of  the  country.^ 

What  would  their  Lordships  have  said, 
if  any  one  had  suggested  the  possibility, 
that  exclusion  from  public  worship,  would 
have  been  added  to  the  pains  and  penal- 
ties of  poverty?  To  show  how  little 
credit  was  due  to  the  statements  made  in 
the  last  report  of  these  Commissioners, 
he  would  read  to  the  House  the  contra- 
dictory accounts  which  they  themselves 

-  put  forth  respecting  one  particular  union 
— the  Biggkfwade  Union.  One  indivi- 
dual said  :— 


''I  consider  the  new  Poor-law  acts  re- 
markably well,  and  is  one  of  the  best  that  was 
ever  passed  by  any  Legislature.  The  check 
it  has  put  upon  drunkenness,  with  the  incen- 
tive given  to  make  the  best  they  can  of  every 
shilling  they  receive,  is  truly  wonderful.  Our 
beer-shops  were  crowded  on  the  Sabbath, 
from  morning  till  evening ;  and  now  I  believe 
very  few  enter  them  at  all  on  that  day,  and 
almost  all  go  to  some  place  of  worship.  We 
are  paying  our  labourers  U.  per  week  more 
than  we  did  previously  to  the  advance  in 
wheat.  We  now  give  them  8f .  per  week.  I 
believe  there  never  was  more  contentment  be- 
tween the  employer  and  the  employed  than  at 
present.  The  number  of  misdemeanours  has 
greatly  diminished." 

But  a  second  witness  said: — 

"  They  frequent  the  alehouse  quite  as  much. 
I  think  it  quite  out  of  the  question  for  a  man 
with  a  family  to  save  money  out  of  8t.  a-week. 
Their  rents  average  Is.  6d.,  and  clubs  6d. 
a-week,  to  deduct  from  that  sum.'' 

A  third  person  said :-» 

"  Poaching,  and  petty  depredations,  have 
increased  in  this  parish,  double  to  any  former 
year." 

A  fourth  said : — 

<'  I  am  not  of  opinion  that  poaching,  and 
petty  depredations,  have  at  all  diminished ; 
but  that  the  greater  crime  of  sheep-stealing 
has  increased  to  a  tenfold  degree." 

And  with  respect  to  the  beer-shops, 
another  person  said :— < 

**  They  increase  daily  in  number,  and  the 
quantity  of  money  spent  in  them  by  the 
labourers  is  very  great.  I  may  be  wrong,  but 
I  consider  them,  as  at  present,  constituting  the 
chief  obstacle  to  the  assumption  of  orderly 
and  domestic  habits  by  the  labourer.  He  can 
hardly  return  to  his  cottage  at  night  without 
passing  by  one  of  them;  and  when  he  sees  a 
companion  or  two  there,  and  a  comfortable 
room,* and  a  blazing  fire,  and  knows  that  he 
shall  be  met  at  home  by  all  the  wants  of 
poverty,  it  is  a  great  temptation  to  him  to 
enter  in  and  enjoy  its  luxuries." 

As  great  stress  had  been  laid  upon  the 
improvement  of  wages,  and  the  raising 
the  character  of  the  independent  labourer 
— as  the  economists  styled  him— -it  was 
admitted  in  the  report,  that  in  most  parts 
of  the  country,  his  independence  was 
raised  to  the  noble  sum  of  8^.^  7s.,  and 
even  6s.  per  week.  He  knew  that  in  two 
counties  at  least,  the  chairmen  of  quarter 
Sessions  had  found  themselves  obliged  to 
address  the  grand  juries  in  the  way  of 
complaint,  respecting  the  lowness  of 
wages.  Indeed,  could  anything  be  more 
clear,  brief,  and  cogent,  than  the  reason* 
ing,  that  the  more  the  workhouse  was 
rendered  aa  object  of  dreadi  to  a  lower 
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here  in  London.  Before  the  House  oame 
to  a  decision  on  this  most  important  sub- 
jecty  lie  conjured  gentlemen  to  think  of 
the  changes— -of  the  dreadful  reveries  of 
fortune,  tQ  which  families,  apparently  the 
b^st  established,  were  subject  even  in  the 
highest  ranks  of  society.  But  more  esoe- 
oially  in  the  middle  classes,  for  which 
they  shonld  particularly  legislate,  were 
sucn  reverses  of  daily,  ay,  in  inis  populous 
realm,  of  hourly  occurrence.  He  im- 
plored the  House  not  to  withdraw  re- 
spectable tradespeople,  or  industrious 
labourert  and  artisans,  in  town  or  country, 
when  they  fell  into  difficulties,  from  the 
official  kindness,  and  even  partialities,  of 
those  who  have  known  them  in  better 
circumstances — the  guardians  and  over- 
seers of  the  several  parishes  to  which  they 
belong^.  If  it  were  attempted  to  cast  any 
impotatioD  upon  the  motives  of  those  who 
deprecated  the  new  system,  he  hoped  they 
mieht  be  allowed  to  answer,  that  they  were 
only  treading,  at  however  great  a  distance, 
In  the  pleps  of  the  illustrious  men  who 
wer«  at  the  bead  of  both  ytarties  in  this 
House  in  the  bygone  generation,  who  only 
reoommended  the  removal  of  abuses  from 
the  old  system,  but  strict  adherence  to  the 
principle  of  the  system  itself.  Mr.  Whit- 
bread  strenuously  advocated  the  right  of 
the  poor  to  have  work,  and  that  at  ade- 
quate wages  2  he  said  **  his  creed  was,  that 
no  excuse  should  be  left  them  for  doing 
wreng.'^  Mr.  Fox  suggested  the  pro- 
priety of  an  association  to  raise  the  price 
of  labour.  *'  It  was  not  fitting  (be  said) 
in  a  free  country  that  the  great  body  of 
the  people  should  depend  on  the  charity 
of  the  riob/'    Mr.  Pitt  said, 

''  That  the  law  which  prohibited  relief* 
where  env  visible  property  remained,  should 
be  ahoUsaed.  That  degrading  condition  should 
he  withdrawn.  No  temporary  occasion  should 
force  a  British  subject  to  part  with  the  last 
ihilUng  of  his  little  capital,  and  descend  to  a 
state  of  wretchedness  from  which  he  could 
never  recover,  merely  that  he  might  be  entitled 
to  a  casual  relief." 

His  hamane  provision  their  new  law 
again  abolished.  They  were  forcing  Bri- 
tiah  Bubjecta  to  part  with  the  last  shilling 
of  their  little  capital,  and  compelliDg  them 
to  descend  to  a  state  of  wr etobednesa  firom 
wbieh  they  ooutd  never  recover.  If  this 
horriUe  wrongwere  to  be  re-imposed,  let  it 
bere-impoeed  bythe  local  authoritiea,if  they 
bad  the  beorta  to  do  it.  Let  not  strangera, 
iM  »ot  Londoiier»i  be  called  in  to  toflict 


the  misery  on  those  they  never  saw  before. 
The  Commisaionera  themselves  acknow- 
ledged that  the  ''  pauperised  labourers 
were  not  the  authors  of  the  abusive  system, 
and  ought  not  to  be  made  responsible  for 
it."  Was  tearing  them  from  their  homes 
no  responsibility  ?  They  were  told  by  the 
sacred  word  that  they  ought  to  do  to  others 
as  they  would  wish  others  to  do  to  them. 
Let  any  Gentleman  who  beard  him  think 
what  it  would  be  to  be  separated  from  his 
wife  at  an  advanced  age,  under  a  melan- 
choly change  of  circumstances,  and  to  be 
placed  in  a  workhouse,  where  he  could 
only  see  her  occasionally,  and  under  per- 
mission, during  the  remainder  of  their 
joint  lives  ;  for  if  in  advanced  yean  a  poor 
man  and  his  wife  entered  the  workhouse, 
it  was  very  certain  that  they  could  never 
come  out  from  thence  till  they  were  re- 
moved by  death.  The  Commissioners 
stated  that  this  acceptance  of  ti»  worii- 
house  was  the  only  test  of  destitution,  and 
therefore  that  it  was  an  indispensable  re- 
quisite of  their  measure.  Severe  was  the 
test,  indeed,  and  how  great  must  that 
destitution  be-^reater,  he  would  say,  than 
one  Christian  ought  to  inflict  on  another, 
before  the  offensive  relief  was  applied. 
Was  there  any  maxim  of  religion  or 
morality  which  said,  thou  abalt  not  relieve 
a  poor  man  "  till  he  is  in  the  last  state  of 
destitution,"  and  that  the  proof  that  be  is 
so  shall  be  his  being  driven  to  accept  ao 
wretched  a  boon  as  their  relief  held  out  ? 
On  the  contrary,  the  word  of  wisdom  said 
«— "  Make  not  an  hungrv  aool  sorrOwM, 
neither  provoke  a  maoinnisdiatresa.  Add 
not  more  trouble  to  a  heart  that  i«  vexed, 
and  defer  not  to  give  to  him  that  is  in 
need."  He  disclaimed  any  intention  to 
repeal  the  BilU  The  difierenea  between 
his  proposition  and  that  which  the  noble 
Lord  chose  to  grant  was  this««4)e  was  for 
a  full  inquiry,  which,  if  the  Commis- 
sioners' reports  were  just,  the  noble  Lord 
could  have  no  occasion  to  fear.  The  noble 
Lord  was  for  a  partial  inauiry,  which,  he 
would  venture  to  say,  would  not  and  ought 
not  to  be  satisfactory  to  the  people*  'nie 
hon.  Member,  in  conclusion,  moved  ^'  That 
a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  operation  of  the  Poor«Iaw 
Amendment  Act,  and  to  report  their  apt* 
nion  to  the  House." 

Mr.  John  Pielden  said  :  I  have  always 
condemned  this  Bill,  (  have  voted  against 
it  on  every  division  during  the  time  wben 
it  was  passing,  nsKl  I  am  bora  t«  night  in 


Lord  (Lord  J.  Runell)  hinndf  for  caHzn^  it 
80.  I  bold  in  my  haod  an  Esxaw  ok  tkt 
English  Constitution,  whUen  and  put 
forth  to  the  world  bv  Lord  John  Russell, 
and  in  describin(r  the  sort  of  force  that 
would  be  the  destroyer  of  the 
Constitution,  he  has  held  up  to 
as  a  warning  the  picture  of  that 
which  the  Poor-law  CommiBnooef^  de- 
scribe to  U6  as  a  "  usefu  V  leality.  Sat, 
Sir,  these  are  the  words,  and  tbej  are 
coDtained  in  p.  379  of  his  Loniship^s 
book : — 
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Hpoii  an  unwilling  people.  In  page  6  of  { haps,  that  the  nobie  Laid  woaid,  by  his 
the  Poor-Uw  Commissiouers'  second  re-  Under  Secretary  pas  a  law  tknoag^  the 
port  I  ibey  state  UM>se  means  in  these  House  at  niiduight  which  ^onid  esiabiisb 
words; —  ^^  unconstitutional  force  ao  palpnblj  for 

M  Partial  rioU  have  occurred  in  different  '^'/^P^*  ^TTk  ""^^"^^JJ^f  kT^ 
emintiM;  bui,  by  th«  aid  of  small  paru««  of  »nto  obedience  to  the  dictato  af  thtt  im. 
the  Meifopoliuu  Police,  (who,  by  the  prori..  \pertum  tn  tmperw.  I  say  iincanBtisntiODa!, 
sioni  o(  a  most  uMful  Act  of  the  laitt  Session,  because  I  have  the  authoritT  of  rbe  soDle 
tun  now  ba  iworn  in  siid  paid  as  special  con- 
kltiblei  in  uny  county  of  Kttglaud,;  occa&ionally 
aided  by  the  support  of  mihiary  force)  these 
disturbances  have  been  put  down,  without 
any  oonsiderablo  injury  to  properly.*' 

Ko  that  here   is  this  well- working  Act 
of  the  noble   Lord,    which   satisfies  the 
ouuutryi  w\n\  yet  which  reouires  this  new 
inilitaiy  force  to  carry  it  into  execution. 
1  want  nothing  more,  Bir,  than  this  to 
coiwiuoa  me  that  the  Act  is  one  which  the 
country  would  never  submit  to  without 
these  uucouttiitutiounl  means.     But  bo- 
furu  I  proceed  furlher,   Sir,  a  word  as  to 
tbis  Act,  for  although  1  was  a  Member  of 
Parliamvnt,    and    Attended  pretty  con** 
stMUlly  to  my  duties  last  Session,  1  was 
uut  awiuo  until  I  re»d  these  words  in  the 
INiorluw  rommissioners*  report  that  such 
m  Act  WiU  upon  our  statute  book.    I 
iiv^ve  inquiied  of  several   Members,  who 
all  of  them  told  me  tbtU  they  were  as  ig- 
muMUt  ns  myself  -uny,  one  of  them  said, 
bo  wu\ild  sweiU*  there  was  no  such  Act. 
It  lsi  neviMiheless,  an  Act,  and  It  Is  one  of 
the  priiol)!  of  the  miMchiolii  of  that  mid- 
flight  legislaiion  which  we  carry  on  within 
those  walls.    C\nuultln)(  the  votes  of  this 
lluuso,  I  tlml  thut  the  Act  was  brought  in 
alWr  twelve  uVlock  at  night  by  the  hon. 
loH  Msule,  the  Under-Secretury  to  the 
nuhU  l«md  at  the  head  of  the  Home  De- 
partment.   The  uhjcct  of  the  Act  Is  clear 
enough}    the    Pour-law   Commissioners 
hall  It  M  UHel\)l,  and  it  is  doubtless  useful 
to   the   roor>law   Commissioners.      We 
have  got,  Bir,  by  stealth,  and  at  mid- 
night, that  rural  police  which  I  trust  we 
never  oould  have  had  by  the  light  of  day. 
Alroa()y  I  see  bv  the  newspapers  that  tbis 
I/)ndon  police  has  been  sent  220  miles 
down  Into  the  country  to  quell  the  Cornish 
minersi  who  were  resisting  the  new  Poor- 
law.    I  do  not  forget,  Sir,  the  words  of 
Sir  James  Scarlett  with  respect  to  the 
Poor-law,   when  it  was  passmg  through 
this  House.    I  remember  his  saying  of  the 
Central  Board  of  Commissioners,  that  it 
was  an  tmpertumtn  tmperto,  and  that  the 
people  of  England  would  be  never  made 


**  It  is  in  this  point  of  view  that  the 
of  a  standing  army  is  really  dangestNts,    and 
the  encouragement  of  military  habits  most  per- 
nicious;  and   the  reptile  is  the  more   to^  l>e 
guarded  against,  as  it  would  approach  ^with- 
out the  rattle  which  gives  waroii^  of  its   vici- 
nity, and  serves  as  a  preserrsiive  against  its 
poison.     A  standing  amy  which  destroyed 
the  freedom  of  England,  would  not  march  bj 
beat  of  drum  to  Westminster  and  dismiss  the 
House  of  Commons ;  it  would  not  proscribe 
the  House  of  Peers,  and  deluge  the  streets 
of  London  with  the  blood  of  her  magistrates. 
It  would  appear  in  the  fAiape  of  the  guardian 
of  order;  it  would  suppoit  the  anthority  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament;  it  would  be  hostile 
to  none  but  mobs  and  public  meetings,  and 
shed  no  blood  but  that  of  labourers  and  jour- 
neymen.    It  would    establish   the    despotic 
power,  not  of  a  single  king,  or  a  single  general, 
out  of  a  host  of  corrupt  senators  and  half  a 
million  of  petty  tyrants.^ 

NoW|  what  I  anticipate  is,  that  this 
new  force  will  be  sent  down  to  the  peace- 
ful valley  of  Todmorden,  where  I  have 
all  my  life  lived,  there  to  coerce  me  and 
my  neighbours  into  subjection  to  these 
three  Commissioners;  but  J,  in  my  turn, 
warn  the  noble  Lord  against  making  us 
feel  this  abandonment  of  hisown  principles. 
I  tell  him,  that  it  will  be  resisted,  and 
moreover,  I  don't  shrink  from  telling  him 
to  his  face,  that  I  myself  will,  if  necessary, 
be  a  leader  in  the  resistance.  If  it  is  come 
to  this  at  last,  that  the  sherifT's  wand  and 
constables  staff  are  no  longer  effective  in 
preserving  the  peace,  and  if  this  new  law 
is  to  be  the  cause  of  that  destruction  of  the 
constitution  which  the  noble  Lord  himself 


to  submit  to  it.    He  little  thougbti  per-  has  so  well  described|  resistance  has  b^ 
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whereaii  the  accounts  I  faafe  received  say, 
'<  Paid  to  the  poor  8|194^  0«.  7c/.,  that  is, 
333/,  Ids.  5d.,  or  twelve  per  oeot.  less 
than  the  Commisstoners  reported.  Bat, 
Sir,  I  find  the  misrepresentation  not  con- 
fined  to  Oldham ;  for  in  the  same  return, 
the  Commiisioners  state  the  expenditure 
of  the  poor  at  Todmorden  and  Walsden  to 
be  434/.  Is, ;  and  according  to  the  return 
made  to  me  by  the  overseer,  the  sum  so 
expended  is  only  403/.  I  have  no  means 
of  potting  the  whole  return  to  this  test ; 
bat,  in  these  two  instances,  I  find  the  Com- 
missioners  make  a  serious  misrepresenta- 
tion of  the  amount  expended  on  the  poor 
in  places  not  yet  under  their  control ;  and 
I  ask  if  this,  even,  is  not  a  good  ground 
for  inquiry  into  their  doings  ?  I  feel  con- 
fident I  am  not  deceived  by  the  over- 
seers, and  I  find  in  the  report  of  the  Com- 
missioners another  return,  which,  on  the 
face  of  it,  raises  a  strong  conviction  in  my 
mind  that  it  is  false*  In  1835,  they  state 
the  total  expenditure  for  the  township  of 
Oldham  to  be  4,568/.,  and  the  total  sum 
levied  in  rates  3,747/.,  leaving  a  deficiency 
in  the  amount  of  rates  levied  of  82U., 
under  what  they  state  to  have  been  ex- 
pended; and,  in  1836,  ther  state  the 
whole  expenditure  to  be  3,889/.  15s.,  and 
the  total  sum  levied  at  3,351 /«  4j.,  show- 
ing a  deficiency  of  538/.  lit.  under  the 
sum  stated  to  have  been  expended :  thus, 
according  to  this,  the  good  people  of 
Oldham  run  into  debt  to  the  amount  of 
I,359/«  Hi.  in  two  years,  which  I  am 
sure  they  would  not  do.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber concluded,  by  impressing  on  the  House 
the  absolute  necessity  of  a  thorough  and 
searching  Inquiry ;  and  with  that  view,  he 
cordially  seconded  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend. 

Lord  John  Rutull  rose  to  move  an 
amendment.  In  the  first  place,  he  begged 
to  thank  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  seconder 
of  the  motion,  for  explaining  to  the  House 
its  real  object.  He  thanked  the  hon. 
<3lentlemsn  for  explaining,  that  the  real 
object  of  the  motion  was,  the  repeal  of 
the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  told  them,  that  that  Act 
was  defbctive  ttom  beginning  to  end,  and 
that  it  was  now  sufficiently  obvious  that, 
be  the  ciroumstanbes  whatever  they  might, 
the  Act  was  totally  and  completely  in* 
capable  of  being  carried  into  full  opera- 
tion ;  and  therefore  he,  for  one,  demandecT 
its  repeal.  This  declaration,  no  doubt, 
:was  soAciently  candid,  but  the  hon.  Mem*. 


ber's  conduct  would  have  been  much  mora 
so,  if,  instead  of  bringing  forward  a  mo- 
tion of  this  description,  he  had  moved  at 
once  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal 
the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act.  He  ex- 
pected, indeed,  that  that  was  the  real 
object  of  the  motion,  although  the  hon« 
Member  for  Berkshire  did  not  openly  say 
so ;  and  it  was  with  that  view,  that  he 
(Lord  John  Russell)  gave  notice  of  the 
amendment  which  it  was  then  his  intention 
to  move.  The  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire 
bad  stated,  that  that  amendment  was  pro- 
posed with  a  view  to  screen  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners ;  he  said,  *<  The  Govern- 
ment are  interested  persons  in  this  matter, 
and  it  is  no  wonder  that  they  should  wish 
to  screen  their  agents  from  inquiry.**  By 
way  of  answer  to  that  assertion,  he  would 
read  the  words  of  the  amendment  he 
meant  to  propose,  and  the  House  would 
then  see,  whether  the  object  or  effect  of  that 
amendment  could  be  to  screen  anything 
that  had  been  done  from  a  full  and  fair 
inquiry.  These  were  the  words  of  the 
amendment,  *'  That  a  Select  Committee 
l>e  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  admioi* 
stration  of  the  relief  of  the  poor,  under  the 
orders  and  regulations  issued  by  the  Com* 
missioners  appointed  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act.''  Now^ 
these  words,  he  conceived,  were  suffi* 
eiently  comprehensive  to  admit  of  an  in*^ 

3 airy  into  the  whole  of  what  had  been 
one  under  the  new  law,  and  would  en- 
able the  Committee  to  convince  itself,  even 
to  the  minutest  particular,  of  the  nuinnet' 
in  which  that  new  law  had  been  carried 
into  operation.  It  might  inquire  into  the 
establishment  of  unions,  into  the  propriety 
of  having  the  administration  of  reliercon*. 
fined  to  workhouses,  into  the  manner  in 
which  the  relief  had  actually  been  admi- 
nistered in  those  houses,  into  the  dietary 
established  under  the  directions  of  the 
Commissioners,  into  the  restrictions  Im- 
posed upon  the  inmates  of  the  workhooset, 
mto  the  character  and  extent  of  the  me* 
dical  attention  and  relief  afforded  to  them 
(upon  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Pins- 
bur^  had  expressed  so  much  anxiety  for 
an  mquiry) ;  and  further,  it  could  inquire 
as  to  whether  the  Poor-law  Commissioners 
had  been  too  expensive  in  their  proceed- 
ings under  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  whe- 
ther it  were  fit  that  it  should  be  applied 
generally  to  the  .whole  country,  or  wnether 
it  would  be  beneficial  that  it  should  be 
confined  to  certain  districts  only,  in  which 
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day  on  tbe  roads,  and  at  nigfat  resorted  to 
poaching,  would,  in  the  end,  establish  a 
system  of  terror,  by  which  the  overseers 
and  farmers   would    be  prevented  from 
checking  their  career,  and  thus,  whilst  the 
morals  and  industrious  habits  of  the  la- 
bouring classes  were  destroyed  on  the  one 
hand,  the  value  of  the  property  of  the 
country  was  impaired  on  the  other.     He 
confined  his  illustrations  at  that  moment 
more  particularly  to  the  county  of  Bed- 
ford, because  it   happened  that  he  was 
better  acquainted  wiln  it  than  any  other ; 
and  he  had  heard  farmers  in   the  county 
say,    with  regard    to    labourers  out    of 
employment,    "  We  could  very   well  give 
them  employment ;    but  they    are  men 
of  such  bad  habits  and  character,  that 
if  we  were  to  let  them  into  our  farm- 
yards they  would  be    sure  to  rob  us/' 
This  was  the  state  of  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers in  many  parishes  in  England  prior 
to  the  passing  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Act — a  state  most  unnatural  in  this  coun- 
try, because  the  disposition  of  English  la- 
bourers was  to  work,  and  work  hard,  to 
earn  an  honest  and  independent  liveli- 
hood.   It  was  nothing  but  the  vicious  sys. 
tern  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
wished  to  restore  that  had  induced  the 
naturally  industrious  labourers  of  England 
to  abandon  ^their  former  course  of  good 
husbandry,  and  to  adopt  the  idle  and  pro- 
fligate habits  which  had  latterly  disgraced 
80  large  a  portion  of  them.     If  he  wanted 
proofs  of  that  fact,  he  was  abundantly 
supplied  with  them  in  all  the  reports  of  the 
Poor-law  Commissioners,  and  in  all  their 
experience  of  the  last  three  or  four  years 
during  which,  the  Act,  contrary  to  what 
might  have  been  expected  from  the  diffi- 
culties that  stood  in  the  way,  had  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  been  carried  into  full 
operation.     It  was  found,  indeed,  that  the 
difficulty  of  carrying  the  Act  into  operation 
was  almost  everywhere  much  less  than 
could  have  been  anticipated ;  and  what 
was  the  reason?    It  was  this — that  the 
former  system  was  bad  in  itself,  and  wholly 
inconsistent  with  the  industrious  habits  of 
the  people.    Therefore,  the  new  law  being 
more  in  unison  with  the  natural  bent  of 
the  people  the  adoption  of  it  became  easy, 
and  that  which  they  had  been  told  could 
not  be  carried  into  effect  for  many  years, 
nor  without  great  resistance,  had,  in  many 
parts  of  the  country,  been  carried  into4'ufl 
effect,  and  with  a  degree  of  resistance  only 
which  hitherto  had  certainly  not  been  very 


formidable ;  and  he  sincerely  hoped  that 
the  resistance  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  threatened  them  with  in  his  happy 
valley  would  turn  out  to  be  of  a  no  more  for- 
midable character  than  that  which  they 
had  already  encountered.  With  respect 
to  the  union  which  comprehended  the  very 
district  of  which  he  had  just  read  an  ac- 
count, there  was  a  report  of  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners  not  yet  published,  but 
which  would  soon  be  delivered,  riiowing 
the  condition  of  that  district  at  the  com- 
mencement  of  the  present  year.  He  beg- 
ged to  quote  a  passage  from  it : — 

"The  hoard  of  guardians  of  the  AmpthiU 
union  represent  to  us,  that  a  reduction  in  the 
poor-rates  has  heen  effected  to  the  extent  of 
forty-five  per  cent ;  and  this  not  hy  depriviog 
the  aged  and  infirm  or  helpless  widow  of  any 
comfort,  hut  rather,  as  can  readily  he  proved", 
by  conferring  upon  them  many  important  bene- 
fits, and  in  truth  increased  allowances  ;  while 
on  the  other  hand  the  habitual  sturdy,  able- 
bodied  paupers*  habits  of  idleness  have  been 
put  to  the  test  by  the  offer  of  a  well-regulated 
workhouse,  where  a  comfortable  maintenance 
is  provided/' 

He  was  ready,  as  he  had  already  stated, 
to  submit  to  any  inquiry  on  the  aubject,  he 
was  ready  to  appoint  a  Select  Committee, 
to  investigate  tne  matter ;  but  he  must*  at 
the  same  time,  declare  his  own  conviction 
that  there  never  was  a  greater  blessing  con- 
ferred upon  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
of  any  country  than  that  change  of  an 
old  and  abused  system,  which  change, 
reducing  very  considerably  expenses  on 
the  one  hand,  enabled  the  fanners  and 
cultivators  of  the  soil  to  employ  more 
money  in  productive  labour;  whiktonthe 
other  it  enabled  the  labourer  to  return  to 
his  ancient  habits  of  independent  industry, 
and  induced  him  to  look  at  present  and  for 
the  future  to  his  character,  as  the  lonrce 
of  his  profitable  employment  and  well- 
being,  and  deterred  him  from  conlinaing 
to  be  the  degraded  dependent  on  parish 
labour  and  parish  pay.  Although  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  had  under- 
taken to  bring  the  subject  of  the  Poor- 
law  Amendment  Act  under  the  const- 
deration  of  the  House,  it  was,  neverthe- 
less, obvious  that  he  had  hardly  paid 
that  attention  to  its  operation,  even  in  his 
own  district,  which  a*  Gentleman  incredu- 
lous of  the  well-working  of  the  Bill  ought, 
above  all  others,  to  have  paid.  There  were, 
nevertheless,  instances  of  gentlemen  whose 
impressions  or  prejudices  against  ihe  Bill 
had  vanished  wnen  they  came  to  acquaint 
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The  Commisiioneri  added^  that  although 
the  amount  expended  for  the  year  ending 
March,  1837,  could  not  yet  be  aacera 
tained,  it  was,  nevertheless,  certain,  that  a 
further  diminution  had  taken  place.  On 
comparing  the  expenditure  of  fifty-nine 
unions  for  the  quarters  ending  Christmas, 
1835,  and  Christmas,  1836,  it  was  found 
that  for  the  first  of  these  periods  the  ex* 
penditure  amounted  to  88,949/.,  whilst 
tor  the  last ;  it  amounted  only  to  74,058/. ; 
showing  a  diminution  of  seventeen  per 
cent.  It  might,  therefore,  not  unreason- 
ably be  expected  that  the  expenditure  for 
the  relief  of  the  poor  would  not  exceed 
4,000,000/.  for  the  year  ending  March, 
1837,  instead  of  6,300,000/.,  its  amount 
in  1834.  One  remarkable  test  of  the  bene, 
ficial  operation  of  the  new  system  had 
been  lately  afforded.  During  the  preva* 
leuceof  the  influenza,  which  unfortunately 
had  occasioned  so  many  deaths  in  all 
parts  of  the  kingdom,  it  was  gener^ly 
found  in  the  workhouses  that  the  care 
taken  of  the  poor,  and  the  medical  relief 
afforded  to  them,  had  made  the  mortality 
considerably  less  than  could  have  been 
expected.  Colonel  A'Court  stated,  with 
reapeot  to  the  medical  relief  given  in 
Hampshire  and  Wiltshire,-* 

<*  Sinee  the  prevalence  of  the  influenza  in 
my  district,  I  have  used  every  exertion  per- 
sonally to  viMt  the  seYeral  unions  in  it,  and  I 
have  already  attended  two-tUirds  of  the  boards 
of  Euardians.  I  am,  therefore,  enabled  from 
authority  to  assure  you,  that  in  no  single  in- 
stance have  I  heard  of  the  slightest  complaint, 
or  neglect,  or  insufficiency  of  attendance  on  the 
poor  on  the  part  of  the  medical  gentlemen, 
who,  tiiough  worn  down  with  fatigue,  appear 
to  me  to  have  performed  their  arduous  auties 
in  the  most  praiseworthy  and  exemplary  man- 
ner." 

As  a  farther  test  of  the  management  of 
the  poor  in  the  workhouses,  they  sent  a 
circular  letter  to  the  twelve  onions  in  East 
Kent,  the  workhouses  of  which  together 
contained  2,200  inmates,  one  half  being 
aged  and  infirm,  the  other  half  principally 
children,  inquiring  what  had  been  the 
mortality  from  the  influensa.  The  return 
made  to  that  circular  letter  showed  that 
only  seven  paupers  had  died  of  that 
malady.  He  must  say  a  few  words  with 
rtspect  to  the  treatment  in  the  workhouies 
80  far  as  regarded  the  able-bodied.  Itseemed 
to  be  imagined  by  those  who  complained 
of  the  operation  of  the  Poor*law  Bill  that 
there  ought  to  be  provided  in  every  work- 
house the  means  by  which  every  working 


man  with  his  wife  and  family  might  be 
supported  with  the  same  comfort  as  a  man 
in  full  employment.  He  thought  thta 
opinion  was  formed  upon  a  false  notion  of 
the  nature  of  the  relief  tliat  ought  to  be 
given.  It  was  not  pretended  by  the  authors 
of  that  Bill  that  when  men  who  were  able 
to  work  were  found  in  the  workhouses, 
they  were  to  be  treated  in  exactly  the 
same  manner  as  they  would  enjoy  them- 
selves  in  their  own  separate  cottages  ;  or 
(as  it  was  assumed)  that  they  were  to  be 
kept  upon  better  diet,  be  better  sheltered, 
and  better  clad,  and  enjoy  more  comforts 
and  more  liberty  than  the  independent 
labourer.  This  would  be  holding  rorth  to 
the  independent  industrious  labourer  a 
motive  to  be  idle.  It  would  be  saying 
to  him*—"  If  you  labour  ycu  will  live 
hardly,  and  your  wife  and  family  will 
be- ill  supported  by  your  earnings ;  but 
if  you  choose  to  be  idle  and  to  eome  into 
the  work-house,  you  shall  there  be  better 
fed,  sheltered,  clothed,  and  provided  for." 
The  intention  of  the  Legislature  in  eatabliah« 
ing  the  workhouse  system  coold  only  be 
to  say  to  the  able-bodied  labourer^  **  It 
is  your  duty,  it  is  your  intereatt  to  seek  for 
work  if  it  is  to  be  found  ;  and  if  work  sa 
not  to  be  found,  then,  eo  far  ae  saving yoa 
from  destitution,  so  far  as  furnishing  you 
with  sufficient  food  and  medical  attendance 
goes,  we  will  provide  for  yon  ;  but  we  do 
not  pretend  to  make  your  existence  in  the 
same  degree  comfortable  as  the  existence 
of  an  independent  workman.''  The  ten<* 
dency  of  the  system  adopted  by  the 
Legi^ature  was  not,  he  imagined,  to  have 
a  vast  number  of  able-bodied  labourers 
kept  idle  in  the  work-hottses  or  in  the 
''  bastiles,"  as  the  hon.  Member  called 
them.  The  object  of  the  system  he  coa« 
ceived  to  be  to  make  all  men  seek  for  work. 
Formerly  it  was  a  great  advantage  to  the 
poor  man  to  have  a  wife  and  family, 
because  it  gave  him  an  additional  claim  on 
the  parish  ;  but  now  if  a  man  wished  to 
support  a  wife  and  family,  in  order  to  do 
so  with  comfort  he  must  seek  for  work 
and  not  go  into  the  workhouse.  That, 
in  fact,  had  been  the  result  of  the  new 
system  ;  for  in  one  of  the  most  pauperised 
districts  where  the  Poor-law  Commis- 
sioners had  carried  the  law  most  completely 
into  effect,  he  meant  East  Kent,  the  result 
showe  this  to  be  the  case.  In  East  Ken 
out  of  160,000  inhabitants,  fifty«five  had 
been  the  maximum  of  able-bodied  labour 
ers  in  the  workhouses  at  the  same  time. 
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I  do  (said  the  noble  Lord)  very  humbly 
and  respectfully  recommend  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire  the  example  of  Mr. 
Whateley.  I  am  sure  if  he  would  attend 
to  his  own  union,  and  go  a  little  more  fre- 
quently to  the  Board  of  Guardians ;  if  he 
would  advise  his  labourers  to  lay  by  moneys 
and  if  two  or  three  years  hence  he  should 
be  able  to  come  down  to  the  House  and 
say,  that  he  had  done  as  much  good  as 
Mr.  Whateley,  I  think  he  will  deserve  the 
thanks  of  this  House  for  his  praiseworthy 
exertions.  He  would  read  but  one  more 
extract^  and  that  was  from  a  communica- 
tion received  from  a  gentleman  who 
had  only  recently  become  acquainted 
with  the  workings  of  the  Poor-law  Act. 
It  was  from  Mr.  Woolley,  a  gentleman  of 
great  skill  as  a  land-surveyor,  and  who 
had  been  appointed  an  assistant  tithe  com- 
missioner. The  statement  of  this  gentle- 
man was  contained  in  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Gulson : — 

''  I  wanted  to  talk  with  you  on  the  almost 
magical  effect  I  find  produced  by  the  new  Poor- 
laws  in  the  south.  There  I  had  seen  the  evil 
in  its  '  riotings ' ;  I  saw  no  chance  but  ruin  or 
change  —  prompt,  effectual,  decided,  radical 
change ;  I  began  to  fear  the  thing  had  been 
pushed  too  far,  the  remedy  too  long  deferred ; 
but  I  am  perfectly  delighted  to  find  that  I  was 
mistaken.  The  change  has  been  made,  and  the 
effect  is  more  than  any  one  could  have  hoped. 
I  have,  in  my  professional  engagement  as  as- 
sistant tithe  Commissioner,  been  much  in  Sus- 
sex and  the  weald  of  Kent.  I  have  seen  the 
effect  on  the  poor-rates^  the  character  of  the 
population,  the  improvement  of  the  land — such 
a  change !  I  have  talked  with  all  sorts  of  per- 
sons,  of  all  sorts  of  opinions,  on  other  subjects, 
and  have  heard  but  one  opinion  on  this — that 
the  measure  has  saved  the  country.  I  am  sick 
of  the  pitiful  cry  attempted  to  be  raised  against 
the  measure,  and  especially  at  the  supposed 
inhumanity  of  it.  Let  any  man  see  the  straight- 
forward walk,  the  upright  look  of  the  labourer, 
as  contrasted  with  what  was  before  seen  at 
every  step  in  those  counties.  The  sturdy  and 
idle  nuisance  has  already  become  the  useful, 
industrious  member  of  society.  No  man  who 
has  not  looked  well  into  human  nature,  and  the 
practical  working  of  the  wretched  system  of 
pauperism,  can  form  an  idea  how  different  is 
sixpence  earned  by  honest  industry,  and  six- 
pence wrung  from  the  pay  stable  of  a  parish- 
officer.  I  am  fully  convinced  that  the  measure 
has  doubled  the  value  of  property  in  many 
parts  of  the  kingdom.  This  is  important ;  but 
pounds,  shillings,  and  pence  will  not  measure 
the  value  of  the  change  in  character  which  is 
already  visible,  and  which,  I  am  well  con- 
vinced, will  develope  itself  more  and  more.'' 

This  was  fron\  a  practici^l  maii***a  man 


accustomed  to  go  over  the  country  and 
converse  with  all  sorts  of  persons  in  the 
pnrsuit  of  his  profession ;  accustomed  to 
see  farmers  and  labourers,  and  therefore 
well  able  to  judge  of  the  matter  of  which 
he  spoke.  But  the  observations  which 
Mr.  Woolley  made  were  not  peculiar  to 
him,  neither  were  they  confined  to  any 
particular  political  party.  He  was  happy 
to  say,  that  persons  of  all  opinions  in 
politics  had  been  found  among  the  mem- 
Ders  of  the  Poor-law  unions,  and  that  men 
of  the  strongest  political  opinions,  whether 
ultra-Tory,  ultra-Radical,  or  anything  else, 
had  taken  the  most  active  and  beneficial 
part  to  carry  the  new  Poor-law  into  effect, 
and  of  thereby  doing  the  utmost  good  to 
their  neighbourhood.  Well,  then,  seeing 
this,  and  seeing  the  principle  of  patriotism 
with  which  these  men  have  acted,  be  was 
sick  of  the  pitiful  cry  which  had  been  raised 
by  persons  who  were  either  totally  ignorant 
of  the  operation  of  the  Act,  or  had  wilfully 
blinded  themselves  to  its  effects,  or  were 
industriously  endeavouring,  for  some  sinis- 
ter purpose  or  other^  to  excite  discontent 
in  the  minds  of  the  people  by  grossly  ex- 
aggerating the  object  and  tendency  of  the 
measure.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
seconded  this  motion,  spoke  of  petitions 
that  were  about  to  be  presented  on  this 
subject,  and,  as  far  as  he  (Lord  John 
Russell)  could  learn,  those  petittoos  came 
fiom  places  where  the  Poor-law  had  not 
been  introduced.  It  was  very  easy  for 
persons  to  go  into  those  places  and  talk  of 
the  tyranny  of  the  Commissioners;  to 
speak  of  the  restrictions  imposed  on  the 
rate- payers,  and  describe  how  they  were 
bound  down  by  the  harsh  mandates  of  the 
board ;  but  all  this  was  a  gross  misrepre- 
sentation of  the  Poor-law  Act,  the  real 
object  of  which  was  to  establish  self- 
government — a  principle  found  to  be  so 
useful  in  all  matters  of  local  concern. 
What  was  the  case  formerly?  The  idle 
labourer,  complaining  of  the  overseer  who 
refused  him  relief,  went  to  some  distant 
magistrate  and  made  out  his  false  tale  of 
distress.  The  magistrate,  knowing  nothing 
of  the  matter,  made  an  order  for  relief, 
ignorant  of  what  the  effect  would  be.  But 
what  was  now  the  case  ?  The  magistrate  was 
now  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Guardians; 
he  met  his  brother  guardians  at  the  boards 
where  they  conferred  together  as  to  the  ac- 
tual facts  of  each  case;  and  where  the 
pauper  merited  relief  they  granted  it  to  him, 
while  the  impostor  was  detected  and  turned 
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thought  that  hon.  Member  was  fully  jui- 
tified  in  trying  to  attain  that  object,  think- 
ing that  the  noble  Lord  intended  to  limit 
the  inquiry  much  more  than  bia  speech 
•earned  to  imply.  When  the  Poor-law 
Bill  was  paasady  be  thought  few  persons 
expected  it  was  to  be  indiscriminately 
applied  to  every  part  of  England,  or  that 
bis  M^esty's  Ministers  would  direct  the 
whole  of  England  and  the  principality  of 
Wales  to  be  divided  into  unions  in  order 
to  carry  the  Act  into  effect  throughout  the 
whole  country.  If  he  understood  the 
noble  Lord's  amendment^  it  would  not  be 
competent  for  the  Committee  to  inquire 
into  this  part  of  the  application  of  the 
Act*  He  could  not  but  think  that  the 
division  of  the  north  of  England  and  in 
the  principality  of  Wales  into  Poor*law 
unions  was  wholly  and  entirely  unneces- 
sary. In  the  north  of  England  and  the 
principality  of  Wales,  with  which  he  was 
more  particularly  acquainted^  the  great 
evils  that  existed  in  the  southern  counties 
were  not  known ;  the  wages  of  labour  were 
not  paid  out  of  the  poor-rates ;  the  system 
of  roundsmen,  which  was  so  ruinous  to 
the  country*  and  all  that  maladminieua- 
tion  of  the  law,  were  quite  unknown  there. 
He  thought  his  Majesty's  Ministers  de- 
served thanks  for  introducing  a  measure 
with  the  intention  of  providing  a  remedy 
for  those  evils  where  they  did  exist,  but 
the  application  of  it  was  not  necessary 
where  the  evil  was  not  felt.  The  work- 
house system  was  almost  entirely  unknown 
in  Wales ;  it  was  uncongenial  to  the  habits 
of  the  people,  and  he  was  quite  satisfied 
that  if  it  were  enforced  there,  if  work- 
houses were  built^  and  the  poor  were 
dragged  away  from  their  cottages  and  their 
friends  to  be  thrust  ioto  those  places  which 
ware  so  abhorrent  to  the  feelings  of  the 
people,  the  measure  would  create  general 
disgust  in  the  principality.  He  was, 
therefore,  anxious  to  have  a  clear  under- 
standing as  to  whether  the  noble  Lord 
intended  to  allow  the  Ck>mmittee  to  go  into 
that  part  of  the  subject,  because,  if  there  was 
lo  be  no  restriction  of  the  inquiry  in  that 
reapeot,  be  should  be  disposed  to  entreat 
the  hon*  Member  for  Berkshire  to  with* 
draw  bis  motion.  He  had  no  right  to  urge 
that  hon.  Member  to  take  that  course,  but 
he  thought,  if  the  noble  Lord  would  con-, 
sent  to  allow  the  inquiry  to  have  that 
extensive  range  which  he  had  suggested, 
that  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  would 
be  in  i  great  meaaure  aeoured.    Yet  if  the 


hon.  Member  persisted  m  his  motiou^ 
conceiving  that  he  could  not  do  otherwise 
with  justice  to  the  subject  and  to  bis  own 
feelings,  he  (Colonel  Wood)  would  cer* 
tainly  vote  with  him.  He  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  an  extract  from 
one  of  the  instructional  letters  x)f  the 
Poor-law  Commissioners.  The  hon. 
Member  read  the  extract — to  the  effect 
that  no  distinction  was  to  be  made  between 
the  deserving  and  the  undeserving,  but 
that  destitution  only  was  to  form  the 
ground  of  relief.  Such  was  the  order 
which  had  issued  from  the  Homei^ffice, 
but  in  this  respect  he  thought  the  old 
system  was  better,  for  on  a  reference  to 
Sturges  Bourne's  Act  it  would  be  found 
that  it  was  distinctly  provided  tliat  magis- 
trates should  order  relief  to  the  able-bodied 
poor,  reference  being  also  bad  at  the  same 
time  to  the  character  and  conduct  of  the 
applicants,  thus  making  a  broad  distinc- 
tion between  the  deserving  and  the  unde- 
serving. If  a  Committee  were  appointed, 
he  hoped  this  point  would  form  a  su^ect 
of  inquiry  and  consideration.  He  would 
conclude  by  repeating,  that  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  would  with- 
draw his  motion. 

Mr.  Harvey  observed,  that  having  pre- 
sented several  petitions  to  the  House* 
and  one  that  day  from  an  important  por- 
tion of  his  constituents,  who,  from  their 
situation,  were  able  to  speak  with  more 
propriety  on  the  operation  of  the  Bill, 
than  some  other  personst  be  could  not 
suffer  those  petitioners  to  lie  under  tbe 
censure  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
cast  upon  those,  whom  be  charged  with 
raising  up  a  pitiful  cry  against  the  Poor* 
law  Act.  If  there  was  any  cry,  it  was 
tbe  cry  of  humanity  to  that  House, 
against  one  of  the  most  cruel,  heartleia, 
relentless,  and  selfish  Bills,  that  was  ever 
devised  and  passed  into  i^  law.  Tbe 
noble  Lord  had  stated  what  no  one 
doubted,  that  the  operation  of  tbia  Bill 
had  been  highly  favourable  to  a  certain 
class,  that  it  had  reduced  the  poor-rates 
from  6,000,000/.  to  4,000,000/.,  and  that 
it  had  doubled  the  value  of  property.  It  was 
so;  no  one  doubted  its  and  the  acceptance 
which  that  measure  obtained,  in  the  House 
and  out  of  it,  amongst  a  certain  class,  toge- 
ther with  certain  sympathetio  oircumstan- 
ces,  that  were  very  apparent  in  that  House 
now,  justified  that  opinion.  But  thiswastbe 
real  question-*>had  it  operated  with  equal* 

Off  with  imy  ndvant«g«  to  tb^  othtf  fw\y$ 


them,  but  he  must  say,  that  neither  they, 
nor  any  other  three  men,  ought  to  have 
the  power  of  making  and  administering 
laws  affecting  all  the  property,  and  the 
greater  portion  of  the  population  of  the 
kingdom.  His  constituents  had  felt 
themselves  placed  in  a  humiliating  situa- 
tion, in  consequence  of  being  called  on  to 
be  the  humble  administrators  of  this  law, 
for  be  it  remembered,  that  those  guardians 
might  be  composed,  for  aught  he  or  any 
one  else  knew,  of  men  who  were  suffi- 
ciently competent  to  fill  the  office  per- 
haps of  chief  Commissioner,  or  at  least 
of  those  about  him ;  yet  they  felt  that 
they  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  follow  those 
directions  which  the  Poor-law  Commis- 
sioners thought  proper  to  issue,  without 
any  appeal  to  their  own  judgment,  or 
opinion  as  to  the  peculiarity  of  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  before  them.  But 
such  was  not  the  design,  nor  was  it  ever 
even  intended  to  be  the  design,  of  the 
office  of  overseer,  churchwarden,  or 
guardian  of  the  poor ;  and  it  was  there- 
fore, that  those  men  who  had  been  elected 
to  the  office  of  guardian  b^  their  fellow- 
citizens,  on  account  of  their  competenc]^, 
protested  against  the  arbitrary  interposi- 
tion and  domination  of  the  Poor  law 
Commissioners.  But  the  noble  Lord  had 
gone  to  the  fullest  extent  as  the  advocate 
of  this  measure,  and  justice  must  be  done 
to  him  for  the  firmness  with  which  he 
opposed  and  denounced  what  he  called 
the  pitiful  feeling  which  was  evinced 
towards  it.  He  had  laid  down  the  broad 
rule  consistently  with  the  resolution  of  the 
Commissioners,  that  destitution,  the  most 
pitiful  and  absolute  destitution,  must  be 
considered  as  the  sole  and  exclusive 
ground  of  relief;  and  though  it  had  been 
said,  that  a  greater  number  of  persons 
were  receiving  out-door  relief  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  than  there  was  to  be  found 
in  the  workhouses,  it  should  be  borne  in 
mind,  that  this  state  of  things  did  not 
arise  from  any  dictate  of  humanity,  or 
influence  of  Christian  feeling,  but  from 
the  fact  that  the  Poor-law  Commissioners 
had  not  yet  caused  to  be  erected  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  workhouses  of  adequate 
capaciousness  to  receive  the  poor.  But  it 
was  a  rule,  that  as  fast  as  these  bastiles, 
as  they  had  been  very  appropriately 
called,  were  erected,  they  were  to  be  peo- 
pled by  (hose  persons  who  applied  for 
out- door  relief.  Who  were  those  persons  ? 
The  noble  Lord  had  told  the  House  that 


this  Act  not  only  worke  well  for  property 
and  its  possessors,  but  that  it  kindled  a 
spirit  of  independence  and  self-satisfac* 
tion  in  the  industrious  poor ;  but  let  the 
question  be  asked,  from  whence  that  great 
saving  of  2,000,000/.,  of  money  deducted 
in  two  years  from  the  amount  of 
6,000,000/.  had  come?  It  must  have 
produced  a  great  effect  somewhere,  and 
when  it  was  considered  that  it  formed  so 
large  an  item  in  the  income  of  the  poor, 
it  was  scarcely  possible  to  hear  it  men- 
tioned, without  believing  that  it  had  been 
wrung  from  the  poor  by  this  cruel  and 
arbitrary  law.  [**  No,  no."]  He  said 
"  yes,"  but  other  Gentlemen  said  "  no ;'" 
the  proof,  however,  was  to  be  found  in 
the  facts.  He  had  presented  a  petition  a 
few  days  ago  from  Kendal,  signed  by 
1,600  persons,  and  he  then  ventured  to 
give  some  reasons  for  agreeing  to  the 
prayer  of  that  petition.  One  of  those 
reasons  was,  that  the  poor  were  not  repre- 
sented in  that  House,  and  it  should  be 
remembered,  that  the  labouring  poor  were 
the  authors  of  all  their  wealth  j  without 
their  industry  their  estates  would  be 
tenantless,  and  their  rent-rolls  mere 
ciphers.  In  presenting  the  petition  from 
Kendal,  he  had  called  the  attention  of  the 
House,  by  way  of  illustration,  to  some 
facts  well  worthy  of  their  attention,  and 
now  be  would  observe,  that  there  was  every 
reason  to  believe,  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  saving  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
boasted,  was  the  resnlt  of  an  arbitrary  and 
heartless  appeal  to  the  aged  and  infirm,  to 
decide  between  no  relief,  and  confinement 
in  a  union  workhouse.  He  had  read  a  list 
of  old  men,  patriarchs,  and  old  women 
of  eighty  or  ninety  years,  who  had  fer- 
tilised the  fields  of  the  landowners  in 
past  time  by  their  ceaseless  labours, 
but  who  had  received  in  the  time  of 
their  infirmity  2^.,  and  some  2^.  6d.  a« 
week.  What  did  the  Commissioners  do 
through  their  agents  ?  These  poor  crea* 
tures  hobbled  up  to  the  taUe  of  authority, 
and  there  they  were  told  that  unless  they 
were  prepared  to  throw  back  6d.  out  of 
2j.,  to  add  to  the  mighty  fond  transferred 
to  the  landed  aristocracy — unless  they 
were  prepared  to  give  up  twenty-five  per 
cent. — ^let  those  gentlemen  hear  that  who 
so  boldly  resisted  the  giving  up  of  ten  per 
cent,  when  it  was  demanded  out  of  their 
incomes — those  poor  creatures  were  called 
upon  either  to  give  up  twenty-five  per 
cent,  out  of  their  miserable  pittance,  o( 
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estates*  Those  rules  or  laws  positively 
enacted  that  there  should  be  no  relief  but 
under  circumstances  of  the  extremest 
emergency;  that  no  relief  under  such 
circumstances  should  be  administered  out 
of  the  walls  of  the  prison;  and  that  it 
should  be  of  such  a  nature  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  make  it  less  or  of  a  worse 
character,  if  we  were  dispensing  it  to  the 
criminal.  The  gallant  colonel  referred  to 
a  resolution  which  had  received  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  noble  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department.  It  was  there  laid  down,  in 
answer  to  the  application  and  remon- 
strance of  a  Boardfof  Guardians,  that  they 
were  to  give  no  relief  within  the  walls  of  a 
workhouse,  which  should  have  any  refer- 
ence to  the  merit,  the  delinquency,  or 
even  the  vices  of  the  parties.  They  were 
to  give  to  the  most  vicious  all  that  fhey 
could  mete  out  to  the  most  meritorious. 
In  short,  the^  were  confounding  all  the 
great  distinctions  of  moral  propriety  and 
vicious  habits:  and  yet  the  noble  Lord 
presumed  to  contend  that  all  this  was 
popular,  acceptable  to  the  people,  and 
likely  to  establish  a  feeling  of  inde- 
pendence. The  people  of  this  country 
would  desefve  to  be  called  any- 
thing but  independent  if  they  should  sub- 
mit tamely  to  such  a  system.  There 
might  be  a  feeling  at  present  of  tacit  ac- 
quiescence arising  from  circumstances  of 
passing  prosperity,  but  when  they  had 
introduced  the  system  to  act  on  great 
masses,  and  brought  it  into  play  in  all  its 
contemplated  severity,  the  noble  Lord 
would  nnd  that  not  only  in  the  peaceful 
vale,  but  on  the  mountain  top,  and  in  all 
the  manufacturing  districts  —  in  fact, 
wherever  humanity  had  a  heart  to  bleed, 
the  principle  of  such  a  measure  would  be 
universally  repudiated.  Now  was  the  time 
when  inquiry  should  be  made  in  the  most 
searching  and  scrutinising  spirit*  He 
hardly  knew  what  the  noble  Lord  meant 
when  he  said  that  his  amendment  in- 
vited the  most  searching  inquiry.  The 
amendment  which  he  moved  and  the 
speech  be  uttered  were  certainly  at  varir 
ance  with  each  other.  As  he  read  the 
words  of  the  motion,  they  seemed  only  to 
point  to  an  inquiry  into  the  administra^ 
tioQ  of  the  funds  by  the  Commissioners-— 
that  was  to  say,  the  rules,  the  orders, 
the  laws,  were  to  be  taken  as  in« 
controvertible,  and  the  inauiry  was  only 
to  evtend  into  the  mode  and  manner  of  the 
diitributioa  9I  (be  fuods,    Thera  wits  00 


need  for  such  an  inquiry.  They  all  knew 
how  that  part  of  the  system  had  been  ad- 
ministered —  with  the  moet  barbarous 
and  heartless  severity.  He  only  wished 
that  some  of  those  hon«  GenUemeo  whom 
some  accident  had  thrown  into  that 
House,  and  who  supported  such  a  resolu- 
tion as  this,  might  be  thrown  for  a  season 
into  one  of  those  buildings,  which  would 
perhaps  moderate  them  into  decency,  and 
render  them  fit  representatives  for  that,  if 
not  for  any  other  place.  For  bis  own  part, 
he  believed  if  the  House  occupied  seven 
days  and  seven  nights  with  this  discussion, 
they  would  not  bestow  upon  it  a  consider- 
ation at  all  out  of  proportion  to  its  merits 
and  importance.  Upwards  of  2t000,000 
of  their  fellow  subjects  were  deeply  and 
personally  interested  in  it ;  it  affected  their 
feelings,  it  involved  their  interests.  It 
was  due  to  them<-»it  was  due  to  their 
petitions — it  was  due  to  their  prejudices-^ 
it  was  due  to  their  ignorance,  if  they 
pleased  so  to  call  ity  that  the  ampleat  and 
most  searching  inquiry  should  take  place. 
It  was  important  the  House  should  know 
what  the  noble  Lord  precisely  meant  by 
his  amendment.  He  was  quite  satisfied 
if  the  noble  Lord  admitted  that  it  would 
be  competent  to  ii^quire  into  the  appro- 
priateness of  the  different  resoluUoni  and 
orders  which  had  been  made  and  oarried 
into  effect — if  they  were  permitted  to  hear 
evidence  from  intelligent  guardians  how 
the  system  had  worked,  and  how  it  in- 
fluenced their  own  minds  and  those 
around  them,  the  investigation  would  be 
at  once  honest  and  useful.  But,  if  into 
the  Committee  which  the  noble  Lord 
might  nominate,  no  one  should  be  allowed 
to  enter  who  presumed  to  ha?e  any  unbe- 
coming disinclination  to  the  present  sys- 
tem, however  they  might  be  looked  up  to 
by  the  people,  and  representing  howso- 
ever large  constituencies  deeply  uiterested 
in  the  qaestion--<if  the  Committee  were 
to  be  a  packed  Committee,  the  terma  of 
the  inquiry  being  restricted,  it  would  only 
be  adding  insult  to  the  injury  the  measure 
bad  already  inflicted.  But  he  was  not  so 
inclined  to  receive  the  noble  Lord's  speech ; 
he  looked  at  his  speech  more  than  to  the 
resolution  itself.  Before  sitting  down  he 
was  anxious  to  statei  that  when  the  Poor« 
law  Bill  was  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  although  he  had  not  given 
the  subject  that  attention  which  its  im- 
portance now  appeared  to  deserve,  be  did 
voto  fQr  tbo  oteamre;    accompenyingi 
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Lord's  propositton,  the  Committee  would 
be  restricted  from  going  into  any  inquiry 
as  to  the  principle  of  any  part  of  the 
measure  whatever ;  and  that  was  a  limi- 
tation to  which  he,  for  one»  could  not 
bring  himself  to  submit.  He  wanted  a 
full,  fair,  searching  inquiry  into  very  many 
points  of  the  principle  of  this  measure. 
He  wished  to  know  how  it  bore  upon  the 
aged,  the  infirm,  and  particularly  the  sick. 
He  wished  to  inquire  into  the  working 
of  those  clauses,  commonly  called  the 
bastardy  clauses,  with  respect  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  not  stated  anything; 
and  he,  for  one,  was  anxious  to  hear 
whether  the  Committee  would  be  debarred 
from  inquiring  into  and  considering  the 
propriety  of  their  continuance.  He  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  in  the  commendation 
he  had  bestowed  upon  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  related  to  the  able.bodied 
labourer  compelling  him  to  work,  at  all 
events  not  to  be  idle  at  the  expense  of 
others ;  but  it  did  not  follow  that  he  ap- 
proved equally  or  at  all  of  that  part  of  the 
system  which  placed  the  aged,  the  infirm, 
and,  above  all,  the  sick,  so  frequently  in 
circumstances  of  extremest  hardship. 
With  regard  to  medical  treatment  alone, 
the  noble  Lord  said,  he  did  notice  why  a 
man  who  could  not  maintain  himself  should 
receive  better  medical  attendance  than  he 
could  have  at  home.  But  with  great  de- 
ference, he  ventured  to  think  that  a  man 
reduced  by  poverty,  without  any  fault  it 
might  be  of  his  own,  and  when  sickness 
and  infirmity  assailed  him,  was  entitled  to 
l\}e  best  medical  assistance  that  could  be 
procured.  The  rule,  however,  was  pre- 
cisely the  reverse  under  the  present  system. 
In  the  petition  which  he  presented  it  was 
stated  that  the  office  being  farmed  out  to 
the  lowest  bidder,  one  of  two  things  in- 
variably happened,  either  it  was  given  to 
some  individual  of  nominal  eminence,  who 
devolved  on  some  inferior  person  the  care 
of  the  poor,  or  a  young  practitioner  re- 

! quired  it,  who  frequently  learned  his  pro- 
ession  at  the  expense  of  the  poor.  In 
that  state  of  things,  he  asked,  were  they 
to  be  at  liberty  to  inquire  into  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill,  or  were  the  principles 
at  all  events  to  be  upheld,  and  were  they 
only  to  be  allowed  to  inquire  into  the 
practical  administration  of  the  law  by  the 
Commissioners  ?  If  that  was  all  they  had 
to  do,  he  saw  no  necessity  whatever  for  the 
inquiry.  He  knew  the  Commissioners  to 
be  gentlemen  Qf  the  highest  honour  and 


roost  humane  feelings.  But  that  was  not 
the  question.  The  real  question  was  what 
was  the  law — what  were  the  principles  on 
which  it  proceeded,  and  how  it  should  be 
applied  in  all  cases  ?  He  should  vote  for 
the  motion  of  thehon.  Member  for  Berk- 
shire, although  he  did  not  altogether 
subscribe  to  all  the  sentiments  of  those 
who  had  supported  it,  because  if  his  Com- 
mittee were  granted  a  full,  fair,  and  satis- 
factory inquiry  must  be  the  result; 
whereas,  looking  at  the  words  of  the  noble 
Lord's  motion  rather  than  his  speech,  the 
investigation  might  be  stopped  on  the 
most  important  points. 

Mr.  Hume  had  been  anxious  to  speak 
after  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark, 
because  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  mixing  up  with  his  speech 
matters  entirely  foreign  to  the  subject,  and 
likely  to  lead  the  House  from  the  matter 
before  them.  If  the  hon.  Member  at  a 
fitting  time  would  bring  before  the  House 
the  subjects  either  of  the  operation  of  the 
Corn.laws  on  the  industry  of  the  country, 
or  of  the  unequal  manner  in  which  taxa- 
tion pressed  on  the  poorer  classes,  he  would 
find  no  man  more  anxious  than  he  to  sup- 
port the  propriety  of  reviewing  the  whole 
of  these  questions.  But  the  impression 
which  the  hon.  Member  appeared  desirous 
to  convey  was,  that  the  new  Poor-law  had 
the  same  effect  in  bearing  on  the  industry 
of  the  country  which  Corn-laws  and  un- 
equal taxation  had.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  such  was  in  no  respect  the  case,  and 
that  the  epithets  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  used  in  designating  the  measure*— 
epithets  which  it  had  been  much  better  to'* 
have  withheld — were  altogether  apart  front 
the  real  merits  of  the  case.  He  (Mr. 
Hume)  had  voted  for  that  measure  because 
he  found  that  the  poorer  classes  of  the 
community — ^those  who  lived  by  their  in- 
dustry—*were,  in  consequence  of  the  abuses 
which  had  existed  under  the  former  work- 
ing, rapidly  sinking  in  the  scale  of  society* 
The  system  of  indiscriminate  relief  had 
worked  great  evil.  He  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  hon.  Friend  bad  not 
done  fairly  in  quoting  the  acts  of  cruelty 
that  had  taken  place.  It  was  notorious 
that  acts  of  cruelty  in  the  administratioa 
of  the  Poor-laws  before  this  measore 
passed  might  have  been  selected  from 
every  week  in  the  year.  He  repeated, 
then,  that  it  was  not  fair  to  select 
evils  now  as  evidence  of  the  bad  work* 
ing  of  the  Act  whea  b^foce  it  pMseci 
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to  be  pffMerred  between  iDdtutry  tod 
idleness.  He  believed  the  Act  had  worked 
most  beneficially  for  the  great  majority  of 
those  who  received  relief.  Were  they  not 
bound  to  protect  those  who  occupied  a 
station  in  society  just  above  that  of  the 
poor  roan,  from  payings  money  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  dissolute  and  the  idle  ?  In  the 
Poor-law  Administration  Act,  this  principle 
was  decidedly  laid  down — the  principle 
that  destitution,  he  should  rather  say  want, 
alone  ought  to  entitle  to  relief.  He  com- 
plained, therefore,  that  his  hon*  Friend 
had  not  taken  that  view  of  the  subjectwhich 
he  ought  tohave  done,  and  had  put  thecase 
in  an  unfair  light.  If  he  recollected  right, 
the  discussion  which  this  measure  received 
bad  been  most  bitterly  pounced  upon  by 
certain  public  journals ;  the  alarm  had  been 
soundea  by  The  Times  a  month  before  the 
Bill  passed  into  a  law ;  and  it  had  con«- 
tinued,  day  by  day,  attempting  to  terrify 
the  people  into  opposing  it.  He  was 
surpnsed  that  a  man  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
discernment  could  be  misled  by  its 
alarmist  cry.  He  considered  the  passing 
of  the  Act  as  a  great  triumph  over  the 
attempts  which  the  journals  made  to  render 
it  an  object  of  hatred  and  loathing  to  the 
poblio.  Those  journals  had  attempted  to 
write  down  the  measure:  they  had  pro* 
phesied  they  would  be  able  to  write  it 
down ;  and  up  to  this  moment  they  had 
carried  on  their  rancorous  opposition  to  it, 
retailing  every  story  that  could  injure  it, 
however  improbable,  and  no  doubt  invent- 
ing some.  He  had  himself  seen  stories, 
which  had  been  contradicted  from  au- 
thority, repeated  again  and  again.  He 
had  no  doubt  that,  on  examining  the 
volume  which  the  hon.  mover  had  read  to 
the  House  that  evening,  if  name,  time,  and 
place  were  given,  it  would  be  found  to 
consist  of  the  rakings  of  Tfte  Timeg  for  the 
last  twelvemonth.  If  the  Commissioners 
had  not  properly  exercised  the  powers 
intrusted  to  them  by  the  Act,  the  Com- 
mittee proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  would 
point  out  in  what  respects  they  had  failed 
to  do  so,  and  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  correct  their  errors.  Ngtwith* 
Btltnding  all  the  opposition  to  the  Act  in 
particular  quarters,  he  was  happy  to  say 
that  it  was  generally  popular  in  the  coun* 
try.  He  would  be  the  last  to  treat  the 
sick  or  the  aged  with  severity,  and  when 
the  Bill  was  passing  through  that  House, 
be  had  said  that  a  change  of  such  immense 
importance  could  not  be  carried  into  effect 


without  great  suffering  to  individuals ;  bat 
he  had  maintained  at  the  same  time,  that 
the  Commissioners  and  the  guardians  most 
be  left  to  the  exercise  of  the  discretkm 
with  which  they  were  vested,  in  order  to 
make  that  hardship  as  light  as  possible. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  seconded  the 
motion,  had  asked  him,  how  ho  conkl 
support  the  hon.  Members  for  Bath  and 
Liskeard  in  their  opinion  of  the  advantages 
of  local  administratk>n,  whilehe  sanctioned 
this  measure  ?  Now,  he  contended  that 
the  Act  established  a  sytem  of  local  ad* 
ministration,  and  the  only  drawback  to  it 
was,  that  the  accumulative  votes  given  to 
the  rate-payers  rendered  its  operation 
uncertain.  He  admitted  the  existence  of 
ex  qfflcio  guardians  to  be  an  evil;  be. 
believed  they,  in  some  cases,  out-numbered 
the  regular  guardians ;  and  it  would  be  a 
question  for  the  consideration  of  the  Com^ 
mittee,  how  far  the  power  vested  with  them 
had  interfered  with  the  due  exercise  of 
those  which  were  lodged  in  the  Commia* 
sioners  and  guardians.  The  administra-* 
tion  by  guardians,  appointed  by  the  rate- 
payer to  protect  bis  interest,  wasessen-i 
tiatly  local;  and  as  to  oeatmUsatiott,  he< 
looked  upon  it  as  a  mode  of  saperkitend* 
ence  necessary  to  insure  uniformity  in  the 
operation  of  the  system.  He  had  seen 
men  intrusted  with  the  adninistratton  of 
the  rates  in  country  parishes,  afraid  to  re- 
fuse demands  which  were  made.  In  conse- 
quence of  the  outcry  which  was  raised, 
and  every  person  who  wished  honestlv  to 
discharge  his  doty  in  the  application  of  the 
rates,  must  be  pleased  to  be  controlled  in 
the  exercise  of  it,  in  order  to  be  enabled 
to  carry  into  effect  the  intentions  of  the 
Act  itself.  In  this  respect^  the  Act  bad 
succeeded  better  than  he  could  have  con- 
ceived possible.  He  was  satisfied  they 
would  effect  an  improvement  in  the  con- 
dition of  the  working  classes,  in  their  moral 
character  and  in  their  happiness,  which  no 
man  would  have  anticipated  four  years 
ago,  and  that  those  who  paid  rates,  as  well 
as  those  who  receired  them,  would  be 
benefitted.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
should  give  his  cordial  support  to  the 
amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  believmf 
that  they  should  thereby  secure  the  fallest 
and  fairest  inquiry. 
Debate  adjourned. 


mary  proceedia^,  and  to  invite  those  who 
conaalted  his  iotereata  in  the  firm  to  issue 
a  commiMion  of  banlcraptcy  against  it. 
He  himself  had  never  posieised  any  iotereHt 
in  the  firm,  and  had  acted  throughout 
merely  as  trustee  for  his  brother.  He 
stated  to  the  gentlemen  whom  be  con- 
sulted that  he  invited  proceedings  to  be 
talcen  against  the  house — and  that  he 
wished  only  to  save  the  property  for  those 
who  had  intrusted  the  firm  on  the  faith  of 
his  credit.  He  convened  a  meeting  of  the 
.principle  creditors,  stating  that  he  desired 
to  foiego  all  the  advantages  that  he  might 
claim  lot  himself  in  the  matter— he  recom- 
mended them  to  strilce  the  docket  of 
banlcruplcy.  The  course  so  advised  was 
followed,  and  they  succeeded  in  recovering 
a  considerable  portion  of  the  jproperty,  so 
that  a  large  dividend  was  paid  to  the  cre- 
ditors. He  had  inherited  a  small  patrimonial 
property,  which  was  brought  to  sale,  and 
the  proceeds  applied  to  the  same  purpose — 
and  he  even  insisted  on  their  taking  his 
library,  and  converting  it  into  money,  and 
applying  it  as  far  as  it  could  go.  The 
property  certainly  had  been  purchased  by 
a  friend,  but  its  full  value  was  given,  and 
the  amount  applied  as  he  had  stated, 
Several  gentlemen,  many  of  them  Mem- 
bers of  his  own  profession,  offered  theii 
assistance — one  came  into  his  house  the 
next  morning,  and  laid  upon  his  table  the 
sum  of  1,0001.,  desiring  that  he  should 
make  what  use  he  pleased  of  it.  Of  course 
he  did  not  condescend  (o  accept  another 
person's  money  to  apply  it  to  his  own 
purposes.  He  loved  his  profession,  and  he 
trusted  that  his  efforts  to  attain  eminence 
in  it  would  not  prove  unsuccessful.  He 
formed  the  resolution  never  to  suffer  a 
single  shilling  to  be  lost  by  any  individual 
who  had  trusted  that  Firm,  and  he  c 
now  produce  receipts  in  full  from  every 
human  being.  He  was  sorry  to  trouble  the 
House  with  a  matter  so  purely  personal, 
but  he  never  saw  it  denied  toany  man  who 
was  unjustly  stigmatised  and  accused,  an 
opportunity  of  defending  himself.  The 
matter  did  not  confine  itself  to  the  character 
of  an  iodividaal ;  the  House  had  a  deep 
interest  in  the  character  of  the  individuals 
who  composed  it,  and  the  country  at  large 
had  a  deep  interest  in  the  moral  character 
and  conduct  of  its  representatives.  He 
was  happy  to  see  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  hii  place,  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  state  that  the 
persona  whom  he  had  coosnlted  on  the  occa- 


sion referred  to  were  of  the  most  respect- 
able character.  One  of  them  was  Mr, 
Samuel  Bewley,  a  most  eminent  mer- 
chant, still  alive;  the  other,  too,  was 
also  yet  living,  and  in  business  ;  as  also 
the  agent  to  the  commission,  and  the 
clerk  in  the  firm,  whose  affairs  were  in- 
volved in  difficulty,  as  well  as  some  of  the 
assignees  who  had  been  appointed.  All 
these  persons  were,  therefore,  capable  of 
refuting  him  if  be  slated  anything  that 
was  untrue.  He  hoped  he  h act  sufficiently 
made  out  a  case  in  answer  to  the  slander 
that  he  "  was  a  bankrupt,  uncertificated 
until  within  three  weeks  before  he  was  made 
a  Member ;"  when  the  fact  was,  that  the 
whole  body  of  creditors  had  signed  the 
certificate.  These  transactions  had  taken 
place  BO  far  back  as  1818,  and  yet  that 
audacious  paragraph  had  asserted  that  be 
was  an  uncertificated  bankrupt  antil  within 
three  weeks  before  he  was  returned  to  that 
House.  He  was  not  anxious  to  press 
heavily  upon  those  who  had  an  arduous 
and  important  public  duty  to  perform, 
well  knowing  that  every  newspaper  must 
be  at  the  mercy  of  those  who  commoni- 
cated  facts  from  the  other  side  of  the 
water  ;  -but  he  must  say  that  it  was  the 
incumbent  duty  of  an  editor  to  have  seen 
that  be  had  a  respectable  and  faithful 
correspondent— and  to  have  ascertained 
the  correctness  of  the  facts  he  was  about  to 
state,  reflecting  so  grievously  on  private 
character,  before  he  held  up  to  the  British 
public  an  individual  who,  however  hurable, 
had  never  forfeited  the  character  of  an 
honourableanduprightman.  Hewaswillinr 
to  make  every  allowance  for  the  press,  and 
did  not  bring  this  matter  forward  with  any 
vindictive  feeling.  He  wouldthrow  himself 
entirely  on  the  feeling  of  the  House,  and 
take  any  course  which  it  thought  fit  to 
recommend.  He  was  quite  satisfied  that 
what  bad  been  intended  to  injure  his 
character  would  have  the  effect  of  raiting 
it  in  the  estimation  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House. 

Dr.  Lefroy  claimed  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  for  a  few  moments.  He  should 
not  have  felt  it  necessary  to  do  so,  if  the 
character  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
wasas  well  known  in  this  conntry,  as  it  was 
io  that  from  whence  the  calumny  had 
emanated,  and  as  fully  appreciated  by  the 
Members  of  the  HouSe  as  by  the  profession 
to  which  he  belonged,  He  rose  roarely  for 
the  purpose  of  making  this  statement,  as  a 
member  of  that  pT<^siion  tg  whMi  tbey 


AuEKDMENT.3  The  Attomty-Qeneral 
hoped  ibat,  before  proceeding  nith  the 
adjourned  debate,  the  Hoase  would  allow 
the  third  reading  of  the  Manicipal  Corpo- 
ration! Act  Amendment  Bill  to  lake  place. 
It  was  of  the  greatest  importance  that 
tbere  should  be  no  farther  delay  in  the 
passing  of  this  Bill,  which  was  not  at  all 
a  party  measure.  He  begged  to  move  tbe 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

Sir  EdiBord  Knatchbull  then  moved  a 
clause,  to  the  effect  that  every  person 
voting  at  the  election  of  town -councillors, 
or  aldermen,  should  do  so  by  delivering 
personally,  at  the  meeting,  to  the  ma^or 
or  chairman,  a  voting  paper,  containing 
tbe  name  and  surname  of  the  person  for 
whom  he  votes,  such  paper,  when  read,  to 
be  delivered  by  the  mayor  to  the  town- 
clerk,  and  that  every  election  of  alder- 
men, made  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  should  be  vaUd,  by  whatever  form 
made. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  Attorney -General  brought  up  a 
clause  to  this  effect : — "  That  a  person 
entitled  to  be  admitted  lo  the  freedom  of 
a  borough,  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
tbe  Act,  shall  be  entitled  to  be  admitted 
on  the  same  conditions  as  any  person  who 
■hall  have  acquired  his  title  after  the  past- 
ing of  the  Act." 

Mr.  Thomley  said,  that  he  should  cer- 
tainly oppose  the  clause,  for  its  object  was 
to  extend  the  franchise  to  the  freemen  in 
a  way  that  was  never  intended. 

The  Attomey-QeneraX  said,  the  object 
of  the  clause  was,  not  to  extend  the  fran- 
chise, but  to  prevent  litigation  and  expense 
in  prosecuting  appeals. 

Mr.  ThornUy  could  not  consider  tbe 
clause  in  any  other  light,  and  he  should 
therefore  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
its  rejection. 

The  House  divided  on  the  clause : — 
Ayes  318:  Noes  14:  Majority  204. 


Browne,  R.  D. 
Bailer,  Charias 
Burdon,  W.  W. 
BuxtoD,  T.  F. 
Brng,  rt.  bon.  0.  R. 
Campbell,  Sli  J. 
Canning,  rt.  hon.  Sir  S, 
Cartwright,  W.  R. 
tlave,  R.  O. 
Chandos,  Marquess  of 
Chapman,  A. 
Cheiwynd,  Captaia 
Chichester,  A. 
Clay,  W. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Colborne,  N.  W,  R. 
Cole,  hon.  A.  H. 
Collier,  John 
Conolly,  E.  M. 
CoDjngham,  Lord  A. 
Corry,Tt.  hon.  H. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Crippj,J. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Davenport,  J. 
Deniion,  W.  3. 
D'Eyncoarl,  rt.  boD. 

C.T. 
Donkin,SirR. 
DuncoDibe,  T. 
Dundu,  hon.  T. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Egerton,  Lord  Fran. 
EUlce,  right  hon.  E. 
Entwisle,  J. 
Faz^erley,  John  N. 
Feclor,  John  Minet 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Fergusson  ,rl.hon,  R.C . 
Fielden,  J. 
Finch,  O. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  hon.  Q, 
Fonter,  C.  S. 
Freemanlle,  Sir  T. 
Preshfleld,  J.  W, 
Geary,  Sir  W. 
Gisbornc,T. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gladstone.  W.E. 


Hardy,  J. 

Biriand,  W.  Charles 
Harwy.D.  W. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Hsathooat,  J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hindley,  C; 
Hogg,  James  Weir 
Honfdsworth,  T. 
Howard,  F.H. 
Hume,  J. 
Humphrey,  J. 
Hufsi,  R.  H. 
Hull,  W. 

Jacbion,  Mr.  Seieeani 
Jephion,  C.  D.  O. 
JotiDstoDe,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 
Jonen,  T. 
Kaigtat,  H.  G. 
Knighttey,  Sir  C. 
IdmbloD,  H. 
Lees,  J.  P. 
Lefevre,  Charles  S. 
Lefroy,  richi  hon.  T. 
Leonard,  T.B. 
I.«Dooa,  liord  G. 
Lincoln,  E*rl  of 
Lister,  E.C. 
Long,  W. 
Lushmgton,  Dr. 
Lushingun,  Chsrles 
Lvgon,  hon.  Gea. 
Macnaman,  Uifjor 
MactBgsart,  J. 
,  MaiiohbaokSrS. 
Manin,  J. 
Methuen,  P. 
Mile*,  Williau 
Mordaunt,SirJ. 
Moreton,  hon.  A.  H. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Hosley,  Sir  O. 
MoBtyn,  hon.  E. 
MutliDs,  F.  W. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R. 
Norreys,  Lord 
CConnell,  M.  J. 
O'Penali,  R.  M. 
Olipbant,  Lawrence 
Paget,  F. 
Palmar.  R. 


Act  Amendment. 
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for  this  purpose,  he  would  willingly  do  so; 
but  unless  he  got  an  assurance  of  their 
support,  he  would  persevere  in  pressing 
his  motion  to  a  division. 


) 


:;areful,  that  no  man  brought  to  the  bench 
the  slightest  tinge  of  party  spirit. 

The  Solicitor'  General  opposed  the  clause, 
md  said  that,  as  a  remuneration  of  re- 
corders did  not  amount  to  more  than 
perhaps  20/.  a-year^  it  was  absurd  to  sup- 
pose that  they  were  highly  paid.  For 
the  most  part,  the  office  was  merely 
honorary. 

Mr.  Grote  was  in  favour  of  the  clause, 
and  thought,  that  those  who  held  judicial 
offices,  should  be  obliged  to  devote  their 
whole  time  to  the  business  of  those  offices. 
He  was  an  advocate  for  local  Courts. 

Mr.  Scarlett  denied  that  the  nominal 
salaries  attached  to  these  really  honorary 
offices  could  influence  the  votes  of  the 
parties  holding  them  in  that  House. 

Mr.  Harvey  said,  that  if  he  thought 
the  law-officers  of  the  Crown  were  sincere, 
he  would  not  press  his  motion.  He  did 
not,  however,  think  so — and,  consequently, 
he  must  persevere.  It  was  said,  that  the 
recorders  were  not  highly  paid.  Why, 
had  not  the  recorder  of  London  2,500/. 
a-year,  and  were  not  the  duties  of  that 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  considered  so 
onerous,  that  there  was  some  intention  of 
giving  him  another  1,000/.?  There  was 
another  recorder,  who,  if  he  were  not  mis- 
taken, was  also  well  paid,  and  had  con- 
siderable business  connected  with  his  office 
to  attend  to.  Let  them  see  how  the 
system  worked  at  present  under  this  Bill. 
Any  corporate  town  might  have  a  judge, 
and  the  government  of  the  time  being 
would  have  the  appointment  of  all  those 
judges  at  disposal.  He  had  had  it  for  some 
time  in  contemplation,  to  move  for  a 
return  of  the  gentlemen  of  the  bar,  with 
a  statement  of  any  place  or  office  held  by 
each  individual ;  and  he  certainly  thought 
it  would  be  difficult  to  find,  throughout 
the  entire  list  of  the  bar,  the  name  of  any 
man  of  five  years'  standing,  who  was  not 
either  in  possession  of  a  place,  or  in  ex- 
pectation of  some  appointment  or  other. 
He  was  well  aware,  that  their  superior 
moral  habits,  and  stricter  education,  en- 
abled the  gentlemen  of  the  bar  to  make  a 
stronger  struggle  against  this  system  of 
seduction  than  other  men,  but  his  object 
was,  to  protect  them  from  that  system  of 
seduction  altogether,  and  to  preserve  them 
in  a  state  of  forensic  purity.  If  he  thought 
that  the  law-officers  of  the  Crown  were 
sincere  in  the  recommendation  that  they 
had  given,  and  that  they  would  promise 
to  support  him  in  bringing  forward  a  Bill 


The   House  then  divided  :^Ayes  52, 
Noes  108 :  Majority  56, 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Angerstein,  J. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Bewes,  T. 
Blake,  M.J. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Bridgnian,  Hewitt 
Brotherton,  J. 
Bulwer,  H.  L. 
Burton,  H. 
Collier,  J. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Denison,  W.  J, 
Duncombe,  T. 
Fitzsimon,  C 
Qrattan,  J. 
Grote,  George 
Hall,  B. 
Hawes,  B. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hind  ley,  C. 
Humphenr,  John 
Lawson,  A. 
Lister,  Ellis  Cunliffe 
Macnaroara,  Major 
Mafaer,  J. 


Marjoribanks,  S. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Marsland,  H. 
Mttsgrave,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  W.  Smith 
O'Connell,  D. 
Paget,  F. 
Pease,  J« 
Potter,  Richard 
Power,  James 
Roebuck,  John  A. 
Rundle,  John 
Rnthven,  £. 
Stanley,  W.  O. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wallace,  R. 
Wason,  R. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Wilks,  J. 
WiUiams,  W. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Young,  G.  F.  ^ 

TELLERS. 

Harvey,  D.  W. 
Leader,  J.  T. 


Alston,  Rowland 
Anson,  Hon.  Colonel 
Bailey,  J. 
Baillie,  H.  D. 
Barnard,  E.  G, 
Barneby,  J. 
Benett,  J. 
Blackstooe,  W,  S. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bonham,  R.  F. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Buller,  £. 
Byng,  rt.  hon.  G.  S. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 


Finch,  G. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Fort,  John 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
Gordon,  R. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Handley,  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hastie,  A. 


Canning,  rt.  hon.  Sir  S.    Hawkins,  John  H« 


Chichester,  A. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Davenport,  J. 
Donkin,  Sir  R. 
Eaton,  Richard  J. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Egerton,  Lord  F. 
Elwes,  J.  P. 
Entwiste,  J. 
Fector,  J.  M. 
Feilden,  W, 


Hodges,  T.  L, 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Houldsworth,  T. 
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became  unfortuoate  and  destitute  by  their 
QWQ  misconduct  it  was  right  that  they 
should  suffer  punishment;  but  the  evils 
and  distresses  that  were  attendant  on  a 
manufacturing  population  did  not  exist 
iiom  any  fault  of  their  own.  They  were 
derived  from  the  vicissitudes  and  uncer* 
(ainties  of  trade  ;  from  the  fluctuations  of 
our  monetary  system ;  and  from  the  opera* 
tion  of  bad  laws,  too  often  made  rather 
with  a  view  to  private  interest  than  to  the 
l^eneral  benefit  of  the  community.  Eveti 
m  the  agricultural  districts  the  poor  had 
been  greatly  abridged  of  the  privileges 
they  had  heretofore  enjoyedi  for  in  many 
places  they  had  had  small  allotments  of 
land,  which  was  not  the  case  at  present. 
It  was  difficult  to  defend  the  poor  among 
the  rich,  but  he  should  like  to  see  some 
other  system  adopted.  He  should  like  to 
see  those  laws  repealed  which  pressed  on 
the  lower  classes,  and  taxation  in  general 
equalised.  One  part  of  the  law  he  especi- 
ally objected  'to — that,  namely,  which 
prevented  the  guardians  of  the  poor  from 
granting  relief  while  any  little  property  re» 
mained ;  and  he  should  be  glad  to  see 
more  discretionary  power  given  to  the 
guardians*  He  wished  the  House  to  con- 
sider only  the  hardship  inflicted  on  the 
poor  hand-loom  weaver,  who,  owing  to 
the  rapid  progress  of  machinery,  was  re- 
duced  to  great  straits,  and  who  must  sell 
bis  loom  and  every  thing  in  bis  house  be- 
fore he  could  be  admitted  to  the  work- 
house. That  was  only  one  instance 
among  many  of  the  hardships  which  the 
poor  must  suffer  if  the  Act  were  carried 
into  full  effect, 

Mr,  Cripps  congratulated  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire,  on  having  brought 
this  question  to  an  issue,  and  s^id  he  was 
exceedingly  glad  that  the  poble  Lord  had 
in  a  great  measure  acquiesced  in  the  view 
of  that  hon.  Member,  by  granting  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry,  ip  order  to  see  what  the 
effect  of  the  present  Bill  bad  been.  With 
regard  to  the  numerous  documents  which 
had  been  read  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshire,  be  did  not  mean  to  say  they 
were  incorrect,  but  that  be  distrusted 
them,  as  detailing  cases  into  which  full 
investigation  had  no^  been  made,  and 
which,  in  many  instances,  bad  been  col- 
lected fro^i  the  poor  themselves.  He  was 
exceedingly  glad  that  they  were  to  have 
a  Committee  upon  the  subject,  in  order 
that  the  public  might  be  furnished  with  a 
more  correct  and  satisfactory  account  Qf 


the  working  of  th^  measure,  tblMl  (hit 
which  they  could  eollect  from  Be«apapan» 
in  which  not  pna  out  of  ten  |Huragraphs 
headed  ^'  Pvor^law  Amendment  Act,"  bad 
anything  to  do  with  it.      He  fonnd  fkult 
with  the  hon.   Member  for  Berkshire  in 
condemning  this  measure,  w()ile  f^om  bii 
own    admission,    it    appeared    h^    \^Ai 
not   attended  above  fourteen  or  fifteen 
union  meetings  out  of  seventy  or  eighty. 
Indeed,  bethought  (hat  hon.  Member ha4 
an  antipathy  to  the  Bill  itselfi  when  he 
avoided  attending  those  meetings;  but 
had  the   hon.  Member  been  present  9t 
even  one  half  the  number  tlif^t  he  hftd 
attended*  the  hon.  Member  would  have 
had  reason,  as  well  as  many  others  who 
had  also  a  great  antipathy  to  the  measare 
at  first,  to  change  his  opinions  respecting 
it.     He  (Mr.  Cripps)  had  known  several 
who  were  originallv  opposed  to  the  Bill, 
to  have  changed  their  opinipn  regardiog 
it  after  having  attended  those  meetinga, 
and  seen  its  details  investigated,    NotOQtt 
tenth  part  of  the  charges  which  had  been 
made  against  the  guardians,  had   be^n 
brought  home  to  them.      He  bdd  bimf^If 
investigated  some  of  them,  and  was  as- 
tonished  at  finding  them  so  satisfactorily 
cleared  up.  No  Bill  ever  did  or  could  bav^ 
worked  better  than  it   had  done  in  tbf 
union  in  which  he  lived,  and  he  confessed 
he  did  not  see  any  cause  why  it  should 
not  work  with  equal  benefit  and  sucouss 
in  other  unions.    He  acknowledged  that 
he  had  not  exactly  followed  the  rulei  laid 
down  by  the  Commissioners.     He  hadt 
for  instance,  occasionally  deviated  from 
the  rule,  that  no  person  in  health  sboMld 
receive  assistance  unless  in  the  workhouse, 
and  on  another  occasipn,  had  taken    a 
portion  of  a  very  large  fainjly  ipto  tba 
workhouse,  which  was  attended  with  beae* 
ficial  results;  at  the  s^m^  time,  that  great 
caution  should  be  observed  in  thus  de* 
viating  from  the  rules,  lest  doing  fo  might 
be  attended  with  abus^.     When  it  wa» 
considered*  that  by  the  present  Bill,  a 
saving  of  upwards  of   2,000,000/.  had 
been  effected  out  of  7,000,000/.,  all  should 
allow  that  it  ws^s  a  mo|it  desirable  mea* 
sure*    He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  that 
fact  alone  rendered  it  so,  but  when  be  felt 
convinced  that  the  saving  w^nt  into  tha 
pockets  of  the  poor,  he  thought  he  was 
justified  in  calling  it  an  admirable  measure* 
That  the  Bill  had  been  a  great  advaotpg^iQ 
to    the  country  was  clear,  iind  tbonffh 
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same  ability  voluntarily  to  assist  did  not 
exist  in  every  union.  The  fault|  however^ 
did  not  lay  with  the  Commissioners^  but 
in  the  law  which  they  were  called  upon  to 
administer.  He  knew  one  of  the  Com- 
missioners, and  was  convinced  that  a  more 
excellent  man  did  not  exist.  The  Com- 
missionersy  however,  did  not  create  the 
law,  but  had  merely  to  carry  it  into  full 
force  and  effect.  There  was,  however,  to 
him,  in  the  very  name  of  Commissioner, 
something  so  discordant  and  horrible, 
that,  coupled  with  the  host  of  Commis- 
sioners, and  Assistant-commissioners,  at 
an  expense  of  38,000/.  or  39,000/.  per 
annum,  he  felt  he  had  a  right  to  examine 
into,  and  to  question  whether  there  was 
not  a  possibility  of  doing  without  all  of 
them,  and  therefore,  if  that  ground  alone 
presented  itself,  he  should  vote  for  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Berk- 
shire, and  for  an  examination  into  the 
operation  of  the  law.  But  the  amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  (whose  absence, 
and  its  cause,  he  lamented)  appeared  to 
him  to  be  of  a  very  limited  kind.  He 
had  always  been  disposed  to  suspect  any 
amendments  that  came  from  the  present 
Government,  but  this  in  particular  showed 
a  disposition  on  their  part,  to  shrink  from 
investigation.  The  right  hon.  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  smiled,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  often  himself 
shown  a  similar  disposition.  He,  however, 
begged  to  ask,  if  the  principle  of  this  mea- 
sure was  as  good  as  was  contended  by  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  why  should  they 
not  go  fully  into  the  inquiry,  as  required 
by  the  original  motion  ?  The  refusal  to 
do  so  carried  with  it  a  suspicion  that  the 
principle  of  the  Act  was  not  good.  But 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell),  in 
allusion  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire,  stated  that  the 
Commissioners  were  wholly  unacquainted 
with  the  facts  and  statements  which  that 
hon.  Member  had  put  forward.  That 
ought  not  to  be,  for  it  was  the  duty  of 
each  Assistant-commissioner  in  the  coun- 
try to  be  acquainted  with,  and  to  furnish 
an  account  of,  every  case  and  every  com- 
plaint that  occurred  in  the  district.  The 
noble  Lord  had  dwelt  on  the  evils  which 
in  1829,  arose  from  the  old  laws  relating 
to  the  poor.  He  did  not  deny  that  such 
was  the  case,  but  he  contended  that  the 
evils  arose,  not  from  the  old  laws,  but 
from  their  bad  administration.  The  law, 
the  43rd  of  £lizabeth|  was  an  excellent 


law,  and  it  appeared  with  an  increase  of 
population  during  the  last  three  years, 
1834,  1835,  and  1836,  there  had  been  a 
diminution  in  the  amount  of  poor-rates  of 
upwards  of  2,500,000/.  That  fact  told 
rather  in  favour  of  the  old  law;  but  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  stepped  in,  and  with 
great  haste,  and  with  a  sort  of  steam- 
engine,  which  sometimes  blew  up  and  de- 
stroyed the  parties,  for  whose  benefit  and 
advantage  it  was  employed,  set  about 
altering  the  laws,  which  were  beginning 
to  work  well.  The  measure  now  under 
consideration,  which  the  noble  Lord  con- 
sidered as  a  real  blessing  on  the  country, 
might  by  and  by  explode,  and  do  much 
mischief.  If  it  was  a  real  blessing,  whence 
arose  all  the  complaints  which  existed,— 
how  were  the  numerous  letters  which  had 
been  read  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
showing  that  the  measure  did  not  confer  all 
the  benefits  that  were  boasted  of,  to  be  ac- 
counted for?  Though  the  noble  Lord  had 
spoken  of  the  extreme  benefits  which.the 
New  Poor  Laws  had  produced  during  the 
prevailing  epidemy,  yet  the  noble  Lord  had 
admitted,  that  had  it  not  been  that  private 
charity  had  stepped  in  to  aid  the  laws,  the 
unions  would  not  have  had  a  chance  of 
success.  As  to  the  blessings  of  the  mea- 
sure, he  would  state  a  few  facts  which 
would  enable  the  House  to  judge  of  their 
extent  and  character.  He  bad  taken  the 
trouble  to  go  into  one  county,  and  per- 
sonally to  examine  into  the  operation  of 
the  Bill.  He  had  found  one  man,  whose 
previous  character  and  conduct  had  been 
free  from  imputation,  of  the  age  of  eighty- 
four  years,  at  the  verv  close  of  life,  re- 
ceiving, as  a  weekly  allowance,  from  the 
Union,  the  sum  of  Is.  6(i.,  and  two  loaves 
of  bread,  each  weighing  four  ounces  five 
penny* weights.  He  found  another  man, 
without  a  stain  upon  his  character,  seventy* 
eight  years  of  age,  receiving  the  same  allow- 
ance ;  another  seventy-seven,  years  of  age 
3s.  per  week  and  four  loaves;  another,  aged 
seventy-seven  2s.  per  week  and  four  loaves; 
each  loaf  being  considered  worth  6d.  It  was 
said  that  the  operation  of  the  Bill  had  mate* 
rially  altered  the  amount  of  the  poor-rates, 
and  that,  consequently,  subscriptions  were 
were  raised  from  the  farmers  and  others 
for  the  assistance  of  the  poorer  classes. 
He  objected  to  such  a  result.  Though  a 
farmer  might  have  formerly  said  to  the 
labourer,  "  I  cannot  afibrd  to  keep  you  in 
employment,  paying  8s.  or  lOs.  in  the 
pound  for  poor-rates;"   yet  stiil|  if  the 
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it  w^  owing  to  his  inability  to  got  9ny 
men  to  work,  for  aveo  ^he  paupers  were 
now  fullv  employed  in  agricultural  labour* 
lie  could  assure  the  House,  from  his 
knowledge  of  bis  own  district,  that  the 
lands  pf  Hertfordshire,  were  now  in  much 
betteif  oultivation  than  they  were  formerly ; 
that  a  much  larger  quantity  of  labourers 
were  now  employed  upon  jt,  and  that  all 
showed  subjugation  to  the  law  and  general 
content*  He  had  been  actively  employed 
a^  a  magistrate  in  the  county  for  twenty- 
five  or  thirty  years,  and  be  begged  to  say, 
that  since  the  new  law  came  into  operation, 
not  a  single  complaint  bad  been  made  by 
a  pauper  on  any  cause  whatever.  The 
Union  of  Bishop's  Stortford  was  formed 
of  twenty  parishes,  and  he  had  received  a 
letter  from  the  vice-chairman  of  that 
XJoioUy  stating,  that  since  the  i|doption 
of  the  new  Bill,  able-bodied  paupers  bad 
disappeared  as  if  bv  magic ;  tnat  formerly 
they  had  from  tnirty  to  si&ty  able- 
bpaied  paupers  receiving  relief  in  each 
parish,  put  that  now  there  were  in  the 
workhouse  of  the  Union  but  seven  for  the 
whole  tweqty  parishes,  and  that  none 
were  relieved  put  of  the  bouse.  In  the 
thickly  populated  parish  of  Bishop's  Stort- 
ford, which  alone  averaged  formerly  from 
fifty  to  sixty  able-bodied  paupers,  be  was 
informed  that  thagreatest  number  they  had 
eyer  had  aince  the  new  system  was  three. 
The  next  Union  to  which  ha  begged  to 
advert,  was  that  of  Watford,  consisting  of 
seveu  parishes,  There  the  effects  of  the 
new  Bill  bad  been  most  beneficial  and 
satisfactory  to  the  people.  The  same  was 
the  case  with  respect  alio  to  the  Union  of 
Roystou,  wbfrre  the  rates  were  last  year 
reduced  more  than  one-third,  and  all 
parties  were  content-  The  work^house  of 
that  Ui^ipQ,  which  comprised  a  very  large 
and  populous  district,  now  had  136  in- 
mateliy  of  whom  sixty  were  orphan,  bas« 
tard,  and  deserted  children  ;  all  the  others 
could  find  employment  enough,  and  the 
farmers  of  the  Union  had  desired  him  to 
ioiform  the  House,  that  considering  the 
measure,  not  only  as  it  regarded  them- 
selves as  Ifindlords,  but  also  ^s  it  regarded 
the  poor,  who  tbey  considered  had  a  right 
in  the  soil,  they  were  decidedly  of  opinion 
that  the  Act  was  of  the  greatest  possible 
advuptage  to  them  (the  farmers),  and  a 
boon  and  blessine  to  the  poor.  With 
regard  to  what  had  been  stated  by  the 
hop.  and  gallant  Member  fqr  Lincoln,  as 
tf  Ibe  aoM^Dnt  of  allowapce Jq  paupers 


upder  the  new  Pill,  be  begged  to  eay. 
that  it  was  much  better  tbao  the  icele  of 
allowance  ^dppted  in  bis  county  under  the 
old  law.  He  observed  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Essex  present,  and  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  excuse  him  if  he  re- 
ferred to  the  atate  of  the  Union  of  Saffron 
Walden  since  the  passing  of  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act;  for  though  that 
Union  was  in  \\i&  county  of  Essex, 
he  (Mr,  Alston)  resided  much  nearer 
to  it  than  djd  the  hon.  Member  opposite- 
Saffron  Walden  was  a  large  town  and 
parish  full  of  trade,  and  he  had  heard 
Lord  Braybrooke  say  that  previous  to  this 
Bill  ninety  or  one-hundred  paupers  were 
unemployed  and  turned  to  work  on  tb^ 
roads  or  taken  up  by  farmers  at  a  lower 
rate  of  wages,  but  though  no  railroads  wera 
now  in  progress,  and  though  only  the 
common  and  usual  state  of  thmes  existed^ 
there  was  not  at  this  time  a  single  labourer 
unemployed.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  further  than  to  say  that  this  Act. 
in  the  state  it  now  was,  wae  as  beneficial 
a  measure  as  ever  was  given  to  the  countryi 
and  he  was  sure  that  if  it  had  not  been 
enacted,  all  parties,  farnoers,  traders,  ao4 

E>aupers  would  now  be  in  a  state  of  ruin. 
Such  were  his  sentiments.  He  did  bo( 
object  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire,  but  he  preferred  the  amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord,  because  the  motion 
touched  the  principle  of  the  Bill*  He 
agreed  to  the  inquiry,  but  with  the  noble 
I^rd  l>e  objected  to  any  attempt  qu  \be 
principle  of  the  measure.  Before  be  aal 
down,  he  thought  it  was  due  to  the  Com- 
missioners to  read  the  last  paragraph  of 
the  report  addressed  by  the  union  of 
^oyston  to  the  noble  Lord  At  the  head  of 
the  Home  Department.  Thai  report  stated, 
**  That  the  union  felt  it  their  duty  tQ 
express  the  high  sense  they  entertained 
of  the  assistance  which  they  bad  derived 
from  the  guidance  of  the  Commissioner 
and  assistant  commissioner  of  the  distriqt* 
to  whose  judicious  superintendence  alone 
they  attributed  the  success  of  their  ex- 
ertions." Until  he  bad  heard  it  hinted 
the  other  day  in  that  House»he  bad  heard 
nothing  but  entire  approbation  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Commissioners,  and  that 
they  had  given  immediate  attention  to 
every  communication  made  to  them,  He 
should  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  with  the  fullest  satisfaction. 
Mr.  Robinson  was  at  a  loss  to  compre* 

I  hend  bow  it  was  that  bii  Iiput  Fn«iid^tb« 
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calculated  not  only  to  do  no  good,  but 
pregnant  with  every  species  of  mischief. 
But  there  was  ground  for  apprehension, 
that  however  this  Bill  might  be  calculated 
to  effect  good  prospectively,  it  never  would 
work  well  under  adverse  circumstances. 
He  believed,  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford,  that  to  attempt  to  carry  this  Bill 
into  effect  in  large  manufacturing  districts 
in  times  of  scarcity  of  employment,  and 
dearness  of  provision,  would  be  attended 
with  consequences  that  were  frightful  to 
contemplate ;  but  upon  whom  would  the 
blame  of  such  consequences  be  thrown  ? 
Upon  the  Government  of  the  day,  to  be 
sure.  It  was  a  great  misfortune,  in  his 
view  of  this  question,  that  the  noble  Lord 
should  declare  that  substantially  there  was 
no  difference  between  him  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire,  and  yet  that  he 
should  oppose  his  motion.  If  there  really 
was  no  difference  between  the  noble 
Lord's  intention,  as  he  (Mr.  Robinson) 
had  gathered  from  his  speech,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire,  why  not  make 
the  reference  of  this  important  question 
to  the  Committee  unaccompanied  by  any 
asperity  or  display  of  feeling  calculated  to 
prejudice  the  inquiry?      He  had  never 

i'oined  in  any  clamour  against  the  Bill ; 
le  entertained  a  strong  feeling  upon  the 
question  certainly,  but  he  deprecated  any 
division  whatever  upon  it.  What  was  the 
reason  that  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
agree  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire  ?  He  confessed  that  he  did 
not  think  it  a  very  satisfactory,  or  states- 
manlike reason.  It  appeared  that  there 
had  been  imputed  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire^  and  to  a  newspaper  with 
which  he  was  supposed  to  be  either  now, 
or  had  been  formerly,  connected,  some 
statements  with  respect  to  the  Poor-law 
Bill  that  were  calculated  to  produce  a 
strong  feeling  of  disapprobation  in  the 
minds  of  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Col- 
leagues )  but  was  that  a  reason,  because 
the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire,  or  The 
Times  newspaper,  had  been  guilty  of  some 
indiscretions  in  treating  of  the  New  Poor* 
law  question,  therefore  he  would  not 
agree  to  refer  the  question  wholly  to  a 
Committee^  while  it  was  acknowledged  in 
the  same  breath  that  really  there  was  no 
material  difference  of  opinion  between  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  non.  Member  for 
Berkshire?  But  it  seemed  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  also  another  reason,  founded  on 
whftt  was  said  by  the  bon.  Memb<er  for 


Oldham.     He  must  say  that  if  the  senti- 
ments of  any  hon.  Member  could  justify 
the  course  pursued  by  the  noble  Lord, 
they  must  be  such  as  those  delivered  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  ;  for  it  was 
rather  too  much  for  a  Gentleman  who  had 
been  returned    to  that    House,  and  he 
begged  to  be  understood  as  speaking  of 
that  hon.  Gentleman  with   the   greatest 
possible  respect,  having  heard  much  good 
of  him,  but  he  thought  it  too  much  for  a 
Gentleman  who  had  been  returned  as  a 
Member  of  the  Legislature  to  declare  in 
that  House  that  he  had  availed  himself  of 
opportunities  to  excite  opposition  out  of 
doors  to  this  measure.     He  did  not  know 
whether,  in  the  absence  of  the  noble  Lord, 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  comply 
with  the  suggestion  which  he  had  ventured 
to  throw  out.     He  thought  it  quite  easy 
for  the  noble  Lord  to  meet  the  view  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire.    The  noble 
Lord  had  said  he  was  willing  to  allow  an 
inquiry,  but  he  would  not  allow  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  to  be  touched.    He  would 
remind  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  cheered 
that  remark,  that  if  one  half  of  the  state- 
ments which  had  been  made  that  night 
were  true,  no  hon.  Gentleman  would  ever 
induce   Parliament  to  repeal   that  Bill. 
But  he  maintained  that  it  would  be  just 
as  objectionable  to  appoint  a  Committee 
with  the  limitations  implied  by  the  noble 
Lord  as  it  would  be  to  appoint  a  Commit* 
tee  with  a  view  to  seek  tne  repeal  of  the 
Bill.    The   Committee  ought  not  to  be 
fettered ;  they  ought  to  inquire  minutely 
into  the  effect  of  every  part  of  the  Bill. 
The  country  would  be  satisfied  with  no- 
thing less.      He  was  convinced,  if  the 
Committee  was  appointed  in  accordance 
with  the  noble  Lord's  motion,    while  he 
gave  that  noble  Lord  credit  for  sincerity 
of  intention,  it  would  not  satisfy  the  coun- 
try, but  it  would  be  the  means  of  bringing 
the  report  of  that  Committee  into  disre^ 
pute,  and  to  produce  dissatisfactioa  ia 
the  country,  and  he  would  rather  see  no 
Committee  appointed  at  all  than  such  an 
one.    What  did  they  want  with  a  Com- 
mittee ?  Why  have  a  Committee  at  all  if 
the  Poor-law  Bill  was  working  as  it  was 
said  to  work  by  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  ?    But  then  the  noble  Lord  had 
said  he  did  not  want  a  Committee,  but  as 
there  was  so  much  clamour  out  of  doors, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  bad 
insisted  on  pressing  his  motion,  he  was 
willing  to  grant  one,  but  it  must  be  under 
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of  the  rate-payersy  and  could  only  be  dis- 
charged at  flttch  meetings.  But,  whatever 
might  be  the  conduct  of  an  officer,  he 
contrived,  by  causing  a  partial  collection 
of  the  poor-rate  and  other  means  that 
were  well  known  to  parish  jobbers,  to 
secure  a  majority  of  the  rate-payers  in  bis 
favour,  and  thus  he  would  set  the  vestry 
at  defiance.  The  expenses  of  the  parish 
amounted  sometimes  to  14,000/.^  but 
never  less  than  11,000/.;  and  such  was 
the  extent  to  which  abuses  of  various 
kinds  prevailed  both  in  the  workhouse 
and  in  relation  to  the  out-door  poor,  that 
great  injury  was  done  to  the  property  and 
interests  or  the  parish.  It  was  at  a  time 
when  the  vestry,  parochial  officers,  and 
rate-payers  were  all  quarrelling  among 
themselves  that  a  respectable  body  of  the 
inhabitants  applied  to  the  Poor-law  Com- 
missioners for  the  introduction  of  the  new 
system  :  and  he  must  say  that  it  had  been 
attended  with  most  satisfactory  results. 
From  the  month  of  September  to  Novem- 
ber last  year,  about  1,200  persons  were 
thrown  out  of  employ,  but  the  manner  in 
which  the  new  Bill  was  applied,  enabled 
the  board  to  supply  the  wants  of  the  poor, 
with  better  effect  than  they  ever  had  been 
supplied  before.  The  doors  of  the  work- 
house were  opened,  or  relief  offered,  to  all 
who  were  not  members  of  trades'  unions. 
Every  applicant  who  was  able,  whether 
husband,  wife,  or  child,  was  compelled  to 
appear  before  the  board,  before  any  relief 
was  afforded  them;  thus  all  imposition 
was  frustrated.  There  were  239  persons 
belonging  to  labouring  families  who  had 
received  relief  at  their  own  houses  because 
they  were  unable  to  go  to  the  board-room. 
There  had  been,  he  could  assure  the 
House,  a  great  decrease  in  pauperism  in 
Stoke-upon-Trent  since  the  introduction 
of  the  New  Poor-law  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Southwark  had  stated,  that 
the  2,000,000/.  saved  in  the  amount  of 
the  poor-rate,  had  been  wrung  from  the 
aged  and  infirm,  from  the  patriarchs  of 
the  land,  who  had  been  compelled  to  sur- 
render twenty-five  percent,  of  their  scanty 
allowance,  or  go  into  the  workhouse.  If 
such  had  been  the  operation  of  the  Poor- 
law  Amendment  Act,  there  was  no  epithet 
in  the  vocabulary  of  vituperation  which  he 
would  not  willingly  join  that  hon.  Member 
in  fastening  on  the  measure.  But  that 
was  far  indeed  from  being  the  fact.  Was 
the  hon.  Member  so  utterly  unacquainted 
with  all  the  aircumstances  of  the  case — 


had  he  so  passed  his  whole  life,  in  some 
peaceful  valley  and  sweet  Arcadian  shades 
as  absolutely  to  know  nothing  of  the  job- 
bing of  parish-officers,  and  that  by  the 
distribution  of  relief  they  had  contrived,  la 
many  instances  under  the  old  system,  to 
realise  property  to  a  very  considerable  a« 
mount  ?  It  was  because  the  Commissioners 
had  put  an  end  to  jobbing  of  that  sort— be- 
cause they  had  introduced  many  great  re- 
forms, that  so  much  opposition  had  been 
raised  against  them.  But  there  was 
another  source  from  which  great  savings 
had  resulted.  Before  the  Bill  came  into 
operation,  the  major  part  of  the  able« 
bodied  labourers  in  the  eastern  counties 
were  paupers  on  the  parish.  In  the 
twelve  unions  of  £ast  Kent  they 
amounted  to  3,000,  and  were  now  redaced 
to  ^ve.  In  the  county  of  Sussex  there 
were  many  able-bodied  labourers  receiving 
parochial  relief,  and  the  number  of  them 
was  already  reduced  to  184.  Besides, 
was  it  not  clear  as  noonday  that  what  was 
saved  in  rates  must  be  spent  in  wages  ? 
in  the  one  case  they  were  applied  to  sop- 

Sort  idleness,  in  the  other  to  maintain  in- 
ustry,  and  thereby  eive  increased  value 
to  property,  increased  demand  for  laboar, 
increased  employment,  increased  wages, 
and  augmented  comforts  to  the  poor.  The 
report  of  the  Commissioners,  in  fact,  ptit 
an  end  to  the  whole  question.  It  was 
impossible  the  Commissioners  and  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  throughout  England 
could  have  combined  together  to  publish 
a  collection  of  falsehoods  so  gross  and 
palpable,  and  yet  so  immediately  to  be 
detected,  as  their  report  must  be,  if  the 
Poor-law  Amendment  Act  had  not  already 
proved  itself  to  be  most  advantageous  to 
the  country,  not  more  in  producing  an 
immense  saving  of  parochial  rates,  than  in 
raising  the  character,  improving  the  con- 
dition, and  increasing  the  comforts  of  the 
labouring  population.  No  one  but  the 
beer-shop-keeper  had  any  reason  to  com« 
plain  of  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  Its 
tendency  was  to  draw  the  labourer  from 
the  haunts  of  vice,  and,  elevating  his 
character,  to  restore  him  to  the  endear- 
ments and  comforts  of  home.  Having 
supported  the  Bill  in  its  principle  through 
all  Its  stages,  he  should  not  shrink  from 
whatever  responsibility  or  unpopularity 
might  now  attach  to  it.  He  regarded  it 
as  one  of  the  most  valuable  Acts  which  a 
liberal  Government  had  ever  introdocedi 
and  a  reformed  Parliament  carried^  la 
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Act,  alihough  on  the  one  side,  looking  to 
the  information  which  had  reached  them, 
there  were  strong  reasons  to  believe  that  a 
great  deal  of  good  had  resulted  during  the 
experiment  which  had  hitherto  been  made 
of  its  operation,  while  on  the  other,  with 
regard  to  the  fears  and  anxieties  which 
were  entertained,  although  the  poor-rates 
had   been  essentially  diminished,    much 
pressure  had  been  occasioned  on  the  poor. 
When  they  recollected  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  Bill  was  carried,  two  re- 
sults might  naturally  be  expected  to  follow. 
It  was  hoped  there  would  be  a  great  re- 
duction of  the  poor-rates,  accompanied 
with  important  advantages  to  the  poor, 
elevating  their  character  and  improving 
their  condition;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
there  was  no  denying  that  very  extensive 
and  extraordinary  powers  were  assigned  to 
the  Commissioners  under  whose  direction 
the  Act  was  to  be  carried  into  effect ;  and 
the  transition  from  the  old  law  into  the  new 
was  likely  to  be  attended  with  a  consider- 
able degree  of  pressure  on  those  who 
were  to  come  within  its  operation.    But 
the  question  in  its  present  shape  did  not 
seem  to  involve  the  merits  of  the  Poor-law 
Amendment  Act,  all  parties  agreeing  that 
inquiry  should  take  place  before  a  Com- 
mittee.   Looking  at  the  wording  of  the 
respective    propositions,  indeed,  he  saw 
sufficient  to  indicate  an  essential  difference 
between  them ;    and  that  was  to  a  con- 
siderable degree  enhanced  by  the   hon. 
seconder  of    the  motion  informing   the 
House  that  he  contemplated  the  repeal  of 
the  measure  altogether.  His  wish  was,  that 
the  principle  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Act  should  not  be  prematurely  thrown 
into  doubt,  and  the  public  mind  unsettled 
on  the  subject;  at  the  same  time  he  wished 
that  a  fair  and  impartial  inquiry  into  its 
operation  as  administered  under  the  Com- 
missioners, and  to  the  fullest  possible  extent, 
should  be  immediately  set  on  foot.     If  he 
were  assured  by  Government  that  such, 
too,  was   their  object — that  the  inquiry 
should  be  extensive,  that  it  should  extend, 
for  instance,  to  the  question  of  medical 
treatment,  the  extent  of  unions  throughout 
the  country,  the  bastardy  clauses,  every 
thing  connected  with  the  regulations  the 
Commissioners  had,  in  their   discretion, 
promulgated  as  the  principles  on  which  the 
Act  was  to  be  carried  into  operation,  he  for 
one  should  be  satisBed   for  the  present. 
Should  the  result  of  the  inquiry  be  to  con- 


Bill,  it  would  then  be  time  enough  for  those 
who  viewed  the  subject  in  the  same  light 
as  himself  to  stand  forward  and  use  their 
efforts  to  procure  its  amendment.  Bat 
considering  the  great  magnitude  of  the 
evil  to  be  corrected,  considering  the  ex- 
treme difficulty  of  the  case,  and  the  short 
period,  comparatively  for  the  importance 
of  the  object,  the  Act  had  been  allowed  to 
be  in  operation  it  was  most  desirable  that 
the  public  mind  should  not  be  unsettled, 
and  therefore,  as  affording  free  scope  for 
examining  into  all  its  merits,  he  should 
support  the  amendment  of  the  noble  Lord* 
Sir  S.  Whalley  contended  that  the  Poor- 
law  Amendment  Act  had  effected  great 
improvements  in  the  administration  of  the 
law,  and  tended  greatly  to  improve  the 
moral  condition  of  the  poor*  At  the  same 
time  he  wished  that  inquiry  should  take 
place,  in  order  to  ascertain  whether  the 
principles  of  the  Bill  might  not  be  some- 
what modified  in  their  operation. 

Sir  JR.  Peel  thought  the  question  really 
at  issue  lay  within  the  narrowest  limits ; 
and  he  could  state  what  his  opinions  were 
in  five  minutes  much  more  satisfactorily  to 
himself  than  if  he  spent  two  hours  speaking 
on  the  subject.    He  considered  the  whole 
question  to  turn  on  this — what  will  be  the 
impression  of  the  public  mind  from  the 
course  they  were  about  to  adopt?    The 
terms  of  one  motion  might  differ  very  little 
from  those  of  the  other,  the  inquixy  they 
might    institute  might  differ  very  little 
from  another  inquiry,  but  the  real  question 
at  issue  was — what  construction  the  public, 
those  who  had  to  administer  the  law,  those 
to  whom  the  law  was  to  be  administered*— 
what  construction  they  would  put  oa  the 
vote  the  House  was  about  to  come  to  and 
on  the  intentions  that  vote  would  mani- 
fest ?   If  they  intended  to  repeal  the  Poor- 
law  Amendment  Bill,  if  they  intended  to 
prejudice  the  operation  of  that  measure, 
their  course  was  perfectly  clear;  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  intended  to  maintain  it, 
to  see  that  a  great  experiment  had  a  fair 
trial,  and  give  the  moral  aid  of  their  sup- 
port to  those  who  had  to  administer  very 
unpopular  functions,  then  he  said  they 
ought  to  be  exceedingly  cautious  that  they 
did  not  create  in  the  public  mind  perhaps 
an  erroneous  impression,  that  they  had 
doubts   on  the  subject,  and  wished  to 
shrink  from  the  application  of  the  measure 
on  the  most  plausible  grounds  imaginable. 
He  apprehended  the  great  object  of  the 
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h«  r^ognised  and  opeoly  avowed  at  the 
time  when  the  Bill  was  originally  intro« 
duced.  Many  hon.  Gentlemen  who  pro- 
fessed a  great  regard  for  the  labouring 
classes  had  impugned  this  Bill  as  a  cruel 
and  inhuman  Bill.  He  should  give  it  his 
support — not  because  it.  had  diminished 
the  parochial  ezpenditure-«-but  for  rea* 
sons  which  he  considered  of  much  greater 
importance.  There  were  two  classes  of 
persons  who  were  included  under  the 
name  of  the  labouring  classes ;  these  were 
the  industrious  poor,  and  the  poor  who 
were  not  industrious.  Now  he  believed 
that  the  interests  of  the  industrious  poor 
were  deeply  involved  in  this  Bill;  and  it 
was  as  a  friend  of  the  industrious  poor 
that  he  would  vote  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He  made  these 
remarks  in  consequence  of  the  extraordi- 
nary language  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Southwark.  He  had  been  ad- 
dressed  personally  and  called  on  to  ex- 
plain how  he  could  consistently  support 
the  principle  Qf  self-government  and  at 
the  same  time  the  principle  of  centraliza. 
tion  to  be  found  io  the  measure  under 
discussion.  He  would  reply,  that  nothing 
was  easier.  He  divided  the  Bill  into  two 
parts— firsts  there  were  the  regulations 
which  it  provided,  and  next^  there  was  the 
machinery  by  which  they  were  to  be  car- 
ried into  effect.  He  was  prepared  to  sup- 
port the  principle  on  which  the  regula- 
tions were  founded.  There  were  two  diffi- 
culties before  them.  There  was  the  for- 
midable one  of  any  man  being  allowed  to 
suffer  from  want;  and  there  was  the  great 
difficulty  of  making  such  a  provision 
against  want  as  would  not  have  the  effect 
of  destroying  the  industry  of  the  popula- 
tion. He  wished  to  relieve  want,  and  in 
doing  so,  to  avoid  generating  idle  habits. 
He  thought  they  ought  to  give  relief  to  all 
who  really  wanted  it,  but  Dot  in  such  a 
way  as  to  induce  them  to  neglect  the 
means  of  providing  by  honest  industry 
aj;alnst  a  state  of  destitution.  With  this 
Yiew  he  would  draw  a  distinction  between 
the  classes  receiving  relief.  There  were 
the  old  and  impotent  poor,  and  the  indus- 
trious and  able-bodied  poor.  Now,  he 
bad  DO  personal  knowledge  of  the  fact,  but 
he  had  received  some  account  from  his 
constituents,  of  whom  he  had  made  in** 
quiries  on  the  subject,  in  which  he  found 
a  contradiction  of  the  assertions  made  this 
Bight,  and  on  the  former  night  of  the  de- 
\mUit  for  bis  constituents  told  him,  that  in 


their  ueigbbourhood,  a  large  body  of  Am 
old  and  impotent  poor  were  mamtained 
out  of  the  bouse.    He  believed  that  to  ba 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.    An  hon.  Gen« 
tleman  shook  his  head,  but  he  asserted  it 
to  be  the  principle  of  the  Bill.    And  tba 
magistrates  who  formerly  had  the  power, 
and  who  called  on  the  House  now  to  give 
it  to  them,  they  might  compel  the  giving 
of  relief  to  the  old  and  impotent  poor  out 
of  the  workhouse.     He  hoped   that  the 
poor  never  would  be  taken  into  the  work* 
house  indiscriminately ;  but  he  conoeived 
it  to  be  quite  necessary  that  the  able-bodied 
poor    should    receive  their  relief  in  the 
workhouse.     He  made  this  assertion,  wil- 
ling to  incur  any  odium  that  the  exprea- 
sion  of  such  an  opinion  was  calculated  to 
bring  upon  him.   He  had  now  a  few  worda 
to  say  with  respect  to  the  machinery  of 
the  Bill.    Some  of  the  hon.   Gentiemeo 
who  had   spoken  on  this  subject  would 
make  them  believe  tbat  the  quettion  of 
relief  was  one  which  solely  interested  those 
persons  in  the  parish  who  gave  relief  to 
the  poor  belonging  to  that  parish.    He, 
for  one,  would  resist  this  view.    He  would 
say  that  the  poor  belonged  to  the  nation. 
The  provision  for  them  was  a  national  con- 
cern, and  it  ought  not  to  be  left  to  any  lo* 
cality  to  say  whether  they  would  r^ieve 
the  poor  or  not.     It  was  a  principle  of  tbe 
State  that  none  should  die  of  want,  and  he 
would  not  yield  that  to  any  locality  wbat« 
ever*     He  therefore  thought  the  LegiaUu 
ture  had  done  wisely  in  creating  a  set  of 
Commissioners,  who  would  exercise  the 
necessary  control  to  enforce  certain  fixed 
principles,  while  they  lefl  to  the  locatitj 
to  decide  with  respect  to  the  particular  per. 
sons  who  should  receive  relief.    Certain 
rules  were  laid  down  by  the  Commieskmera, 
and  persons  were  appointed  local  gnat* 
dians,  whose  duty  it  was  to  act  in  ooo* 
formity  with  those  rules  in  their  particular 
district.   Thus  they  combined  self-govern* 
ment  with  the  principle  of  centralisation. 
They  gave  to  the  central  body  what  be- 
longed to  the  whole  state,  and  they  referrad 
to  the  locality  that  which  was  of  a  pecu- 
liarly local  character.    In  conclusion,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said,  he  would 
oppose  the  amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire,  and  seconded  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham, believing  ihatthe 
present  measure  had  greatly  improved  the 
habits  of  the  labouring  poor»  by  creating 
in  them  an  honest  pride,  which  would  not 
allow  them  to  receive  undue  aisistaaca 


House  obtained  from  one  and  all  of  them 
an  admission  that  they  were  friendly  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  were  determined 
to  maintain  it.  He  believed  that  the  point 
which  remained  for  consideration  was, 
whether  they  were  disposed  to  go  into  a 
full,  and  fair,  and  just  inquiry  into  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  With  regard  to  this 
part  of  the  subject  he  begged  to  say  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  his  noble  Friend, 
in  moving  the  amendment,  to  exclude  from 
the  inquiry  any  one  question  that  was  not 
directly  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  He  would  try  the  case  by  the  question 
put  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
Graham),  He  said  it  was  a  question 
whether  this  Bill  ought  to  be  applied  to 
the  northern  parts  of  England^  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  that  was  a  matter 
which  might  be  considered  and  discussed 
in  this  Committee.  His  reply  was,  that  that 
was  really  within  the  fair  scope  and  object 
of  the  Committee  of  his  noble  Friend,  and 
to  far  from  seeking  to  exclude  such  an 
inquiry,  he  believed  that  the  result  would 
be  as  favourable  as  the  result  of  the  whole 
inq  iry  would  be  favourable  to  the  prin* 
eipte  of  the  Bill ;  and  that  instead  of 
•hakine:  the  confidence  of  the  people  in 
th  administration  of  the  poor-laws,  it 
would  increase  their  confidence  and  con- 
firm the  measure  in  their  good  opinion. 
It  was  stated  on  Friday  night  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  South wark  that 
he  had  presented  a  petition,  not  important 
perhaps,  on  account  of  its  numerical 
strength,  but  entitled  to  great  weight, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  signed  by  Gentlemen 
of  great  influence,  the  guardians  of  the 
poor  in  the  lar$re  parish  of  St.  George, 
South  wark.  The  hon.  Member  said,  that 
these  guardians,  comprising  eighteen 
persons,  at  the  head  of  their  district,  had 
remonstrated  against  the  introduction  of 
the  Act  into  their  parish,  and  objected 
to  being  compelled  to  administer  its  pro- 
visions, and  their  petition  was  presented  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  as  against  the  Poor- 
law  Amen  ment  Act.  Now,  how  stood  the 
fact  ?  It  was  true  that  there  was  a  Board 
pf  Guardians  in  that  parish.  But  the 
petition  was  agreed  to  ata  meeting  of  which 
no  notice  with  reference  to  the  petition 
bad  been  given  :  it  was  agreed  to  at 
eleven  o'clock  at  night ;  and  so  far  from 
the  meeting  having  consisted  of  the 
eighteen  Members  of  the  Board  of  Guard- 
ians, there  were  only  seven  of  the  eighteen 
members  present,  and  only  five  of  those 


seven  voted  in  favour  of  the  petition.  Yet 
that  petition,  signed  by  five  persons  out  of 
the  eighteen^  and  agreed  to  at  eleven 
o'clock  at  night,  was  presented  to  this 
House  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Soathwark 
as  the  petition  of  eighteen  guardians  of  the 
poor  ;  and  on  such  grounds  as  those  were 
the  people  of  England  to  be  called  on  U> 
oppose  the  Act  ?  He  should  not  go  further 
in  the  question,  nor  would  he  presume  to 
urge  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  made  the 
motion  to  withdraw  it;  but  he  thought 
it  would  be  much  better,  both  with  refer* 
ence  to  the  inquiry  itself  and  to  the  public 
interest,  that  the  amendment  should  be 
carried  unanimously  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  than  that  there  should  appear 
any  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the 
principle. 

Mr.  Robert  Palmer  had  come  down  to 
the  House  that  evening  fully  prepared  to 
support  the  motion  of  bis  hon.  Friend  and 
Colleague,  and  though  before  a  Committee 
of  free  inquiry  some  of  the  statements 
might  be  found  exaggerated,  he  felt  sure 
that  by  nothing  but  a  full  and  fair  inquiry 
would  the  country  be  satisfied^    He  had 
certainly  thought  the  terms  of  the  noble 
Lord's  amendment  were  not  sufficient  to 
warrant  the  expectation  that  it  would  be 
sufficiently  so,  but  after  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche* 
quer  had  in  such  strong  terms  stated  the 
views  of  Government  as  to  what  extent  that 
amendment  would  allow  of,  it  appeared 
to  him  to  go  as  far  as  possible,  and  as 
was  consistent  with  maintaining  the  lead- 
ing principles  of  the  measure.     His  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Berkshire,  had 
done  himself  great  credit  in  bringing  the 
subject  under  the  consideration  of   the 
House,  and  he  thought  he  might  congra- 
tulate him  on  the  turn  the  debate  bad 
taken,  and  the  explicit  declaratioo  of  tbe 
Chancellor,  from  which  he  would  perceive 
that  he  had  forced  Government  mto  the 
concession  he  sought.     He  hoped,  that 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  caae, 
he  would  desist  from  pressing  his  motioii, 
and  would  adopt  the  advice  of  the  right 
hon.  Members  forTamworth  and  Cocker* 
mouth,    more  particularly  as  he  would 
have  the  opportunity  of  bringing  the  points 
he  had  advanced  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Committee. 

Mr,  QeorgeF.  youny  had  joined  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  in  giving  his 
conscientious  and  continued  opposition  to 
the  new  Poor-law  Act  whea  it  was  bdTore 


in«ii  at  the  Union  of  Hunt)  tbat  his  bon. 
Friend  wet  a  true  friend  to  the  poor,  and 
it  would  be  well  for  them  if  they  had  a 
hundred  euch  friends  in  existence.  No 
pauper-^no  person  in  distress,  ever  went 
to  the  door  of  his  hon.  Friend  and  came 
away  without  relief.  He  was  sure  that  his 
boa.  Friend  had  brought  forward  the 
question  solely  with  the  view  of  amelio* 
rating  the  condition  of  the  poor :  and  if 
the  motion  went  to  a  division^  he  should 
{eel  it  both  a  duty  and  a  pleasure  to  vote 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire.  He 
wished  to  mention  one  fact  relating  to  the 
operation  of  the  Poor-law  Act.  [Con* 
/ttstofi.]  He  would  be  heard  if  he  re* 
mained  there  till  two  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing. [^Increated  ccnfiision*]  He  was 
acquainted  with  a  parish  in  Wills  in 
which  a  large  benefit  society  was  estab- 
lished. One  of  the  members  of  that  so* 
ciety  was  seized  bv  a  disease  which  had 
been  so  very  fashionable.  [Laughter, 
**  Name !  Name*^]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
might  laugh,  but  the  present  question  was 
one  which  interested  the  whole  kingdom. 
He  asked  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  inter- 
rupted him  whether  they  desired  to  put 
down  argument  by  clamour?  The  sick 
member  of  the  benefit  society  to  which  he 
had  alluded  applied  to  the  parish  for 
relief,  but  he  was  told  that  no  relief  would 
be  afforded  him  in  consequence  of  his 
belonging  to  a  benefit  society.  What  was 
the  result  of  the  treatment  ?  The  benefit 
society  was  destroyed.  Some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen had  raised  a  cry  of  ''  Name/' 
Did  they  wish  him  to  name  the  town 
where  this  sick  person  was  refused  relief  7 
[•«  No,  NoJ'  '•  Name  the  diseaie:']  A 
general  meeting  of  the  society  was  called, 
and  the  members  resolved  that  their  funds 
should  not  be  appropriated  to  the  diminu- 
tion of  the  poor-rates,  and  be  placed  under 
the  oontrolof  the  guardians  of  the  poor. 
The  ooosequence  was,  that  the  whole 
society  was  dissolved,  and  the  funds, 
ftmoonting  to  between  600/.  and  900/., 
were  divided  among  the  members,  accord*- 
ing  to  the  term  of  their  subscriptions. 
Sonse  of  the  members  received  as  much 
as  16/.  Now  he  would  ask  the  House, 
whether,  if  the  benefit  societies  existing 
ihrouffbout  the  country  should  be  dis- 
•olvea,  a  great  injury  would  not  be  done 
ta  the  active,  industrious,  and  prudent 
class  of  sooiety?  He  trusted  that  this 
aubject  would  be  brought  under  the  oon« 
fidmtion  of  the  Committee*    He  oonsi* 


dered  that  these  benefit  societies  ought  te 
be  protected,  and  not  disoouragod. 
There  was  another  point  connected  with 
the  Poor-law  Act,  which  he  trusted  would 
be  brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee ;  and  that  was  the  interdiction 
the  poor  incarcerated  in  workhouses  from 
attending  their  accustomed  places  of 
worship. 

Mr.  Walter  said,  that  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  House  had  reason  to  complain 
that  his    Majesty's    Ministers    had   not 
sooner  intimated  their  intention  of  giving 
up  the  points  in  difference  between  himself 
and  the  noble  Lord.    If  the  noble  Lord 
on  a  former  night,  or  if  the  right  hon.  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the  pre* 
sent  occasion,  had  given  him  an  earlier 
intimation  that  they  were  ready  to  waive 
the  points  on  which  they  had  formerly  in- 
sisted, but  which  they  had  now  explicitly 
abandoned,  they  would  have  saved  the 
House  the  trouble  of  much  of  the  recant 
discussiou.     He  had  only  a  word  to  saj 
on  two  or  three  matters  which  had  arisen 
in  the  course  of  the  debate,  before  he  con* 
sented  to  the  general  wish  of  the  Houss 
by  withdrawing  his  motion.    The  noble 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Departmenti  in 
the  speech  which  he  delivered  on  a  former 
evening,  had  complained  that  he  had  not 
given  to  the  Poor-law  Commissioners  any 
information     respecting    the    allegatJona 
which  he  intended  to  prefer  against  them  | 
but  the  noble  Secretary  had  misstated  hia 
reasons  for  withholding  from  them  that 
information.     He  had  told  the  Commie* 
sioners  that  his  business  was  with  that 
House,  and  not  with  them,  and  that  they 
might  disfigure  the  facts  which  he  com* 
municated  to  them,  as  he  knew  them  to 
have  disfigured  facts  communicated    to 
them  from  other  quarters.    But  even  if  he 
had  been  willing  to  give  them  the  infer* 
matioo  they  required,  it  was  not  to  hie 
power  to  have  given  it,  inasmuch  as  be 
was  not  himself  in  possession  of  all  hie 
facts    until    the    morning   of    the  very 
day  on  which  he  made  his  motion.    The 
noble  Lord  had  also  twitted  him  with  hie 
non*attendance  at  the  Board  of  Guardians 
for  the  Wokingham  Union.     He  would 
tell  the  House  that  he  was  not  aware  till 
the  noble  Lord  had  informed  him  of  the 
oircumstance  that   he  had  attended   $o 
often  as  ten  times  the  meetings  of  that 
board.     He  wished  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
recolleot  that  from  the  end  of  the  month 
of  January  to  the  cottwencemeot  of  tb« 
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iminicipal  or  electoral,  or  both,  to  the 
apprentice  who,  by  honest  and  industrious 
servitude  for  the  space  of  seyen  years  had 
proved  himself  a  valuable  member  of 
society.  He  also  did  not  think  that  any 
objections  on  the  score  of  financial  loss 
ought  to  be  started  against  the  Bill  which 
he  wished  to  introduce.  The  loss^  if  any, 
ought  to  be  disregarded,  and  could  easily 
be  repaired. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did 
not  object  to  this  motion  on  financial 
grounds,  although  he  might  be  of  opinion 
that  a  tax  of  1/.,  and  the  only  tax,  let  it 
be  observed,  was  not  any  thmg  so  very 
serious.  The  sum  of  \L  was  paid  for 
registering  the  freeman,  and,  considering 
the  equivalent  returned,  he  could  not  very 
w^ll  understand  where  the  grievance  lay. 
But  though  he  did  not  object  on  financial, 
be  certainly  did  on  Parliamentary  grounds, 
for  it  would  extend  the  suffrage  among 
freemen ;  and  the  records  of  Parliament 
had  shown,  that  freemen  were  not  re- 
markable for  purity^  or  deserving  of 
exemption  of  any  kind.  On  this  ground 
be  was  reluctant  to  grant  that  concession, 
or  rather  boon,  to  freemen,  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Coventry  asked  for;  but 
he  would,  according  to  the  sense  of  the 
House,  as  the  hour  was  late,  either  op- 
pose it  directly  now,  or  at  a  future 
stage. 

Mr.  Right/  Wason  rose  to  give  his  cor- 
dial support  to  the  measure,  and  would 
state  one  fact,  which  in  his  judgment 
ought  to  convince  the  House  that  the 
measure  proposed  was  necessary.  This 
fact  occurred  in  the  borough  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent.  There 
were  from  forty  to  fifty  persons  capable  of 
becoming  freemen^  but  without  the  means 
of  paying  the  tax  of  1/.;  now,  a  candidate 
paid  the  necessary  sum  for  each  of  these, 
they  voted  for  him  that  time  out  of  grati- 
tude, and  they  would  vote  for  him  every 
other  time,  because  they  felt  bound  in 
honour  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Forbes  would  support  the  measure, 
because  he  thought  that  anything  by  which 
any  class  of  voters  could  be  protected 
from  corruption,  ought  to  be  adopted. 
He  disliked  a  system  which  he  saw  pre- 
vailing, of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  could  not 
take  away  the  right  of  electors  trying  to 
take  away  their  characters ;  and  he  thought 
the  House  had  done  itself  honour  by  re- 
sisting the  attempt  lately  made  to  wrest 
from  the  electors  of  Stafford  their  fran* 


chise.  The  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  were  most  uncalled  for;  Mein« 
hers  of  Parliament  should  not  permit  to 
themselves  the  use  of  such  language,  nor 
make  accusations  against  the  portion  of 
their  constituents  hostile  to  them,  simply 
because  the  individuals  composing  that 
portion  were  not  present. 

Mr.  Phillip  Howard  was  ver^  sorry  that 
this  measure  did  not  meet  with  the  ap- 
proval of  his  Majesty's  Government.  The 
principle  of  rendering  electors  as  indepen- 
dent  as  possible  was  a  good  one ;  and  he 
thought  that  a  seven  years'  apprenticeship 
was  a  sufficient  guarantee  for  the  judg- 
ment and  propriety  of  those  in  whose  fa- 
vour that  principle  was,  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, sought  to  be  enforced.  He  should 
be  very  sorry,  if  an  indisposition  was  mani- 
fested by  that  House  to  assist  the  freemen, 
whom  he  considered  the  last  remaining  link 
between  the  poor  man  and  the  represent- 
atives of  property  merely.  The  gratitude 
consequent  on  the  payment  of  the  stamp 
by  a  candidate  put  the  freemen  in  an  un- 
pleasant condition,  and  on  an  unfair  foot- 
ing with  the  other  electors.  The  loss  to 
the  Exchequer  would  be  very  paltry,  and 
would  not,  he  trusted,  stand  in  the  way  of 
what  was  expedient. 

Mr.  H,  Hinde  remarked,  that  there  was 
a  great  difference  between  demanding  the 
payment  of  I/,  from  a  freeman,  and  look- 
mg  strictly  into  the  performance  of  the 
conditions  on  which  the  Reform  Bill  con- 
ferred the  franchise  on  10/.  householders. 
The  one  taxed  a  well  and  hard-earned 
privilege ;  the  other  insisted  merely  that 
just  debts  should  be  paid  before  the  privi- 
lege should  be  exercised. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  really  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member's  motion  might  be  aptly 
designated  two  words  for  himself  and  one 
for  the  freemen.  Why  should  they  not 
all  exercise  their  liberality  ?  He  had  no 
objection  that  other  hon.  Members  should 
do  so,  and  he  hoped  he  might  be  allowed 
to  do  the  same.  There  was  a  very  great 
difference  between  bribery  and  niggard- 
liness. 

Mr.  Aglionby  would,  at  the  pleasure  of 
the  House  either  oppose  the  present  mo- 
tion, or  oppose  the  Bill  when  brought  in 
at  the  most  convenient  of  its  stages.  The 
title  of  the  Bill  was  an  incorrect  one ;  it 
ought  to  have  been  entitled  an  Act  to 
relieve  candidates  from  expending  large 
sums  of  money  in  the  corruption  of  free- 
men.   It  would  exteud  the  franchisOi  ba( 


found  and  tht  disconteot  which  prevailed 
in  tha  publio  mind  in  raftrancn  to  theaii 
induced    bi«    Mtjttiy'a   MinifUrt,    vary 
ihofftly  after  their  acceision  to  office,  to 
propoae  to  ParliaroeDt  the  ayatem  of  edu" 
cation  in  Ireland  which  is  now  to  form  the 
aubject  for  your  inquiry  and  consideration. 
That  ayatem  waa  proposed  to  Parliament 
in  September  1831,  and  was  acceded  to ; 
a  board  of  commiationera  waa  appointed , 
and  proceeded  to  carry  the  ayatem  into 
affeot  under  the  letter  of  directions  ad* 
dressed  to  them  by  a  noble  Lord,  a  member 
of  the  other  House,  at  that  time  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  •  Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 
In  the  month  of  March  following,  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  brought  the  whole  subject 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Housci  by 
moving  a  reaolution  inculpatory  and  con** 
demnatory  of  the  system,  but  the  resolu* 
tion  waa  not  acceded  to  by  your  Lordahipa. 
The  ayatem,  however,  continued  to  be  made 
a  frequent  aubject  of  discussion,  both  in 
this  and  in  the  other  House,  on  the  pre* 
aentation  of  petitiooa  connected  with  it ; 
but  no  direct  motion  waa  made  on  the  aub* 
ject  till  laat  vear,  when   the  right  rev. 
f^ralate  who  has  this  evening  presented 
aeveral  petitions  against  the  system  (the 
Bishop  of  Exeter)  moved  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  aubject ;  at  the 
aame  time,  however,  atating,  that  it  was 
not  hia  intention  to  overthrow  or  deatroy 
the  ayatem  which  waa  eatablished  i  and 
that  if  thia  motion  were  objected  to  by  the 
Qovernment  he  would  not  proceed  with  it ; 
and  the    motion  waa  accordingly  with- 
drawn«    My  Lords»  considering  that  the 
time  during  which  the  system  haa  been  in 
operation  now  exceeda  five  years,  and  con* 
sidering  the  progress  it  has  made,  I  think 
it  must  be  prudent  and  wise,  on  many  ac- 
counts, for  us  to  institute  inquiries  into 
the  manner    in    which  the    system  has 
actually  worked  1  There  are  many  reasona 
for  thia ;  and  though  I  do  not  mean  in  the 
alightest  degree  to  countenance  any  of  the 
attache  which  have  been  made  upon  the 
Commisflionef s  and  upon  the  system  itself, 
or  to  protioutice  any  opinion  upon  the  suU 
ject  on  the  present  occasion,  yet  Icer^ 
tainlv  Utink  that  the  differences  of  opinion 
which  atill  prevail  on  the  aubjeot,  and  the 
Tafioua  complaints  madeagaiostthe  system, 
considering   the  quarters  whence    these 
etnanate^  do  require  an  attentive  and  ae- 
rioua  oonaideration.    Your  Lordships  will 
remember,  t  believe,  that  in  the  course  of 
Ike  hial  Seaaioo^  when  the  right  lev.  Pre** 


late  threatened  to  renew  bia  motiofi  on  lh$ 
aubjeot  this  Sessk>n,  I  yentnred  to  reqoMt 
of  him  that  before  he  did  renew  his  motioa 
he  would  give  us  some  previous  notice  of 
hia  intention,  in  order  that  vm  lAigfat  be 
the  better  prepared  with  apecific  anawera  to 
hia  charge!,  and  better  explain  the  pointa 
on  which  he  might  declare  hia  doubuL 
The  noble  Duke  opposite  objected-»that 
my  request  waa  improper  and'unpadia- 
roentary,  and  that  it  amounted  to  a  breach 
of  the  freedom  of  Parliamentary  diaona* 
aion-^to  a  breach  of  the  privilegea  of  the 
Hou8B«*-to  introduce  a  precedent  of  aaking 
any  noble  Lord  to  state  beforehand  what 
statements  it  was  he  meant  to  bring  for* 
ward;  and  unquestionably  the  noble,  Duke 
waa  right  in  his  Parliamentary  view  of  the 
point.    My  Lords,  it  haa  appeared  to  me 
that,  considering  what  are  the  ohatgaa 
againat  the  aystem,  their  minute  nature 
and  local  character,  and  the  difficultiea  of 
investigating  them,  it  will  be  faf  better  that 
the  inquiry  into  them  should  be  reforred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  than  be  conducted 
in  any  debates  in  this  or  the  other  Hooae, 
a  courae  which  would  lead  to  noaatiafactory 
reault,  and  which  would  only  end  in  con- 
fident assertions  on  either  side,  and  in 
bringing  forward  conflicting  and  entiraly 
opposing  authorities.  My  Lords,  the  Com- 
missioners  have  mad^  three  reporta,  which 
reports  are  on  the  table  of  your  Lordahipa' 
House,  in  which  they  have  stated  the  pro- 
,  gress  thev    have  made,  the  number    of 
schools  tney  have  eatablished^  and   the 
number  of  schools  to  which  they  have 
given  aaaiatanoe,  the  course  which  tbcv 
intend  to  pursue  in  future,  and,  above  all, 
the  extension  which  in  their  opinion  it  is 
desirable  to  give  to  the  ayatem.    I  do  net 
pledge  myself  to  act  upon  the  recommen- 
dations or  the  Commissiouers.  I  wilt  give 
no  opinion  on  the  aubjeot  on  the  preeent 
occasion,  but  supposing  the  tyateti^  to  work 
well  for  the  countryi  and  that  it  is  proper 
to  extend  it  by  a  further  grant,  it  hi  eaaen- 
tial  that  such  extension  should  be  preceded 
by  a  full  investigation  into  the  aubject  by 
the  Select  Committee,  for  which  I  now 
move.    These  are  the  grounds  upon  which 
1  form  my  motion  for  inquiry*    There  ia 
one  other  point,  however,  which  I  hardW 
need  mention  to  your  Lordahipa,  or  whicn 
it  is  neceaaary  to  preas  on  your  atteniioo, 
namely,  the  great  and  paramount  Impor- 
tance of  the  queation  and  particularly  to 
that  part  of  the  country  to  which  it  refcra, 
aa  well  aa  the  ^reat  diffieuity  which  $X^ 
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the  original,  because  those  words  '*  trained 
to  good  habits''  were  left  out.  The 
Comm'tssioners  observed  in  their  Report — 

"  The  original  sentence,  it  will  be  observed, 
contains  the  words  '  trained  to  good  habits ;' 
whereas,  as  quoted  in  the  pamphlet,  these 
words  are  left  out,  and  the  reader  has  the  im- 
pression conveyed  to  him  that  we  depend  for 
the  conduct  of  the  teachers,  not  on  a  virtuous 
training,  but  on  interest  only.'* 

Now,  it  did  appear  to  him,  that  these 
words  were  mere  surplusage;  and  he  would 
tell  their  Lordships  why — because  there 
was  not  a  single  syllable  in  the  Report 
which  he  had  referred  to  that  had  for  its 
object  the  enforcement  of  that  "  virtuous 
training  "  of  which  the  Commissioners 
spoke.  And  if  the  system  were  carried  to 
its  full  extent,  it  would,  in  fact,  exclude 
the  possibility  of  any  such  ''virtuous  train- 
ing." For,  be  it  observed,  it  was  proposed 
to  introduce  5,000  different  schools,  with 
5,000  masters,  which  masters  were  to  be 
trained  for  two  years  in  model  schools,  at 
a  distance  from  their  ordinary  places  of 
residence.  Those  parties  were  to  be  taken 
from  their  homes,  they  were  to  be  re- 
moved from  parental  control,  they  were 
to  be  banished  from  the  neighbourhood 
of  their  pastors,  and  to  be  left,  without 
any  responsible  protector,  to  their  own 
guidance  for  a  considerable  length  of  time. 
Yes,  he  repeated,  under  this  system  many 
thousands  of  young  men  of  the  lowest 
order  would  be  taKen  away  from  their 
friends,  and  exposed  to  all  the  tempta- 
tions which  were  inseparable  from  a  re- 
sidence in  Dublin  or  any  other  large  city 
or  town.  This,  he  conceived,  was  one  of 
the  most  frightful  evils  that  could  be 
inflicted  on  youth.  Was  there,  he  would 
ask,  any  college  for  the  reception  of  these 
young  persons?  Was  there  any  place 
within  the  walls  of  which  they  might,  as 
the  Report  said,  be  kept  in  *'  a  course  of 
virtuous  training?"  There  was  no  such 
thing;  there  was  no  provision  for  the 
moral  superintendence  of  those  classes  who 
were  in  training  for  the  occupation  of 
schoolmasters.  In  the  first  year  the  Com- 
missioners proposed  that  there  should  be 
500  teachers  educated  in  the  training 
school  at  Dublin;  in  the  second  year 
1,500,  to  meet  the  increasing  demand  ;  in 
the  third  year  2,000,  and  so  on ;  thus  to 
pitxseed  for  several  years,  and  to  begin 
aeciining  in  number  at  the  6th  year.  But 
how  weakly  was  this  reasoned.  Did 
it  follow  that  those  who  received  the 


necessary  education  would  consent  for  a 
comparative  trifle  to  officiate  as  school* 
masters?  If  a  young  man  tamed  out 
well,  would  he  not  take  to  a  more  lucrative 
and  profitable  employment?  Did  their 
Lordships,  or  did  the  Commissioners, 
think  it  possible  that  young  men  receiving 
such  an  education  as  was  contemplated 
would  be  content  with  a  miserable  Bti« 
pend?  They  were  to  be  instructed  in 
composition,  English  literature,  history, 
geography,  and  political  economy ;  natural 
history  in  all  its  branches ;  mathematics 
and  mathematical  science;  and  mental 
philosophy  including  the  elements  of  logic 
and  rhetoric.  Now,  he  asked,  would  a 
young  man  thus  liberally  instructed  sit 
down,  "  passing  rich,  on  40/.  a  year,"  in 
some  obscure  village,  or  retired  hamlet, 
and  devote  his  life  to  the  education  of 
the  peasantry?  It  was  perfectly  impose 
sible  that  any  such  idea  could  be  realised. 
Young  men  thus  qualified  would  be  ab- 
stracted by  merchants  and  other  wealthy 
individuals,  who  would  be  very  glad  to 
avail  ikemselves  of  thefr  services.  Was 
it  not  to  be  supposed,  under  such  a  svstem 
as  this,  that  young  men,  originally  in« 
fiuenced  by  virtuous  habits,  would  sp^ily 
lose  them?  In  the  model  school  they 
were  not  compelled  to  receive  religions 
instruction ;  it  was  not  provided  for  them. 
And  would  those  young  men,  coming 
from  all  parts  of  the  country,  call  on  the 
clergy  of  the  parish  where  they  were 
located  to  give  them  religious  and  moral 
instruction  ?  It  was  not,  he  would  ob* 
serve,  compulsory  on  the  clergyman  of  the 
parish,  to  give  such  instruction ;  and,  he 
would  add,  that  it  was  impossible  for  him, 
in  some  instances,  to  afFoid  it.  Let  tfaeoa 
look  to  the  model-school  of  DuUin,  for 
instance.  For  some  years  the  modcU 
school  was  in  St.  Peter's  parish.  In  that 
parish  there  were  a  rector  and  twocnrates, 
who  were  opposed  to  this  system.  The 
most  rev:  Prelate  (the  Archbishop  of 
Dublin)  very  properly  called  on  them  to 
administer  religious  instruction.  One  of 
them,  Mr.  Weldon,  undertook  the  task, 
but  declared,  that  in  a  case  of  svch  deep 
importance,  if  he  did  not  peroeive  a  wiU 
lingness  on  the  part  of  those  who  presided 
over  the  school,  to  further  the  spread  of 
religious  instruction,  that  he  would  advise 
those  who  had  children  at  the  school  to 
remove  them.  That  parish  consisted,  be 
believed^  of  near  20,000  inhabitants,  and 
though  the  doty  was  difficult,  this  gentle^ 
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idhool  bad  beea  built  by  tbe  board  of 
ichoolst    Vo^  this  was  not  at  suoh   a 
diitaoca  from  th«  board  that  they  could 
not  hav9  someUiing  like  a  good  superin- 
iBodence  oyer  it.    This  school  had  been 
established  only  two  months,  but  still  the 
master  had  made  himself  most  notorious 
by  his  conduct.     He  had  received  a  letter 
from  a  gentleman  who  lived  in  its  vicinity, 
who  informed  him  that  dancing  was  the 
only  art  or  science  taught  in  this  school, 
and  this  was  practised  for  some  hours  each 
day,  and  the  lessons  were  attended  by  all 
the  blackguards  in  the   neighbourhood. 
He  informs  me  that  '*  the  master  of  the 
Rushes  National  School  had  summoned  a 
man  named  William  Norton  for  a  sum  of 
money  alleged  to  be  due  for  the  tuition  of 
his  children.    The  defendant  proved  that 
the  school  was  a   public  nuisance,  and 
that  dancing  was  the  only  art  or  science 
taught  in  the  school.    He  proved  that  two 
hours  each  day,  before  the  school  business 
t«rminiUedt   all    the  idle  and  disorderly 
vagabonds  in  the  neighbourhood  congre- 
gated at  the  school,  and  that  when  danc- 
mg  commenced,   a  scene  of  confusion 
and  riot  frequently  followed.    The  school- 
master, Thomas  Lalor,  acknowledged,  on 
his  oath,  the  fact  of  his  being  a  fiddler, 
and  that  dancing  was  taught  in  the  school 
during  the  hours  of  business ;  but  he  as- 
serted that  be  acted  in  conformity  with 
the    instructions    of  Priest  Hickey,  the 
only  visitor,  and  that  his  salary  was  paid 
by  the  National  Board."    He  now  came 
to  another  case  of  great  importance :  he 
alluded  to  the  conduct  of  the  master  of 
the  national  school  at  Carlow.  This  place, 
he  believed,  was  within  a  comparatively 
short  distance  of  Dublin.    It  was  a  most 
notorious  place,  and  whatever  occurred 
there  was  sure  to  find  its  way  into  the 
newspapers.      The    schoolmaster  of  this 
place  was  one  of  the  most  remarkable  agi- 
tators in  the  country,  and  was  the  agent 
and  friend  of  the  well-known  priest,  Father 
Maher.    At  the  recent  election  in  Car- 
low  he  acted  as  polUclerk,  but  was  turned 
out  for  his  partiality ;  he  abandoned  the 
duties  of  his  school  to  attend  to  the  elec- 
tion.   This  schoolmaster,  in  the  autumn 
of  the  year  1825,  was   proved  to  have 
joined  with  the  priest  Maher  in  one  of  the 
foulest  conspiracies  that  had  ever  been  con- 
cocted.   It  related  to  certain  charges  that 
had  been  brought  against  some  soldiers 
who  were  accused  of  drinking  party  toasts. 
la  consequence  of  this,  a  military  investi* 


gation  into  the  matter  was  oniezM,  out 
Priest  Maher  did  not  anpfove  of  this  mode 
of  proceeding.   Upon  this,  the  Lord-lieu* 
tenant,  in  the  exercise  of  his  discretion, 
chose  to  direct  an  investigation  of  ano* 
ther  kind,  and  Colonel  Ward  and  Mr. 
Mahony  were  ordered  to  inquire  into  the 
particulars  of  the  case.    The  inquiry  con- 
tinued for  thirteen  days,  and  it  appeared 
that  during  the  whole  of  this  time  the 
schoolmaster  left  his  school  and  attended 
to  drilling  the  witnesses  and  teaching  them 
what  they  were  to  swear.    He  (the  Bishop 
of   Exeter]  was    using  strong  language, 
but  he  was  only  using  language  which  he 
should  be  able  to  prove.    Every  one  of 
the  witnesses  examined  admitted  that  be 
had  been  asked  to  attend  by  Priest  Maher 
and  Gorman  the  schoolmaster.    One  of 
the    witnesses   of  the  name   of  Patrick 
Nolan,  of  Carlow,  after  giving  his  evi- 
dence, was  asked  by  M.  Mahony,  one  of 
the  gentlemen,  *'  At  whose  instigation  did 
you  come  here? — Father  Maher  sent  for 
us,  and  ordered  me  to  attend  the  court  to 
prove  aeainst  the  military.    Did  any  per- 
son tell  you  what  you  had  to  swear  to  T— 
They  read  out  of  a  paper  what  he  had  to 
swear  to.    Can  yon  read?— No.    Who 
read  the  paper  containing  what  you  had 
to  swear  to?— -(after  great  hesitation  he 
replied)  He  could  not  tell;  he  did  not 
know  him.    On  your  oath  was  it  not  Gor- 
man, the  chapel  or  national  schoolmaaterl 
After  considerable  hesitation,  he  said  that 
it  was  Gorman.    So  Gorman  read  for  yon 
what  you  should  swear  to,  and  aent  you 
here  ? — He  did.''    He  was  sorry  to  tres- 
pass on  their  Lordshipsi  but  it  was  ne* 
cessary  that  the  next  point  to  which  he 
should  advert,  should  be  an  attack  which 
had  been  made  upon  himself.    The  feot 
was,  that  the  report  of  the  speech  which 
he  had  delivered  in  that  House  upon  this 
subject  last  year  had  since  been  published 
in  the  form  of  a  pamphlet.    The  atten- 
tion of  the  Board  had  evidently  been  di- 
rected to  the  pamphlet,  for  the  report  of 
the  commissioners  (the  third  report  which 
had  proceeded  from  them)  was  an  anewer 
in  effect  to  the  charges  which  that  pamph* 
let  contained.    In  the  sixth  pafe  of  Chat 
report  the  commissioners  statedj  thai  be 
had  charged    the   board  with,  poeitive 
falsehood,  and  in  support  of  that  state- 
ment they  made  the  following  quotation ; — 
'*  They  state,  in  particular,  that  no  fewer 
than  140  clergymen  of  the  eata^liehed 
Church  have  l^en  among  the  appUcAots 
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such  person.  He  ventared  to  state  tbis  in 
the  spaech  he  made  last  year.  Upon  this 
point  the  board  said,  **  The  author  states 
that  Mr.  Robertson^  who  signed  one  of  the 
Dubliti  applications,  was  not  resident  with- 
in the  parish  from  which  it  came ;  neither 
did  we  state  that  he  was.''  But  he  (the 
Bishop  of  Exeter)  did  more;  he  stated 
that  no  such  clergyman  could  be  found  to 
have  existed  in  Dublin  at  all.  The  board 
did  not  6nd  it  convenient  to  deal  with 
that  part  of  the  charge.  ''  It  frequently 
happens  that  a  school  is  attended  by  chil- 
dren of  different  parishes,  and  we  should 
consider  any  clergyman  residing  in  the  im- 
mediate neighbourhood  as  a  resident  clergy- 
man within  the  meaning  of  our  rules."  Now, 
if  a  clergyman  were  said  to  be  living  in  a 
town,  while  he  really  resided  in  one  of  the 
small  neighbouring  villages,  the  expression 
would  be  less  out  of  place ;  but  let  that 
pass.  The  report  went  on  to  say,  **  Mr. 
Robertson,  we  understand,  died  about  two 
years  ago,  at  his  residence  in  Queen- 
street.''  It  was  admitted  on  all  hands  to 
be  a  very  difficult  thing  to  prove  the  non- 
entity of  a  person,  that  difficulty  being, 
in  the  language  of  our  northern  fellow- 
subjects,  to  ''condescend'*  upon  time  and 
place;  but  here  the  commissioners  had 
been  liberal  enough  to  give  their  Lordships 
both.  However,  he  thought  he  should  be 
able  to  prove  to  their  complete  satis- 
faction not  only  that  Mr.  Robertson  never 
died,  but  that  he  was  never  in  esse.  He 
found  that  Mr.  Robertson's  existence  was 
unknown  to  the  schoolmistress  of  the  very 
school  for  which  he  was  said  to  have  ap- 
plied for  aid.  The  teacher  of  the  school 
never  beard  of  him,  never  saw  him ;  there 
was  no  trace  of  him  in  any  of  the  school 
books;  and,  in  fine,  no  one  connected 
with  the  school  had  the  least  knowledge 
of  him.  But  the  case  did  not  rest  there. 
The  schoolmaster  and  parish-clerk  in  the 
street  in  which  he  was  said  to  have  resided, 
knew  nothing  about  him.  The  clergyman 
of  the  parish  in  which  Queen-street  was, 
bad  never  heard  of  him ;  the  three  church- 
wardens had  never  heard  of  him;  the 
vestry-clerk  knew  nothing  about  him,  and 
even  the  tax-gatherer  was  not  aware  of  his 
existence.  Now,  if  this  did  not  prove 
nonentity,  he  did  not  know  what  would. 
TTie  commissioners  8aid,][that  Mr.  Robert- 
son died  two  years  ago  in  Queen-street. 
His  (the  Bishop  of  Exeter's)  informants 
bad  taken  the  trouble-— « trouble  which  he 
sbottld  never  have  thought  of  imposing  on 


them — to  inspect  the  registers  of  St. 
Paul's  parish,  and  all  the  other  registeim 
of  the  City  of  Dublin,  and  it  tum^  out 
that  he  was  neither  born,  married,  nor 
buried  in  the  parish  of  St*  Paulf  or 
anywhere  else.  There  was  only  one 
source  of  information  into  which  inspeC' 
tion  was  not  made,  and  that  was  the 
diocesan  books  of  the  diocese  of  Dublin. 
He  should  suppose  that  the  most  reverend 
prelate  (the  Archbishop  of  Dublin)  would, 
of  course,  have  looked  into  his  diocesan 
books.  The  commissioners  indeed  had  not 
said  so  in  the  report,  but  doubtless,  the 
most  reverend  prelate  would  tell  their  Lord- 
ships so  now.  There  was  a  remarkable 
circumstance  mentioned  in  his  speech^  to 
which  he  had  not  heard  any  contradiction 
given, — he  meant  that  part  of  it  in  which 
he  showed  that  there  was  a  much  larger 
proportion  than  there  appeared  of  Roman 
Catholics  receiving  aid  than  of  Protestants. 
That  was  answered  in  this  way-^that 
when  any  effective  application  was  made 
by  Protestants,  the  rrotestants  had  a 
larger  sum  given  to  them.  That  statement 
he  believed,  as  he  really  thought  that  the 
board  would  encourage  Protestant  appli* 
cations,  especially  when  they  proceeded 
from  Protestant  clei^^ymen;  but,  unfor- 
tunately, whoever  it  was  who  concocted 
that  report,  he  did  what  very  crafty  men 
are  sometimes  apt  to  do — he  proved  too 
much,  and  he  clearly  proved  that  the 
number  of  Protestant  clergymen  of  the 
Established  Church  corresponding  with 
the  board  was  extremely  small.  Thus^  ia 
the  province  of  Leinster,  including  the 
metropolis,  there  was  only  one  Protestant 
clergyman  who  corresponded  with  the 
board;  in  Connaught,  also,  only  one;  ia 
Munster,  but  five ;  and  in  the  province  of 
Ulster,  of  the  Established  Church,  twenty* 
three ;  making  in  all,  thirty.  On  theothier 
hand,  the  number  of  Roman  Catholic 
clergymen  who  were  correspondents  of  the 
board  amounted  to  three  hundred  and 
seventeen;  the  Protestant  clergy  not  being 
so  much  as  one-twelfth  part  of  the  whole 
body  which  was  to  have  any  control  over 
these  schools.  He  need  not  say  that  this 
was  a  subject  of  great,  of  vast  importance 
to  the  character  of  the  society,  in  con- 
sidering how  far  it  was  likely  to  promote 
peace  and  harmony  among  the  members 
of  different  religious  establishments.  He 
considered  that  if  these  schools  were  under 
the  immediate  control  of  the  Catholic 
priests,  they  were  not  likely  to  add  to  the 
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convent,  and  the  porter  told  him  he  mnst 
go  back,  but  the  clergyman  insisted  on  his 
right,  and  the  man  gave  way.  In  conse- 
quence of  what  he  then  saw,  he  went 
shortly  after  again  with  his  rector,  but  this 
time  the  porter  positively  refused  to  open 
the  gate  for  them,  and  they  were  obliged 
to  leave  the  school  uninspected,  in  spite  of 
the  regulations  of  the  board,  that  clergy- 
men should  be  at  liberty  to  inspect  these 
schools.  With  respect  to  this  description 
of  schools,  he  would  give  their  Lordships 
one  sample  of  what  they  were.  The  name 
of  the  school  was  the  Con  vent- school  of 
Carrick*on-Suir,  the  national  female 
school.  A  clergyman,  than  whom  a  more 
respectable  man  was  not  to  be  found,  had 
written  to  him  an  account  of  what  he  had 
seen  and  heard  there,  which  he  would  read 
to  their  Lordships.  The  writer  of  the 
letter  visited  the  school  on  the  23rd  of 
Jdnuary  last,  and  he  wrote: — 

**  The  school  is  altogether  Popish,  un^ertke 
entire  domininn  of  the  nuns,  who  are  repre- 
sented, in  all  their  correspondence   with  the 

Comnrss«ftWV5^Jtyu4h£R^-  —  O'Connor, 
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mistress,  the  nuns  being  the   only  IcacHers. 


no  local  subscription,  and  no  payments  by  the 
scholars.  Twenty  pounds  is  received  annu- 
ally as  a  salary  for  the  mistress,  which,  of 
course,  goes  to  the  support  of  the  convent.  In 
the  re);istry  of  the  school  I  found  an  order  of 
business,  of  which  the  following  are  particu- 
lars : — 

<•  9    o'clock — Morning  prayer. 
^  9^  o'clock — Catechisms,  lessons,  and  work. 
"  2^  o'clock — Catechism. 
*•  a    o'clock — Lecture,  and  prayer. 

*'  The  children  are  required  to  be  very 
punctual  in  their  attendance  at  the  opening  of 
school,  and  one  of  the  nuns  concludes  the 
day's  business  with  a  spiritual  lecture  and 
prayer.  Religious  instruction  is  the  particular 
ohjecl  of  every  day.  Friday  is  nominally  set 
apart  for  the  purpose,  being  the  only  day  on 
which  the  Scripture  lessons  are  read. 

*'  At  one  o'clock  each  day  twelve  of  the  nuns 
enter  the  school,  and  take  their  respective 
classes. 

**  One  is  always  on  duty  two  hours  at  a  time 
keeping  the  required  order  in  the  room.  The 
nun,  my  informant,  told  roe  also  that  twice  in 
the  year  there  is  a  very  interesting  spectacle 
exhibited  in  the  school.  The  children  appear 
in  their  best  clothe:^*  and  the  priests  are  pre- 
sent. An  examination  is  held,  and  tickets  are 
given  to  those  who  shall  be  adjniited  to  con- 
fesston  and  communion.  Oft  thes^  occasions 
one  of  the.  priests  erects  an  a(tar  in  the  school- 
room. The  confessions  of  ^he  children  tfre 
beard.  Mass  is  celebrated,  ^nd  they  who  are 
pronounced  fit  admitted  to  U^e  Eucharist* 


«  Mr.  — *-  had  inspected  \1  think]  on  the 
1 1  th  of  November,  I  inquired  whether  he 
had  examined  the  children,  and  the  non  re- 
plied, '  That  he  was  not  very  particular  or 
curious — that  he  was  a  very  nice  person,  and 
apologised  for  asking  even  the  few  questions 
that  he  did,  on  the  ground  that  he  was  liable 
to  be  questioned  himself.  At  the  same  time/ 
she  said, '  she  was  not  the  sister  who  attended 
him.' 

''  During  this  conversation  nuns  went  and 
came  from  the  interior  of  the  convent  through 
a  large  door  in  the  school-room,  opening  ioto 
the  house.  The  couvent  joins  the  chapel, 
into  which  there  is  a  parage  for  the  nuns. ' 


He  was  really  very  reluctant,  the  Right 
Rev.  Prelate  continued,  to  trouble  the 
House,  but  there  was  another  case  to 
which  he  was  bound  to  call  their  Lord* 
ships*  attention.  It  was  the  case  of  a 
school  at  Esker,  in  which  he  had  last  year 
stated  that  mass  had  been  performed ; 
and  he  was  able  to  say  now,  as  he  did 
then,  that  a  person  had  actually  beeo 
present  when  some  religions  service  was 
performed.  Probably  that  person  might 
be  mistaken  as  to  the  natare  of  the  ser- 
vice ;    but  still,  from  the  words  of  the 


roisiress,  ine  nuns    oeirig   iiiw    umv    icacncr^.v^^^         .       if   «.  *     •.*  j    *•     *  » 

Books  were  supplied  griiuitously.    There  is  ^>7«^Mtself,  it  w  that  Roman 


CatholTfc--«v»Jioious  service  had  been  per- 
formed every  Uaj^  for  a  considerable  period 
of  time,  and  that  tiv^g  h^^  |^g„  ^lw  altar 
there,  with  the  perm^^ion  of  the  board. 
Upon  that  subject  he  T-^J  made  strong 
remarks,  and  the  board  hii4^|iei.n  pleased 
in  their  strictures  upon  him  ck^nd  fkuU 
with  the  source  of  his  inforroatibrrand  to 
complain   that  he   had   no  acquaintance 
wiih  the  Rector  cf  the  parish,  but  we^t  to 
the  Curate.     Now  the  difference    in»be 
value  of  their  testimony  must  greatly  «• 
pend  upon  the  extent  to  which  each  -%% 
worthy  of  confidence ;  and  with  reaper  to 
the  character  of  the  Rector,  he  did     ot 
wish  to  make  any  observations;  but    tv 
he  would  say,  that  the  Curate  was  a   tfvi 
of  the  very  highest  respectability,  oT  >^ 
eminent  family,  the  nephew  of  a  genti. 
man    of    nearly     the    highest    considii. 
ation  in  the  parish;  whilst,  on  the  otb« 
hand,   he  thought  it   would    be    almof^ 
impossible    to    find    an    individaal      lesr 
qiialiGed   to  afford    information    on    tVi« 
subject   in    question     than    the    Rectoi; 
He  had  never  but  once  entered  the  school  . 
he  performed  none  of  the  religious  do  ties  * 
connected   with   the   parish ;    they    m^ere  ^ 
wholly  discharged  by  the  curate.      But  the 
board   said  that  they  knew    the  rector. 
He  was  lorry  that  he  oxMU  doubt  the  eit- 
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ful  effects;  and  it  pleased  God  to  put  into 
his  heart  the  thought  of  effecting  a  refonn- 
ation.  He  built  there  a  little  settlement ; 
and,  with  the  support  and  assistance  of  his 
diocesan^  the  Archbishop  of  Taam,  he  had 
gone  on  in  his  good  work,  which  it  had 
pleased  God  to  prosper ;  and  there  were 
now  in  that  district  many  souls  which, 
through  God's  blessing,  he  had  been  the 
means  of  preserving.  To  such  a  mis- 
sionary he  looked  with  feelings  of  the 
most  unfeigned  respect ;  and  he  would  say 
that  any  one  might  be  proud  to  hold  as 
high  a  station  as  this  despised  missionary. 
There  was  another  point  in  this  case  to 
which  he  roust  allude.  It  seemed,  in  his 
statement  last  year,  he  said  that  Mr. 
Nangle  had  stated  to  the  board  that  one 
of  the  schoolmasters  had  been  formerly 
dismissed  from  the  coast  service  for  using 
seditious  language.  What  course  had  the 
board  pursued  with  respect  to  that  state- 
ment? Why  actuated  by  a  very  ungracious 
feeling,  it  had  directed  legal  proceedings 
to  be  instituted  against  the  publisher  of  that 
report.  After  they  had  published  their  re- 
port Mr.  Nangle  sent  letters  to  several  in- 
dividuals of  the  board  upon  the  subject 
A  letter  was  sent  in  July  last  to  the  officer 
in  the  coast  service,  and  in  August  that 
gentleman.  Lieutenant  Irwood,  replied  that 
he  did  recollect  that  a  man  of  the  name 
of  O'Connell  had  been  dismissed  from  the 
coast  guard  for  using  seditious  lang:uage. 
The  statement,  then,  which  he  had  made 
in  that  House  had  almost  been  proved  to 
be  true — at  least  that  statement,  and  the 
publication  of  it,  had  been  entirely  justified 
by  facts  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
Board.  They  were  aware  of  the  statement 
of  the  inspecting  officer ;  there  could  be 
no  doubt  as  to  the  identitv  of  the  man,  for 
he  himself  admitted  he  had  been  dismissed, 
though  he  denied  the  cause.  Under 
those  circumstances,  should  the  Board  have 
persisted  in  such  an  action,  supplying  the 
prosecutor  with  funds,  for  the  purposes  of 
▼exing  and  harassing  a  man  who  had  pub- 
lished a  speech  which  had  been  delivered 
in  that  House  ?  Should  they  have  told 
him  to  adopt  such  a  course  when  no  blame 
could  be  attached  either  to  the  individual 
who  made«  or  the  person  who  published, 
that  speech }  But  they  did  direct  him  to 
adopt  that  course — they  insisted  upon  its 
adoption — and  they  must  have  done  that 
which,  in  a  worthy  cause,  he  would  have 
applauded«-they  must  have  supplied  him 

irilb  phoney  to  defray  the  costs ;  for  in  the 


most  expensive  court  bis  Majesty*8  At* 
tomey-General  had  been  directed  to  apply 
for  a  criminal  information  against  the  pub- 
lisher of  the  speech,  and  the  schoolmaster 
had  stated  upon  oath  that  the  charge 
against  him  was  false.  The  inspecting 
officer  had  declared  positively  that  he  did 
dismiss  him  for  that  which  the  man  him- 
self not  only  said  that  he  did  not  do,  but 
that  he  was  not  dismissed  for  doing.  If 
Lieutenant  Irwood  had  said  that  which 
was  true  how  could  that  man  be  screened 
from  the  charge  of  perjury?  But  there 
was  another  party  who  were  seriously  im- 
plicated in  this  transaction — he  meant  the 
Board  of  Commissioners ;  for  if  that  man 
had  taken  a  false  oath  he  had  done  so 
being  urged  and  compelled  to  the  .act  by 
the  Commissioners,  they  at  the  time  know- 
ing it  to  be  false.  "  My  Lords,*'  con- 
tinued the  rev.  Prelate,  **  I  declare  that  I 
would  not  have  the  responsibility  which 
attaches  to  this  act  of  the  Commissioners 
for  any  consideration  in  the  world/' 
The  next  case  respected  the  school  with 
which  the  noble  Marquess  (Lansdowne) 
had  been  in  some  degree  concerned.  The 
noble  Marquess  had  said  on  a  former  oc- 
casion that  an  investigation  had  taken, 
place  into  that  school  in  the  Queen's 
county ;  that  he  had  received  an  account 
from  his  agent,  and  that  there  was  found 
to  be  little  foundation  for  his  (the  Bishop 
of  Exeter's)  statement.  Now  he  would 
frankly  say,  that  the  attestation  of  the 
noble  Marquess  weighed  with  him  more 
than  the  reports  of  the  Commissioners ; 
and  he,  therefore,  did  at  first  imagine  that 
he  must  have  been  misinformed.  He  had, 
however,  since  prosecuted  his  inquiries 
into  the  matter,  and  was  now  in  a  condi- 
tion to  summon  the  best  testimony  in  his 
own  favour.  It  was  at  least  testimony 
with  which  the  noble  Marquess  would  not 
quarrel,  being  that  of  his  own  agent,  and 
the  curate  of  the  parish  ;  and  be  pledged 
himself  to  prove  virtually  and  substan- 
tially in  Committee,  by  the  evidence  of 
these  Gentlemen,  the  Rev.  Mr.  Perrin  and 
Mr.  Price,  the  truth  of  that  which  he  had 
said.  Let  it  be  understood  that  he  said 
**  substantially."  There  were  other  caaes 
also  which  he  would  not  now  enter  into 
but  reserve  them,  together  with  the  proofs 
he  should  bring  forward  to  show  that  the 
Scripture  extracts  contained  corruptions, 
tending  to  favour  the  peculiar  doctrinea 
of  the  Church  of  Rome,  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Committee.    He  bad  Mid  iMt 


1171 


Hducatum  in 


{LORDS} 


Jrilamd, 


113S 


hftd  r«Htd  on  the  tworn  testimony  of  Dr. 
Murray  in  the  yetrs  18M  to  1826.  Dr. 
Murray  had  said,  that  to  the  mere  exhibi- 
tion of  the  extracts  he  should  not  object, 
but  to  exhibitions  of  them  as  extracts 
from  Scripture  he  should  object,  unless 
they  were  taken  from  tbe  Douay  version. 
He  found  himself  wrong,  but  he  would 
not  be  wrong  on  that  subject  again,  for  he 
would  not  believe  a  Roman  Catholic 
Bishop  on  oath  in  matters  in  which  reli- 
gion was  concerned.  If  Dr.  Murray  had 
not  so  sworn  he  had  grossly  injured  him  ; 
if  he  had  a  doubt  on  the  subject,  he 
should  by  such  a  declaration  have  been 
guiiiy  of  a  calumny  on  him ;  if  he  had  no 
doubt  on  the  subject  he  might  have  been 
guilty  of  rashness ;  but  now,  after  a  lapse 
of  tifne,  and  on  the  fullest  and  closest 
inspection,  he  re-affirmed  the  charge. 
Dr.  Murray  did  swear  what  the  report,  not 
he,  charged  him  with  having  sworn.  He 
called  on  the  most  rev.  Prelate  to  say, 
after  having  read  the  report,  whether  Dr. 
Murray  had  so  sworn  or  no.  He  had 
made  some  extracts,  and  having  intro- 
duced them  for  the  purpose  of  proving  his 
charge  had  been  accused  of  unfair  quota- 
tion. It  was  true  that  the  extract  given 
by  him  as  a  single  answer  to  a  single 
question,  was  made  up  of  one  answer  and 
apart  of  a  second.  Now,  at  the  request 
of  the  reporters,  he  had  sent  them  his  ex- 
tract, marking  by  a  line  where  the  one 
answer  ended,  and  the  fragment  of  the 
other  began.  This  line  had  escaped  their 
attention,  and  the  fault  was  attributed  to 
him.  But  it  booted  very  little  to  the 
question,  whether  or  no  the  one  sentence 
was  appended  to  the  other.  Dr.  Murray, 
it  appeared,  was  favourable  to  a  compila- 
tion from  the  Scriptures,  into  which  the 
forms  of  the  verses  of  neither  version  were 
admitted ;  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind, 
that  he  had  said  that  they  could  propose 
nothing  to  their  own  children  as  Scripture 
which  was  not  from  their  own  version. 
They  had  indeed  been  asked,  why,  as  they 
admitted  that  the  Douay  and  Protestant 
versions  of  Scripture  were  very  much 
alike,  they  would  not  allow  Catholic 
children  to  be  taup;ht  from  the  pure  Pro- 
testant version.  To  that  Dr.  Murray  ob- 
jected. There  was,  however,  another 
letter,  by  Dr.  Murray,  subsequently  to 
this,  which  removed  every  particle  of  doubt 
as  to  the  meaning  of  the  former  letter. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  proceeded  to  read 
as  follows  :*- 


'<  All  tfaa  Prelates  fuHy  agree  in  tbe  pro- 
priety of  tbe  objection  urged  by  tbe  Roman 
CaiboUc  Archbishops,  against  putting  into  the 
hands  of  Catholic  children  as  Scripture,  any 
book  which  is  not  conformed  to  their  own 
authorised  translation.'' 

'*  To  this  principle,  which  seems  to  be  com- 
mon to  Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants,  we 
feel  it  our  reluctant  duty  to  declare,  that  tbe 
work,  &c.,  cannot,  unless  the  plan  on  which  it 
is  constructed  be  wholly  changed,  obtain  our 
sanction  as  a  book  of  general  instruction,  to 
be  used  in  schools  wherein  Catholic  children 
receive  their  education.  It  purports  to  pre* 
sent  to  Catholic  children  the  inspired  Word 
of  God,  and  yet  it  differs  from  tbe  translation 
which  those  children  ate  taught  to  consider 
authentic.'^ 

"  A  work,  however  abstracted  substantially 
from  the  Scripture,  but  not  purporting  to  be 
the  words  of  lioly  Writ,  would  not  be  liable 
to  the  same  objection," 

He  thought  he  had  now  fully  made  out 
the  case.  In  the  remarks  which  he  had 
made,  he  had  only  been  actuated  by  a 
sense  of  duty ;  from  the  discbarge  of 
which,  he  trusted  he  should  never  be 
withheld  by  any  fear  of  his  conduct  being 
misinterpreted.  He  had  remarked  that 
these  circumstances  had  made  him  die* 
trust  the  oath  of  a  Roman  Catholic 
Prelate  in  Ireland,  when  his  religion  was 
concerned ;  he  did  not  shrink  from  the 
full  responsibility  of  that  declaration, 
and  he  would  take  the  liberty  of  allud* 
ing  to  one  or  two  recent  instances,  which 
were  in  some,  though  a  slight  degree, 
connected  with  the  subject  then  under 
their  lK>rdshipa'  consideration.  In  the 
month  of  December  last,  the  Committee 
of  the  Female  National  Schools,  in 
Drogheda,  thought  fit  to  give  a  public 
dinner  to  Mr.  0*Connell  and  the  peiaos 
whom  they  call  the  Primate  of  Ireland  ; 
and  they  gave  that  dinner  in  their  cha* 
ractcr  of  the  Committee  of  the  Female 
National  Schools.  He  regretted  that  it 
was  necessary  for  his  purpose  to  quota 
the  words  of  Mr,  O'Connell;  but  at  that 
dinner,  given  to  him  and  the  Primate^ 
he  said:* 

*'  I  want  to  bring  back  the  prosperity  which 
will  make  Poor-laws  unnecessary,  and,  if  by 
no  other  means,  by  a  domestic  Legislatara, 
But  I  am  making  an  experiment  to  obtain 
justice  from  England  without  that  alternative; 
and  till  it  is  fully  worked  out,  I  cannot  think 
of  falling  back  upon  my  favourite  measure  of 
relief.  Let  this  experiment  be  oiie  of  ^re 
years  duration,  as  well  as  the  other. '  Two  are 
already  passed;  and  when  the  others  have 
terminated,  if  we  see  that  England  does  nof 
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peaceful  obscurity  in  which,  for  bis  own  sake, 
be  ought  to  have  remained,  and  not  to  have 
the  dead  cats  and  dogs  of  the  neighbourhood 
thrown  into  it  along  with  him. — After  'Lord 
Morpeth/  three  times  three  and  loud  cheers. 
*  Tlie  right  Rev.  Dr.  Nolan  and  the  Catholic 
clergy  of  his  diocese.'  " 

He  would  now  give  them  the  language 
which  was  adopted  on  the  same  occasion 
by  a  Roman  Catholic  bishop,  Dr.  Nolan, 
who,  after  bearing  the  language  which  bad 
been  adopted  by  Mr.  O'Connell  on  bis 
own  health  having  been  proposed,  said, 

**  I  beg  leave  to  return  my  best  thanks  for 
the  manner  in  which  my  name  has  been  re- 
ceived, Mr.  O'Connell  has  truly  stated  the 
reason  why  I  thus  appear  in  a  political  assem- 
bly, and  I  think  the  same  feelings  which 
actuate  me  belong  to  the  rest  of  the  clergy  of 
Ireland.  Mr.  O'Connell  has  not,  however, 
stated  the  reasons  fully ^r  We  are  compelled 
by  the  necessity  of  the  times  to  appear  amongst 
the  people,  and  seek  for  justice  for  our  own 
beloved  country." 

He  (the  Bishop  of  Exeter)  would  here 
state,  that  in  the  cry  of  **  justice  for  Ire- 
land" was  meant  the  destruction  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland,  and  of  all 
those  institutions  which  We  loved. 

**We,  however,  attend  on  this  particular 
occasion  as  much  to  give  a  hearty  welcome  to 
the  man  to  whom  we  owe  so  much,  as  to  tes- 
tify our  approbation  of  the  principles  upon 
which  are  based  justice  to  Ireland  and  univer- 
sal happiness  to  mankind.  Mr.  O'Connell,  in 
speaking  of  himself,  said,  he  was  but  a  feather 
tnrown  up,  which  merely  showed  the  way  the 
wind  blew ;  but  I  will  venture  to  say  that  he 
is  a  man  raised  up  by  God  to  work  out  the 
regeneration  of  our  country.  It  is  for  the 
people  that  he  is  working.  We  pray  God  to 
direct  him,  and  bless  his  efforts,  and  continue 
that  vigour  of  body  and  mind  which  are  neces- 
sary to  him  in  that  arduous  contest  in  which  he 
is  engaged.  It  is  with  great  pleasure  I  appear 
amongst  you  this  evening,  to  acknowledge  that 
I  am  united  with  the  people  in  the  cause  of 
Ireland,  and  to  proclaim,  that  with  the  blessing 
of  the  Most  High,  we  cannot  be  separated 
from  the  people." 

Another  toast  given  was — "  The  total 
abolition  of  tithes,"  The  Rev.  Mr.  Cul- 
len,  another  correspondent  of  the  Board, 
and  manager  of  its  schools,  being  loudly 
called  for,  spoke  to  this  toast  in  a 
very  eloquent  manner.  This  was  the 
language  used  by  a  Roman  Catholic 
Bishop  in  the  presence  of  a  large  assem- 
blage of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy— -those 
very  clergy  being  in  correspondence 
with  the  Board  of  Commissioners  of 
^ucation.        These    Roman    Catholic 


clergy,  too,  be  it  recollected,  held  the 
most  unqualified  domination  over  their 
flocks,  and  bad  the  religions  and  moral 
instruction  of  the  rising  generation  of 
youth.  Those,  then,  who  looked  closely 
at  the  working  of  this  system,  would  see 
that  it  was  utterly  impossible  that  any 
modification  of  it  could  be  introduced ; 
and  be,  for  one,  would  now  declare,  lest 
hereafter  be  should  be  considered  as  giv«* 
ing  to  it  any  degree  of  even  modified 
sanction,  that  he  never  could  concur  in  a 
system  so  fraught  with  temporal  and 
spiritual  evil. 

The  Archbishop  of  Dublin  trusted  that 
their  Lordships  would  bear  with  him  for  a 
short  time,  and  for  a  short  time  only,  be- 
cause it  was  his  determination  not  to  enter 
into  discussions  upon  matters  which  were 
out  of  place,  and  would  be  premature,  as 
they  would  be  much  better  reserved  for 
other  occasions.  He  would  not  enter  into 
criminations  or  recriminations  against  any 
individual.  If  any  one  were  to  bring  a 
complaint  to  impeach  him  for  high  treason, 
he,  as  an  individual,  was  ready  to  appear 
in  a  court  of  justice  and  to  suner  punish- 
ment. As  for  the  vague  slanders  and  the 
multiplied  rumours  which  bad  gone 
abroad,  be  would  not  notice  them.  Then 
with  reference  to  the  complaints  which 
had  been  made  against  the  Commissioners 
of  the  Board  of  Education  in  Ireland, 
against  them  as  public  officers,  and  their 
mode  of  discharging  their  duties,  it  ap* 
peared  to  him,  and  he  believed  that  feeling 
extended  to  their  Lordships  generally, 
that,  when  the  Committee  should  be 
appointed,  that  Committee  was  the  place 
where  the  questions  at  issue  might  be 
calmly  and  satisfactorily  investigated, 
where  witnesses  would  be  called  to  prove 
and  verify  facts,  where  distorted  accounts 
were  set  right,  and  before  which  tribunal 
nothing  was  brought  which  was  not 
strictly  examined  into  and  proved.  He 
rose,  then,  not  for  the  purpose  of  prema- 
turely entering  into  a  discussion  which 
ought  to  be  reserved  for  the  Committee. 
He  would  say  nothing  of  the  Board  of 
Education,  or  of  the  body  of  Commis- 
sioners ;  but  with  respect  to  the  charges 
which  had  been  made  against  himself, 
although  he  thought  their  Lordships  were 
called  upon  to  give  him  a  bearing  in  his 
own  vindication,  yet  be  felt  he  should 
better  consult  propriety  in  not  detaining 
their  Lordships  with  matters  relating  to 
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Sorjpturesi  tp  the  dificriMit  force  of  their 
Hebrew  particUsi  end  various  maeuicripta 
of  the  Old  ttnd  New  Testament.  Those 
oonlideretioDS  were  mixed  up  with  the 
general  reading  of  the  copy-books  of  the 
schoolmaster.  Then  there  were  the  ques* 
tiona  raised  whether  the  reading  in  these 
schools  should  be  compulsory  or  voluntary ; 
whether  people  should  be  permitted  or 
forced  to  read  ;  whether  the  school* 
bouses  were  erected  on  the  beit  sites,  or 
whether  they  were  not  often  too  near  the 
chapel-yard.  Then  they  were  appealed 
to  in  respect  cf  the  Douay  version  of  the 
Bible.  Again,  it  had  beenfpade  a  matter  of 
complaint  to  the  Board  that  some  school- 
master had  done  something  some  years 
before  his  appointment.  Thus  they  had 
to  contend  with  this  mixture  of  questions ; 
and  he  would  say,  let  them  all  be  thorough* 
ly  examined  into.  The  Committee  to  whom 
these  matters  would  be  referred  would  be 
very  different  from  any  other  that  ever 
was,  if  it  did  not  classify  the  various  heads 
of  the  subject,  and  leave  the  House  to  de- 
liberate dispassionately  upon  it.  Now^  as 
to  the  system  of  education  in  Ireland,  the 
Commissioners  were  not  responsible  for  it, 
except  so  far  that  they  conscientiously 
acted  npon  it.  If  the  Commissioners, 
however,  and  those  who  were  the  parties 
to  work  the  plan,  had  conducted  them- 
selves unwisely,  let  them  be  examined 
before  the  committee,  and  if  the  system 
were  hopeless  let  it  be  abandoned;  if 
it  were  necessary  to  make  an  altera- 
tion, let  the  means  of  education  be  in« 
creased.  If  the  Commissioners  had  been 
false  to  their  duty,  if  they  had  har- 
boured improper  servants  for  the  public 
service,  let  the  system  be  tried  under  the 
direction  of  other  parties.  But  let  not 
this  mixture  of  the  questions  be  resorted 
to,  seeing  that  they  were  much  more  easily 
confused  in  an  animated  debate  than  they 
would  be  in  a  calm  discussion  before  the 
Committee.  He  would  give  one  or  two 
specimens  of  the  sort  of  accusations, 
which,  he  supposed,  in  nine  out  of  ten 
cases  of  charge,  would  be  made.  He  was 
not  speaking  of  this  in  reference  to  indi<- 
viduals,  but  with  respect  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Commissioners,  and  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  the  system.  Supposing  a  wit- 
ness examined  with  reference  to  the 
model  school  at  Dublin,  he  would  be 
asked,— *is  it  attended  by  Roman  Catholics 
and  Protestants  ?  and  if  so,  in  what  pro- 
portion ?    He  would  answer  so  ftod  so.  I 


He  would  then  be  asked,  Can  yoo  aecouot 
for  the  proportions  being  such  as  they  are ; 
or  do  you  apprehend  that  they  are  different 
in  other  cases?  The  answer  would  .be. 
Certainly.  Because,  in  the  model  school 
of  Dublin,  almost  every  parish  had  ita 
school ;  the  Protestant  children  were  fed 
and  partly  clothed.  The  schools  were 
under  the  guidance  of  Protestant  clergy- 
men. Then  the  witness  would  be  askea» 
Do  they  receive  instruction  from  their  rer 
spective  ministers  on  the  same  day  ?  Now 
how  came  it  that  they  received  so  little 
instruction  ?  Why,  most  of  them  went 
to  their  own  parish.  Some  come  many 
miles  to  attend  the  model  school  every 
day,  and  when  the  instruction  was  not 
going  on  there  they  went  to  the  respective 
schools  of  their  parish,  some  of  which 
were  Presbyterians.  Thus  their  Lordshipe 
would  see  how  very  different  a  turn  the 
case  might  take  under  the  investigation 
of  a  Committee,  to  that  which  it  as- 
sumed in  a  debate  in  that  House,  con<« 
ducted  perhaps  with  all  the  skill,  the  elo- 
quence, and  powers  of  a  practised  debater. 
Then  again,  before  a  Committee,  no  one 
would  be  allowed  to  substitute  premisesj. 
without  foundation,  for  facts,  by  saying 
that  he  had  been  told  on  good  authority 
so  and  so.  The  authority  must  be  pro-» 
duced.  It  happened  in  most  instancea 
that  these  authorities  were  not  known  to 
him  and  to  illustrate  it,  he  would  give 
another  specimen  of  the  sort  of  cases  which 
occurred.  A  Mr.  Perrin,  in  company  with 
Mr.  Price,  visited  the  school  where  it  was 
said  a  treasonable  sentence  was  set  as  ^ 
copy  by  the  master  of  the  school.  Mr, 
Perrin,  it  happened,  had  a  living  in  his 
diocese,  and  he  turned  the  character  of  the 
transaction  entirely ;  and  the  report  which 
had  been  spread,  according  to  this  Gentle* 
man's  account,  was  totally  false.  He  had 
told  him  (the  Archbishop  of  Dublin),  more* 
over,  that  seeing  the  false  statement  had 
appeared  in  The  Standard  newspaper,  he 
thought  it  proper  to  put  the  matter  r^ht, 
and  he  accordingly  assured  the  parties 
thatthe^  were  mistaken.  The  notice  which 
was  taken  of  this  communication  was  to 
the  following  effect : — '*We  have  received 
a  letter  stating  some  inaccuracies,  &c« 
We  have  not  time  to  insert  this  letter,  but 
shall  do  so  some  time  hence."  This  had 
occurred  half  a  year  ago ;  but  the  parties 
were  still  waiting  for  a  convenient  oppor* 
tunity  to  bring  this  letter  forward.  Ue 
bed  told  their  L9rdsbip«  that  in  aoiM 
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initancei  he  knew  these  ttatoroents  were 
believed  by  persons  whom  they  could  not 
conceive  would  put  them  forward.  A  com- 
plaint had  been  very  properly  brought  be* 
fore  htm  by  the  court,  of  a  person  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  a  small  town  in  Ireland, 
who  declared  that  the  Protestant  children 
could  not  in  conscience  attend  the  school, 
because  there  was  no  way  to  it  but  by 
going  in  at  the  gate  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
chapel-yard.  Now  he  had  said,  that  in 
some  instances  the  schools  had  been  erected 
on  objectionable  sites,  but  they  were  pre* 
vented  in  a  variety  of  cases  from  selecting 
better  sites.  He  therefore  said  he  would 
see  in  this  instance  how  far  the  site  was 
really  objectionable,  and  that  he  would  go 
and  see  tne  place  himself.  With  this  view 
he  accompanied  the  curate  of  the  parish  to 
the  spot.  They  passed  along  the  street, 
and  saw  a  board  up  with  the  words 
'*  National  School."  He  asked  the  Curate 
whether  that  were  not  the  entrance  to  the 
school,  but  he  assured  him  no,  it  was  not, 
and  that  they  must  go  through  the  chapel- 
yard.  They  went  accordingly  through 
the  yard— went  to  the  back  of  it,  where 
there  was  no  entrance — and  went  to  the 
entrance  from  the  street,  which  had  been 
the  entrance  for  many  years.  But  the 
parties,  nevertheless,  who  had  made  the 
complaint  in  the  first  instance,  no  doubt 
believed  it,  or  they  would  have  sent 
the  case  up  for  the  consideration  of  the 
English  Legislature;  they  would  never 
have  appealed  to  him  who  was  on  the  spot. 
He  immediately  found  that  the  grievance 
complained  of  was  totally  without  foun« 
dation.  The  school  in  question  had  been 
under  the  management  of  the  Board  for 
two  years ;  and  he  mentioned  this  circum- 
stance as  a  specimen  of  the  reports  which 
were  circulated.  At  the  same  time  he  was 
not  goinff  to  enter  into  details,  or  into  the 
justification  of  any  one*  The  Commis- 
sioners were  ready  to  defend  the  system 
of  education  in  Ireland,  though  they  were 
not  there  to  undertake  this  task,  but  to  refer 
its  defence  not  to  the  present  Government, 
but  to  the  three  or  four  last  Governments. 
Whentheconduct,however,oftheCommis- 
sioners  was  implicated,  they  were  ready  to 
defend  it.  In  a  Committee  they  would 
be  enabled  to  ascertain  distinctly,  matters 
of  fact  connected  with  many  cases,  for  the 
satisfaction  of  those  who  wished  for  the 
truth,  and  who  were  desirous  of  submitting 
the  case  to  a  Committee,  and  not  to  the 
beat  ati4  trdour  of  debate.    Their  Lord* 


ships  had  heard  of  one  petition  wbieb  kad 
been   presented  that  evening  fVom    tha 
clergy  of  the  diocese  of  Derry  and  Raphoe* 
He  had  heard  it  read,  and  a  petition  from 
the  clergy  of  another  diocese  and  some 
laymen.     The  petition   was  virtually  fbr 
the  withdrawal  of  the  grant  for  the  united 
system  of  education,  and  in  some  instan- 
ces it  argued  against  the  division  of  the 
grant  amongst  Roman  Catholics,  and  the 
schools  which   were  exclusive  they  pro* 
posed  should  have  it  all*    The  petition  of 
the  Bishop  of  Raphoe  was  informal,  but 
that  petition   contained   suggestions    for 
several  important  alterations,  which  might 
be  introduced  with  advantage.     [The  Earl 
of  Wicklow  :  The  resolutions  upon  which 
the  petition   was  founded.]     He  begged 
pardon— the  resolutions.     He   had    an^- 
swered  the  Bishop  as  an  individual,  that 
the  Commissioners  would  be  glad  to  re*» 
ceive  any  suggestions  calculated  to  im- 
prove the  system,  upon  the  foundation 
that  they  themselves  had  laid  down,  that 
there  should  be  no  restriction  and  no  co- 
ercion ;  and  anything  against  that  prin* 
ciple  they  would  not  consent  to.     Of  any- 
thing like  coercion  he  could  not  approve. 
As  to  the  petitions  which  were  presented 
on   the  opposite  side,  there  were  many 
things  often  stated  which,  appeared  to  him 
to  be  very  right  from  the  premises;  but 
those  premises  were  not  founded  on  fads. 
He  knew  it  was  strongly  urged  that  these 
schools  bad   failed  for  the    purposes  of 
united  education;  and  this  was  equally 
strongly  set  forth  as  a  ground  for  aban- 
doning it.     Persons  of  some  importance 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  had  stated  this  as 
a  reason  for  the  division  of  the  grant.  One 
gentleman  had  assured  him  that  in  his 
own  quarter  no  Protestant  attended  these 
schools ;  but  he  could  assert  to  the  con* 
trary.  These  facts,  however^  must  all  come 
out  before  the  Committee.     He  had  as- 
certained, by  examination,  that  in  these 
schools,  extending  tobetween  300  aod  400^ 
in  which  it  was  said  there  were  no  Protestants, 
that  about  22,000  Roman  Catholic  chil- 
dren, and   16,000  Protestants  had  been 
educated,  and  all    these  facts  occurred 
under  the  eyes  of  the  very  person  who 
made  the  statement,  that  there  were  no 
Protestant  children  in  these  schools.    But 
the  blindness  of  those  who  would  not  aae, 
and  the  deafneu  of  those  who  would  not 
hear,  was  beyond  all  belief*    There  wat 
another  point  on  which  he  would  not  de- 
tain their  Lordebipe  long.  It  had  been  eet 
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forth  y  he  could  not  say  whether  as  a  point 
of  conviction  or  experience,  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  would  be  glad  to  accept  the 
condition  of  using  the  authorised  version 
of  the  Scriptures.  When  some  persons 
were  asked  on  what  grounds  they  held 
this  view,  he  was  told  that  their  meaning 
was,  that  the  Roman  Catholics  would  be 
glad  to  make  use  of  the  Scriptures,  if  it 
were  not  for  the  influence  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  priests.  He  certainly  thought 
this  rather  a  rash  position,  but  he  was  not 
prepared  to  deny  it.  But  how,  he  would 
ask,  was  this  influence  to  be  destroyed  ? 
By  searching  the  Scriptures.  That  is, 
whenever  the  dominion  of  the  priests  is 
to  be  destroyed,  it  was  to  be  done  by 
reading  the  Scriptures ;  and  when  reading 
the  Scriptures  is  the  point,  that  could  not 
be  done,  because  of  the  influence  of  the 
priests :  this  was  indeed  a  most  encou- 
raging prospect.  On  similar  premises  he 
could  solve  the  great  problem  of  squaring 
the  circle ;  give  him  but  a  triangle  of  half 
the  area,  and  he  would  construct  the 
square ;  and  if  they  wished  to  obtain  that 
triangle,  why  it  was  half  the  area  of  the 
square.  This  was  not  a  sort  of  argument 
that  was  satisfactory  to  the  Commissioners; 
neither,  he  would  tell  their  Lordships, 
would  it  be  to  the  British  Legislature.  He 
would  briefly  advert  to  one  other  point, 
which  many  well-meaning  persons  argued 
on  rather  unreasonably.  It  was  unfortu- 
nate that  this  point  was  often  urged  in  the 
heat  of  debate,  and  by  arguments  that 
were  equally  destructive  to  the  views  that 
themselves  brought  forward.  It  had  been 
set  forth  with  every  form  of  expression 
that  could  add  difficulty  to  the  subject. 
He  referred  to  the  different  versions  of  the 
Scriptures  that  were  in  use.  It  was  stated 
that  great  and  essential  alterations  had 
been  made  in  them.  But  of  these  how 
could  the  unlearned  judge?  He  meant 
those  who  were  not  Hebrew  or  Greek 
scholars.  How  could  they  compare  the 
▼arious  translations  with  the  Hebrew  and 
Greek  Scriptures  ?  You  tell  them  of  mis- 
translations ;  they  say  yon  may  be  right, 
bnt  we  will  take  the  word  of  our  clergy  as 
yon  do.  The  Roman  Catholics  employed 
the  same  argument  that  others  did  ;  they 
say  there  is  danger  in  the  principle  of  dis- 
sent. Their  Lordships  must  know,  that 
til  who  were  not  themselves  scholars  must 
depend  for  the  meaning  of  words  upon 
others,  and  how  could  one  more  than  an- 
9tber  tell   that  be  was  not  deceived?! 


Amidst  these  contradictory  directions,  they 
would  either  abide  by  their  own  religion, 
or  the  result  of  these  conflicting  doctrines 
might  bring  religion  itself  into  danger,  and 
the  people  might  conclude  that  there  was 
no  revelation  at  all.  Who  would  deny  the 
fact,  that  amid  all  the  differences,  there  were 
the  same  great  leading  doctrines; — that 
all  agreed  in  the  main  points,  and  that 
each,  in  its  chief  features,  was  the  revela* 
tion  contained  in  the  Bible.  There  were 
many  persons  who  had  not  been  at  Rome, 
or  who,  perhaps,  had  not  seen  the  sea; 
but  they  depended  on  the  relations  and 
descriptions  of  others :  for  although  those 
relations  and  descriptions  might  differ  in 
some  particulars,  the  difference  was  not  so 
great  as  to  impeach  their  general  veraci^ 
— so  they  believed.  It  was  the  same  with 
matters  of  religion.  Nothing  could  be 
more  pregnant  with  danger  than  to  circu- 
late among  the  people  exaggerated  notions 
of  the  differences  between  several  versions 
of  the  Scriptures.  Before  he  sat  down,  he 
begged  to  observe,  that  when  he  talked  of 
the  efforts  which  had  been  made  to  poison 
the  public  mind  on  this  subject,  and  of 
the  vague  and  irregular  manner  in  which 
the  various  charges  and  imputations  con- 
nected with  it  had  been  thrown  out,  he 
was  by  no  means  making  any  complaint 
on  the  part  of  the  Commissioners.  He 
was  not  authorised  to  do  so.  The  Com- 
missioners  had  undertaken  a  most  labo- 
rious task,  in  the  discharge  of  which  they 
had  undergone  every  form  of  vituperatioa 
and  obloquy.  Of  all  this  they  never  com- 
plained, but  went  on  doing  what  they  con- 
ceived to  be  their  duty.  They  were  anxious^ 
however,  that  the  system  itself  should  be 
properly  appreciated.  They  were  not  at  all 
anxious  about  their  own  characters ;  for, 
however  deeply  they  might  for  a  time 
sufler,  they  felt  it  could  not  be  in  a  better 
cause  than  in  endeavouring  to  enlighten 
the  people  of  Ireland ;  and  they  knew  that, 
in  the  long  run,  the  slander  which  had 
been  uttered  against  them  would  be  mis* 
chievous  only  to  their  opponents.  But 
they  were  anxious  that  the  public  mind 
should  be  disabused  on  this  important 
subject,  that  a  proper  estimate  shonld  be 
formed  respecting  it,  and  that  no  petty 
bickerings  should  stand  in  the  wav  of  the 
general  good.  The  House  of  Lords  was  a 
deliberative  assembly,  not  a  criminal  court, 
and  the  Commissioners  had  no  complaiot 
to  make  in  it.  They  had  been  abused  by 
false  reports  of  their  conduct.  They  looked 
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with  satisfaction  to  tbe  appointaieiit  of 
the  Committee  proposed  by  the  noble 
Viscoant.  If  the  result  of  the  iDvestiga- 
tions  of  that  Committee  should  be  an 
opinion  that  the  Commissioners  had  not 
fulfilled  the  duties  intrusted  to  them,  they 
would  readily  and  cheerfully  resign  their 
ofiBces  to  others;  and,  in  so  doing,  would 
lose  nothing,  but  would  have  a  great  deal 
of  trouble  and  vexation.  If  their  succes- 
sors should  improve  upon  their  system, 
they  would  be  the  first  to  rejoice  at  the 
event.  But  the  great  question  to  be  de- 
termined was,  whether  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, who  could  not  be  coerced  into  the 
adoption  of  any  religion,  should  be  left 
in  darkness,  or  worse  than  darkness,  or 
whether  an  attempt  should  be  made  by 
conciliatory  means,  to  enlighten  and  im- 
prove them.  Of  this  he  was  perfectly 
sore,  that  without  some  measure  of  that 
kind,  all  other  measures,  however  im- 
portant they  might  seem,  for  tranquilli- 
sing  and  benefitting  Ireland  would  utterly 
fail. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklaw  said,  that  under 
existing  circumstances,  he  was  surprised 
that  the  most  rev.  Prelate  had  perceived 
no  grounds  for  the  statements  they  had 
that  evening  heard  from  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  opposite.  The. most  rev.  Prelate 
seemed  to  forget  the  peculiar  circumstances 
under  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had 
addressed  their  Lordships.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  brought  forward  similar  state- 
ments on  a  former  occasion,  when  he  had 
proposed  a  Committee  such  as  the  present; 
and  the  most  rev.  Prelate  would  remember 
that  it  was  then  refused;  he  had  then 
made  use  of  every  argument  to  induce  the 
Government  to  comply  with  his  proposi- 
tion, and,  notwithstanding  his  plain  and 
convincing  statement,  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
was  not  able  to  prevail.  But  what  did  the 
most  rev.  Prelate,  who  had  last  spoken, 
then  do  ?  He  thought  proper,  as  the  bead 
of  the  National  Board  of  Education,  to 
publish  an  answer  to  the  speech  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate,  in  the  shape  of  a  report 
of  that  body,  filled  with  the  most  vitupe* 
rative  attacks.  That  report,  a  public 
document  which  was  to  be  circulated 
through  the  country,  was  filled  with  accu- 
sations, and  the  most  unfounded  attacks. 
Not  content  with  this,  the  most  rev.  Pre- 
late cast  imputations  on  the  author  of  the 
speech,  which,  under  all  circumstances, 
he  did  not  think  was  fair  to  the  right  rev. 

Prelate^    Neither  did  he  I90V  op  it  as 


just,  to  accuse  the  right  rev.  Prelate  of 
introducing  irrelevant  matter  into  his 
speech,  and  details  not  at  all  connected 
with  the  matter  at  issue.  With  respect 
to  the  report  on  their  Lordships'  table, 
he  considered  it  a  very  discreditable  docu- 
ment to  those  who  framed  it,  and  that  it 
was  beneath  the  dignity  of  the  Commis- 
sioners to  condescend  to  dedicate  the  whole 
of  their  report  to  a  speech  that  had  been 
made  in  their  Lordships'  House.  He  must, 
however,  in  some  degree  exonerate  them, 
as  he  understood  that  it  was  in  compliance 
with  the  directions  of  his  Excellency  the 
Lord-Lieutenant,  that  they  had  answered 
the  speech  of  the  right  lev.  Prelate.  It 
appeared  that  this  was  done  by  his  order, 
and  not  by  the  Commissioners  own  desire. 
He  was  in  Ireland  when  the  report  was 
issued ;  but  he  had  read  it  within  the  last 
two  days,  and  he  had  found  one  paragraph 
to  which  he  would  call  their  Lordships' 
attention  : — *«  The  pamphlet,**  said  the  re- 
port, *'  objects  to  our  giving  aid  to  schools 
in  connexion  with  monasteries,  nunneries, 
and  other  religious  establishments.  Now, 
on  this  point  we  had  a  communication 
with  Lord  Stanley,  and  he  thought  it  advis- 
able that  schools  of  this  description  should 
be  brought  under  oi^r  direction,  as  well  as  all 
others."  This  stated,  that  they  agreed  with 
Lord  Stanley,  that  aid  should  be  granted 
to  schools  connected  with  nunneries  and 
other  religious  establishments.  He  would 
venture  to  say,  that  Lord  Stanley  had 
sanctioned  no  such  measure,  and  he  would 
show  that  it  was  in  violation  of  the  rules 
laid  down  by  him.  One  of  those  rules  ran 
thus: — "  It  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  no  aid  shall  be  given  to  any 
schools,  unless  the  Board  shall  be  entitled 
to  exercise  a  complete  control  over  them.'' 
Could  any  one  believe  that  this  complete 
control  could  be  exercised  in  nunneries  ? 
How  was  it  possible  that  Lord  Stanley 
should  act  in  such  injudicious  and  com- 
plete violation  of  his  own  rules  ?  He  had 
strenuously  opposed  the  measure  when  it 
was  first  introduced,  for  he  thought  it 
would  do  incalculable  harm.  He  had  at 
the  same  time  stated,  that  he  should  not 
object  to  see  some  system  introduced  better 
calculated  to  obtain  the  same  ends.  But 
how  did  the  case  now  stand?  The  Kildare- 
street  Society  was  totally  ineffective  as  a 
system  of  general  education  since  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Parliamentary  grant,  while 
the  present  system  had  been  in  operation 
for  some  yes^rs.  For  thi|  reasoni  be  thought 
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It  impossible  now  to  recede,  and  hit  chief 
anxiety  now  was,  to  make  the  system 
available  for  useful  purposes,  and  to  con- 
ciliate, as  much  as  possible,  the  people  of 
all  denominations.  He  had  presented  a 
petition  to  that  effect  from  the  clergy  of 
the  diocese  of  Derry  and  Raphoe ;  and  he 
believed  that  if  the  suggestions  of  that 
petition  were  adopted,  all  the  difficulties 
that  stood  in  the  way  of  the  general  utility 
of  the  measure  \^ouid  be  obviated.  The 
Roman  Catholics  objected  to  the  use  of 
Bibles  in  schools,  and  the  Protestants  ob- 
jected to  schools  in  which  it  was  prohibited. 
The  suggestion  of  the  petition  was  con- 
ceived in  the  true  spirit  of  peace ;  it  said, 
•*  Let  there  be  no  coercion,  no  rejec- 
tion." It  was  competent  for  the  parents 
to  say  if  their  children  were  to  use  the 
Scriptures  in  those  schools,  and  surely 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  this  on  the 
part  of  the  Roman  Catholics.  He  felt  the 
greatest  satisfaction  in  knowing,  that  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  thought  well  of  that 
system,  and  he  hoped,  that  when  the  Pro- 
testant clergy  saw,  that  no  other  plan  could 
be  adopted,  with  any  prospect  of  success, 
and  when  they  considered  the  great  evils 
of  the  absence  of  a  system  of  universal 
edacation,  they  would  give  this  system 
a  calm  and  dispassionate  consideration, 
and  that  the  suggestions  of  the  petition 
would  be  eventually  adopted  by  them ;  for 
it  was  totally  impossible  to  prevent  the 
abuses  of  any  system,  if  the  Protestant 
clergy  did  not  lend  their  aid.  The  Com- 
mittee was  the  fittest  place  for  the  investi- 
gation, and  he  hoped  the  petition  he  had 
presented  would  meet,  in  the  Committee, 
with  calm  consideration. 

Lord  Plunkett  said^that  the  philosophi- 
cal, liberal,  and  enlightened  speech  of  the 
most  rev.  Prelate  had  given  the  de- 
bate a  complexion  totally  different  from 
that  which  it  had  previously  worn.  In  that 
most  rev.  Prelate's  observations  he 
entirely  concurred.  The  sentiments  of 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  were  such  as 
ought  to  belong  to  every  Protestant  and 
Christian  divine ;  they  were  imbued  with 
charitable  feeling,  and  were  calculated  to 
do  great  good,  and  to  remove  exasperation 
in  the  minds  of  the  Catholics,  and  of  a 
great  portion  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland. 
He  would  not  run  the  risk  of  weakening 
the  effect  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate's 
enlightened  remarks  by  any  detailed  ob- 
servations :  but  he  could  not  help  strongly 
recoflDmending  to  a)l  who  were  anstous  to 


promote  Christianity  and  harmony  to 
dwell  more  on  the  points  in  which  Catho- 
lics and  Protestants  agreed  than  on  the 
points  in  which  they  differed.  That  was 
the  true  way  to  promote  Christianity. 
Had  the  right  rev.  Prelate  acted 
consistently  with  his  argument,  he  ought 
to  have  concluded  by  voting  against  the 
committee ;  for  he  declared  that  he  was 
in  possession  of  facts  which  had  enabled 
him  to  make  up  his  mind  to  the  necessity 
of  a  total  departure  from  the  present 
system.  In  the  same  breath  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  accused  him  of  hav- 
ing departed  from  his  duty  as  a  Member 
of  that  House,  by  prejudging  the  question 
before  them.  He  bad  not  prejudged 
the  question.  The  right  rev.  rreUte 
haviug  brought  a  charge  against  the  Board 
of  Commissioners,  which  charge  they  had 
refuted,  he,  as  a  kind  of  grand  juror,  bad 
ignored  the  Bill  which  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  preferred.  He  was  satisfied 
that  there  was  no  ground  for  the  right 
reverend  Prelate's  charges.  Let  their 
Lordships  look  at  the  charge,  and  let  them 
look  at  the  answer  in  the  Commissionem* 
third  report,  a  report  highly  creditable  to 
them,  and  which,  notwithstanding  the 
opinion  of  the  noble  Earl,  he  thought  they 
were  compelled  to  make  in  deference  to 
their  own  character;  and  he  was  penuaded 
they  would  agree  with  him  that  the  de- 
fence was  satisfactory  and  complete  ia  adl 
points.  But  the  defence  of  the  Commia. 
sioners  did  not  rest  on  their  own  state- 
ments. The  present  was  a  great  experi- 
ment ;  the  Commissioners  had  shown  how 
far  it  had  been  successful.  This  was  no 
hasty  matter.  The  subject  had  been  foer 
or  five*and-twenty  years  under  considen- 
tion.  Commissions  had  been  appoioCed 
in  1812  and  in  1822,  from  both  of  which 
several  reports  had  been  presented ;  those 
from  the  latter  perfectly  agreeing  with 
those  from  the  former.  Those  repotts 
went  the  whole  length  of  declaring  that 
scripture  extracts  were  proper,  not  (as  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  still  maintained 
with  extraordinary  obstinacy)  to  super- 
sede the  Bible,  but  to  steer  clear  of  the 
difficulties  attendant  upon  requiring 
the  reading  of  the  Bible.  Well,  afler 
these  two  Commissions  had  made  their 
report,  a  select  committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  was  appointed,  which,  after  doe 
consideration,  recommended  the  present 
system  of  education,  and  one  Parliament 
granted  a  sum  of  monejr  for  carrying  H 
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into  effect.  After  all  this  bad  been  done, 
and  after  a  Board  of  Commissioners  was 
appointed  on  the  recommendation  of  tbe 
legislature,  he  thought  no  person — and, 
abore  all,  no  legislator — had  a  right  to 
show  any  bitterness,  or  any  feelings  of 
anger,  that  the  board  h'*.d  prosecuted  the 
plan  intrusted  to  their  management.  He 
was,  indeed,  quite  at  a  loss  to  discover 
the  cause  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate's 
violent  indignation,  or  account,  in  any 
possible  way,  why  he  should  denounce  the 
system  in  the  extraordinary  manner  he 
had  done.  That  board  was  composed 
almost  entirely  of  Members  belonging  to 
the  right  rev.  Prelate's  own  church. 
The  Acts  they  were  carrying  into  effect 
were  the  Acts  of  the  legislature;  and 
what^  he  would  ask,  could  be  in  their  pro- 
ceedings, or  in  the  regulations  which 
they  had  adopted,  to  kindle  such  a 
degree  of  excitement  in  his  mind  ?  The 
language  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
was,  that  the  present  system  of  education 
was  calculated  to  disturb  the  peace  of  the 
community,  to  produce  immorality,  to  put 
an  end  to  all  religious  feeling  among  the 
people,  and  cause  dissensions  between  the 
teachers  and  pupils  in  these  institutions. 
He  was  utterly  at  a  loss  to  see  any  ground 
'for  such  results  as  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late thought  the  system  calculated  to 
produce.  Gould  it  be  the  lessons  re- 
commended by  tbe  board  that  were  cal- 
culated to  bring  about  a  total  absence  of 
religious  feeling?  What  were  these  les- 
sons? The  first  lesson  inculcated  the 
duty  of  "  living  peaceably  with  all  men, 
even  with  those  who  differed  from  them  in 
religious  persuasion.''  Another  lesson 
was  to  the  following  effect — **  Our  Savi- 
our Christ  commanded  his  disciples  to  love 
One  another — to  bless  those  that  cursed 
them,  and  to  pray  for  their  persecutors. 
He  called  on  them  to  adhere  to  the  truth, 
but  not  to  act  harshly  towards  those  who 
were  in  error  and  believed  not  in  the 
truth.  He  prohibited  his  disciples  from 
fighting  in  his  behalf,  and  commanded 
them  not  to  return  evil  for  evil,  but  to 
do  unto  others  as  they  wished  to  be  done 
unto,  and  show  to  all  that  they  were 
followers  of  Christ,  who,  when  reviled, 
reviled  not  again."  Now,  he  would  ask 
whether  a  right  rev.  Prelate  or  any 
other  Christian  ought,  in  the  spirit  of  the 
Gospel,  to  make  such  charges  against  any 
class  of  Christians,  and  call  the  Catholic 
hierarchy  of  Ireland  a  rabid  priesthood? 


It  was  natural  that  Catholics  should  take 
offence  at  such  violent  statements  made 
against  their  clergy,  and  it  was  natural 
that  such  charges  against  tbe  Commis- 
sioners would  tend  to  mar  the  effect  of 
their  labours.  He  was  utterly  at  a  loss  to 
account  for  the  conclusion  to  which  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  come.  He  came 
to  a  conclusion  directly  the  reverse; 
and  so  far  from  thinking  that  the  system 
would  produce  a  total  want  of  religion 
and  gross  immorality,  he  was  fully  con- 
vinced that  it  was  well  calculated  to  pre- 
vent both.  He  had  a  published  speech 
before  him  in  the  shape  of  a  pamphlet. 
It  purported  to  be  the  speech  of  the  right 
rev.  the  Bishop  of  Exeter,  but  he  did 
not  know  whether  the  statements  were 
made  by  him,  or  whether  it  had  been 
published  under  his  authority;  on  ex- 
amining the  pamphlet,  he  found  it  was 
not  exactly  the  speech  spoken  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate:  he  must  say  there 
had  been  some  cookery,  some  dressing 
up,  but  the  substance  of  it  was  the  same. 
This  pamphlet  had  an  anonymons  prefece 
beginning  in  these  words :  **  It  has  been 
deemed  necessary  (he  did  not  know  by 
whom)  to  publish  the  speech  in  a  sepa- 
rate form,  in  consequence  of  a  bill  havmg 
passed  since  the  speech  was  delivered  to 
grant  50,000/.  for  the  religious  instruction 
of  all  classes,  without  distinction  of  reli« 
gion."  4rhe  pamphlet  was  published  by 
Mr.  Murray,  a  most  respectable  publisher; 
and  as  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  not 
put  his  name  to  it,  he  must  treat  it  as 
anonymous.  But  assuming  it  to  be  the 
speech  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  he 
did  not  think  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
had  followed  a  proper  course  in  leading 
another  person  to  answer  for  what  would 
more  properly  have  been  answered  by 
himself.  He  took  up  the  pamphlet — he 
could  not  say  written  in  a  Christian  spirit 
•—to  mark  the  passages  which  were  incor- 
rect, but  he  found  it  needless  to  do  so, 
for  in  every  page  there  were  passages,  not 
only  incorrect,  but  totally  unfounded.  It 
was  a  pious  vituperation  from  beginning 
to  end.  He  would  call  their  Lordships' 
attention  to  some  of  these  passages.  He 
should  have  expected  that  when  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  made  statements 
and  founded  charges  on  them,  that  he 
would  have  taken  pains  to  inform  himself 
of  the  grounds  on  which  he  made  them. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  stated 
nothing  on  bis  own  knowledge — be  did 
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not  know  the  trath  of  the  statements  on 
which  his  own  arguments  were  founded— 
and  he  therefore  should  have  expected 
that  the   right  rev.  Prelate,  under  such 
circumstances,   would    have    come    with 
great  reluctance  to  the  conclusion   that 
the  system  was  incapable  of  succeeding, 
and   that  the  hopes  of  the  empire  were 
to  be  disappointed.      Before  the    right 
rev.  Prelate    made   such    strong    asser- 
tions, would  it  not  have  been  proper  to 
have    taken    steps    for  ascertaining  the 
truth  or  falsehood  of   the    statements? 
Should  he  not  have  called  the  attention  of 
the  Commissioners  to  the  subject,  or  em- 
ployed some  persons  on  the  spot  to  ascer- 
tain how  the  system  worked  ?  and  if  there 
were  such  gross   abuses,  should  he  not 
have  endeavoured,  along  with  the  assist- 
ance of  the  board  to  remedy  them  ?     If 
that  had  failed,  then  it  was  his  duty  to 
have   addressed    his   complaints  to   the 
legislature  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
^egiedy.      But  if  the  object  which  the 
'TV^^ij.  Prelate   had   in    view    was    a 
nght  re.     sjheevil,  the  course   which 
remedy  of'T'V:;;;:;— ^^jjgconsistent. 
he  had  pursued  was  flRSr^^--^  u:- 

The  right  rer.  Prelate  had  censuiw 
A^  _  ^  .1 «         • 
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tation  to  his  words,  and  that  therefore  no 
Roman  Catholic  bishop  was  to  be  believed 
on  his  oath.  Why  was  there  ever  such  an 
unjustifiable,    disgusting   proposition    to 
come,  not  only  from  a  Christian  bishop, 
but  from  any  person  of  gentlemanly  feel- 
ings ?     There  was  no  charity  in  such  an 
assertion ;  and  the  logic  (as  a  noble  Friend 
hinted  to  him)  of  the  right  rev.   Prelate 
was  merely  palmed  on  the  charity.    The 
fact  was,  the  words  never  were  uttered. 
A  conclusion  had  been  drawn  on  the  as- 
sumption that  they  had  been  uttered;  and 
the  right  rev.   Prelate  considered  himself 
justified,  on  such  premises,  to  say  that  he 
would    not    believe   a  Roman    Catholic 
bishop  on  his  oath.     He  would  ask  if  any 
charge  could  be  made  more  galling,  more 
inflaming,  or  more  insulting,  or  any  stronger 
language  adopted  for  maligning  the  entire 
body  of  the  Catholic  hierarchy  in  Ireland? 
But  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  not  content 
with  maligning  the  hierarchy  attacked  the 
inferior  clergy.    At  a  speech  made  by 
Mr.  O'Connell  at  Drogheda  it  appeared 
Dr.  CroUy  was  present,  and  because  that 
gentleman  was  present  he  is  to  be  made 
answerable  for  whatever  Mr.  O'Connell 
said.   He  could  not  admit  such  a  principle, 


Prelate  on  a  former  occasion.  The  charge 
was,  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  said  the 
system  adopted    by    the  Commissioners 
sanctioned  the  mutilation  of  the  Bible  (he 
understood  that  assertion  had  been  avowed), 
and  he  then  proceeded  to  justify  himself. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  admitted,  that  he  did 
not  consider  it  a  mutilation  of  the  Bible  to 
use  extracts ;  but  he  was  satisfied  such  ex- 
tracte  as  would  be  acceptable  to  all  per- 
sons never  would  be  agreed  on.     Now, 
what  were  the  grounds  on  which  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  came  to  such  a  conclusion  ? 
He  had  availed  himself  of  the  evidence 
given  by  a  Roman  Catholic  Bis  op,  who, 
he  insinuated,  had  asserted  that  such  ex. 
tracts  never  could  be  agreed  on :  he  stated 
these  words  had  been  given  on  oath  before 
a  Committee  of  the  House,  by  Dr.  Murray, 
that  he  had  been  led  into  error  by  evidence 
given  on  oath  by  a  Roman  Catholic  bishop, 
but  would  never  fall  into  such  an  error 
again ;    and  would  never  give  credit  even 
to  statements  made  on  oath,  of  Dr.  Murray 
or  any  Roman  Catholic  bishop.     Now, 
such  language  never  was  use«i  by  Dr. 
Murray.     He  had  explicitly  denied  it; 
and  after  this  explicit  and  distinct  denial 
had  been  made,  the  right  rev.  Prelate  said 


T^hilt^l .« .„.,  ..... 

buC  ».^|j^|adroitted,any  blame  could  be  in« 
if  it  were  ^iSfarwas  one  of  the  best  speeches 
curred,  for  it  *^ver  uttered.  Respecting 
Mr.  O'Connell  ^^Union  his  opinions  were 
the  repeal  of  the  ^^d  his  own  opinion, 
well  known.  He  fiOSp^werable  for  the 
but  he  was  not  to  bei^^n^ight  advocate 
opinions  of  others  whoMf^^^  ^^^  ^^' 
such  a  measure.  Bu^v^:  ^'^  °^^  ^"^ 
O'Connell  say  ?  He  said  hel*  **«  mnied 
the  repeal  of  the  Union,  bi\»o^  "^  '"7 
justice  to  Ireland.  He  did  Jtf^°  Catholic 
great  delinquency  in  a  Ronif^  speech,  or 
priest  beine:  present  at  such  Abe  involved 


priest  being  present  at  such  *"«'  iutvit^- 
why  he  should  on  that  accoun^f^"^°°^ 
in  the  sweeping  anathema  JftgJ^^M^ 
against  the  whole  Catholic  hieSffcj^^ 
Ireland.  But  it  would  be  a  waste  oApP 
to  dwell  on  such  a  subject.  The  clSjft* 
against  another  Catholic  priest  was  ^^ 
similar  nature,  though  the  speech  mad 
Mr.  0*Connell  might  not  have  been  so 
from  censure.      It  was  said— he  did  „„^ 

know  whether  the  story  was  got  up that 

Mr.  O'Connell  had  used  some  expression 
implying  that  cats  and  dogs  had  been 
thrown  into  the  grave  of  Mr.  Kavanagh, 
and  that  Mr.  Nolan  was  present  on  the  oc- 
casion.   The  right  rev.  Prelate  then  al- 


Dr  Mnrr«,Fi..j    •      *  j-^. "*"""""   ™B'OD.     ioengiit  rev.  ^'relate  then  a 
m.  Murray  bad  g.ren  a  different  intcrpre- 1  luded  to  M.  GuJMt,  and  quoted  an  alj 
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Btract  from  his  works,  which  he  considered 
unfaTOarable  to  the  Irish  system  of  educa- 
tion.    But  it  ought  to  be  remembered  that 
M.  Guizot  merely  stated  an  abstract  no- 
tion, and  the  case  he  put  was  very  diiTerent 
from  that  under  consideration — the  system 
of  education  in  Ireland,  which  contained 
plain   and    important  truths,   calculated, 
whether  looking  at  natural  or  revealed  re- 
ligion, to  produce  the  best  moral  effects. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  said  the  report  con- 
tained a  falsehood  (he  did  not  say  error) — 
it  contained  a  falsehood  respecting  the 
number  of  clergymen  who  had  made  ap- 
plication for  grants  of  money  to  establish 
schools  in  their  districts.      But  he   said 
more ;  and  though  he  did  not  charge  the 
bishops,    he  charged   some  others  with 
having  recourse  to  such  a  miserable  artifice 
to  deceive  the  public.     But  that  subject 
had  been  already  explained.    The  Com- 
missioners had  stated,  that  the  applications 
from  Protestants,  Dissenters,  ana  Roman 
Catholics,  were  all  pat  down  in  the  same 
way ;  that  a  return  of  the  signatures  was 
at  first  made,  and  afterwards  the  names ; 
and  the  result  was,  that  bv  the  amended 
return  it  appeared  there  had  been  more 
applications  from  Protestants  than  were  at 
first  stated.     He  did  not  charge  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  with  disingennity,  but  it  did 
appear  to  him  extraordinary  that  before 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  complained  to  their 
Lordships  of  the  conduct  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, he  had  not  taken  more  care  to 
make  himself  acquainted  with  the  real  state 
of  the  case.   Again,  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
had  taken  upon  himself  to  charge  the  Com- 
missioners with   forging   the    names    of 
several  clergymen,  and  had  instanced  those 
of  Messrs.  Morrison  and  Cockburn  5  but 
the  charge  had  been  shown  to  be  utterly 
without  foundation,  for  both  the  parties 
named  on  being  shown  their  signatures  by 
the    Commissioners    fully  acknowledged 
them.     So  much  for  the  charge  of  forgery, 
and  he  trusted  the  House  would  fully  ap- 
preciate the  injustice,  the  gross  impro- 
priety of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  coming  for- 
ward with  these  vague,  random  charges, 
and  endeavouring  to  create  an  impression 
on  the  public  mind  on  the  strength  of  al- 
legations which,  on  the  slightest  investi- 
^tion^  turned  out  to  be  utterly  devoid  of 
>ondation.     While,  however  clearly  these 
negations  were  disproved,  no  sort  of  ac- 
nowledgment  was  made  to  the  maligned 
^rties,  but, on  the  contrary,  they  were  very 
arongly  reprehended  for  their  presumption 
YQL.  XXXVI.  {5AS1 
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in  vindicating  themselves.  As  to  the  case 
of  Mr.  Robertson,  the  charge  here  was, 
not  that  his  name  was  nsed  without  his 
authority,  but  that  there  was  no  such  per- 
son as  'Mr.  Robertson.  And  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin  was  vituperated  for  not 
having  looked  over  his  books  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  Mr.  Robertson's  iden- 
tity in  his  diocese.  Now,  in  the  first  place, 
it  was  not  stated  that  Mr.  Robertson  was 
in  the  diocese  of  Dublin ;  and  if  it  had 
been  so  stated,  it  was  no  part  of  the  duty 
or  business  of  the  Archbishop  to  look  over 
his  books  for  the  name  unless  representa- 
tions had  been  made  that  such  a  person 
was  erroneously  stated  as  being  within 
his  diocese.  There  was  one  remark  on 
this  point  which  he  (Lord  Plunkett)  could 
not  avoid  making.  The  right  rev.  Prelate 
had  not  chosen  to  apply  to  his  brother  in 
Christ  to  learn  from  him  what  the  real 
state  of  the  case  was.  No,  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  stated,  that  the  information  that 
no  such  clergyman  as  Mr.  Robertson  was 
in  the  diocese  of  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin 
came  to  him  from  the  Archdeacon  of 
Dublin.  How  came  that  about?  He 
knew  and  highly  respected  the  Archdeacon 
in  question,  and  he  was  perfectly  clear 
that  he  would  never  have  written  to  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  on  the  subject  had  he 
not  done  so  in  answer  to  an  application  to 
that  effect  from  the  right  rev.  Prelate. 
[The  Bishop  of  JSxe/^r:  I  admithaving  wrote 
to  him.]  Now,  he  would  put  it  to  their 
Lordships,  whether  such  a  proceeding  on 
the  part  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  was  worthy 
or  becoming  >— whether  it  was  right  or 
proper  on  the  part  of  that  right  rev.  Pre- 
late to  write  to  an  Archdeacon  for  the  pur- 
pose of  endeavouring  to  extract  out  of  him 
something  on  which  to  found  an  allega- 
tion against  his  Archbishop  ?  This  pro- 
ceeding, however, was  only  of  a  piece  with 
Mr.  Cleaver's  letter  on  which  the  Morrison 
portion  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate's  case  was 
made  out.  Did  the  right  rev.  Prelate  mean 
lo  say  that  Mr.  Cleaver  or  any  person 
on  his  behalf  would  have  written  to  him  on 
the  subject  had  he  not  been  written  to  by 
the  right  rev.  Prelate?  No;  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  been  furnishing  his  armoury 
with  accusations  by  pumping  the  inferior 
dignitaries  of  Ireland  ;  and  he  would  again 
put  it  seriously  to  the  House  whether  such 
a  mode  of  proceeding  was  worthy  or 
proper?  U  was  monstrous  that  any 
Member  of  their  Lordships*  House  should 
found  upon  rumours  and  assumptions  qC 
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tine  r^uired  by  tb«  Uv  Mte  A«  offeuM 
wa9^  CQiKvmUted,  Tbe  vigbl  leY.  Ftdial* 
DOW  a&ked  that  Hoiue  lo  anticipate  Ui« 
verdict  of  a  jury.  Th&iighirev,  FrtlaN 
said,  that  the  Cooaoiiiaaionera  nual  bate 
furnished  the  individual  with  the  np^ina  of 
taking  the  steps  lie  had.  HeCLord  PiuBkeli) 
did  not  know  whether  that  was  the  ea«e, 
but  he  knew  that  the  man  oug:ht  to  haf« 
been  supplied  wiih  aieai\s.  Was  a  man 
in  his  circuiustances  to  aubmit  ta  a  gfoas 
sland^rr,  to  lose  hia  siiuatioo,  and  to  have 
no  remedy,  but  lo  be  told  '*  Go  to  law  V 
You  might  as  well  say  to  him  "  Go  to  the 
moon,"  oc  any  other  impossible  place^ 
The  next  branch  of  the  right  lev. 
Prelate's  attack  referred  tQ  the  alleged 
;  falsificatioB  of  the  passage  ii^  St,  LMke. 
;  Now  what  the  Commissioners  staled  wm 
perfectly  clear  and  true,  that  any  peisoii 
looking  at  the  extract  from  St.  Luke,  and 
that  he  admired  that  gentleman's  discre-    the  passage  alluded  to  in  the  authorised 


tlus  sort  auch  heavy  charges  against  per- 
sons who  could  not  possibly  be  there  to 
^nswer  him.  He  would  not  delay  the 
House  by  adverting  at  any  length  to  the 
distribution  of  the  fund^  in  the  hands  of 
the  Oommbsioners.  It  appeared  by  the 
report  that  while  the  Roman  Catholics  ol 
Ireland  constituted  seven- eighths  of 
the  whole  population,  the  proportion  in 
which  the  money  was  distributed  was,  that 
the  Protestant  correspondents  received 
2,1902.  per  annum,  and  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic correspondents  8,721/.  As  to  Mr, 
Nangle  while  he  concurred  with  the  right 
rev.  rrelate  in  applauding  the  object  of 
that  gentleman  in  his  mission  to  Achill-^ 
for  doubtless  it  was  a  most  disinterested 
eae  which  could  prompt  him  to  go  to  that 
wretched  part  of  the  country  in  the  desire 
of  convertmg  the  Roman  Catholics  to  Pro* 
testantism — he  was  not  prepared  to  say 


tion,  or  considered  that  he  proceeded  on 
bis  mission  in  a  way  at  all  cakulated  to 
promote  peace  in  that  part  of  the  country. 
He  denied,  however,  that  tbe  Gommis- 
sionera  had  meant  to  throw  any  imputa* 
tion  on  Mr.  Nangle  or  to  involve  him 
in  any  way  in  a  charge  of  creating  a 
breach  of  the  peace.  No  such  thing  : 
but  here  was  another  glaring  instance 
of  the  manner  in  which  all  sorts  of 
charges  were  made,  without  the  slightest 
foundation,  for  the  purpose  of  exciting 
the  passions.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  was 
wron^in  another  portion  of  his  statement, 
Mr.  Nangle's  complaint  on  the  subject 
of  Mr.  0*Donners  attending  a  procession. 
He  would  add  a  few  observations  on  the 
subject  and  the  other  charge,  which  the 
report  alluded  to  as  disproved  in  the 
following  words : — 

"  The  statement,  however,  now  publicly  made, 
'  that  he  bad  been  dismissed  from  another 
employment  for  using  treasonable,  or  at  least, 
iedmoas  language  to  the  coast  guards,*  imposes 
upon  him  the  duty  of  clearing  his  character  by 
a  pooeeding  at  kw  atainst  tbe  author  or 
IHiuliiber  of  the  pamphJet ;  we  have  caused 
this  to  be  intimated  to  him,  and  upon  the  issue 
win  depend  the  course  which  we  shall  deem  it 
our  duty  to  pursue  respecting  him." 

Tbe  whole  case  of  O'Donnel,  was  about  to 
be  investigated  by  a  jury  in  consequence 
of  the  action  now  pending  against  persons 
circulating  the  calumny,  if  calumny  it 
were.  An  application  had  been  made  to  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench  for  a  criminal  infor- 
mation ;  but  it  was  refused  in  consequence 
of  its  not  being  made  within  the  limited 


version,  would  say  there  were  reasons  why 
that  passage  sboqld  not  he  given  put  to  be 
read    by     young   persomi  ^—  h^F    youpg 
females ;  that  howevef  proper  the  paMago 
undoubtedly   was    in    its    place   in    the 
Scriptures,  it  was  not  one  whieh  the  father 
of  a  family^  tbe  direetor  of  a  fobool,  w6tild 
wish  to  present  to  the  i^yea  pf  young  girh. 
Indeed  he  was  altogether  astoaiahed  mt 
the    right  rev.  Prelate  adoftinf  such  a 
course  in  reference  to  this  passage.     Thm 
Protestant  Pishops  and  clergy  of  Ireland, 
when  ap{4ied  to   ia  1826,  by  the  Com- 
missioners  then    appoiatedf    to   furniak 
extracts  from  the  Script ures^  in  furniabing 
extracts  from  St.  Luke  carefully  left  out  the 
passage  which  the  present  Commisaioaerei 
the  heretical    Commissioners^    were    ao 
vituperated    for    Qmitting,     There    waa 
another  fact ;  the  aeciety  for  the  dieeoniit 
tenancing  of  vice  a  peculiarly  Protestant 
Society,    in   making    eatraota    from   th« 
Scriptures  invariably  left  out  thia  pam|e. 
And  it  was  equally  left  out  iu  tha  majority 
of  instances   by   the '  regular    oHieiatittf 
ministers  of  the  Established  Cbqrcb*    Ha 
had  only  one  remark  to  address  to  thair 
Lordships  on  the  suhjeet   of  the  actual 
working  of  the  system.    It  appeared  froaa 
the  returns  that  the  number  of  Proteatanu 
in   attendance    upon    these    schools  m%% 
1 7,874  and  the  nu  tuber  of  Catholics  96,514. 
This  certainly  was  a  greater  proportion  of 
Protestants  than  the  proportioua  of  the 
population   warranted.     And  waa   it   DOi 
satisfactory  to  the  right  rev.  Prelate  to  aeo 
17,800  Proteitauti  living  amicably  wHIa 
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thtir  Catholic  neighbonrs.  It  mutt  be 
gratifying  to  every  just  mind  to  witneM 
Uiit  state  of  things.  Could  it  possibly  be 
a  disappointment  to  any  one  who  wished 
well  to  the  country  ?  And  under  what 
eircamstances  had  this  state  of  things 
been  brought  about  ?  Why  under  circum* 
stances  that,  were  the  proportion  of 
Protestants  less  by  one-half,  such  a  result 
could  be  easily  explained.  Noble  Lords 
had  heard  of  the  resolution  of  the  Grand 
Orange  Lodge,  which  discountenanced  the 
whole  system,  and  the  resolution  that  no 
Clergyman  should  be  heard  by  his  flock  in 
the  North  of  Ireland  who  should  accede  to 
the  system.  It  was  impossible  to  say  to 
what  an  extent  these  resolutions  had  had 
the  effect  of  depriving  persons  of  the 
benefit  of  the  system.  It  had  also  given 
him  very  sincere  regret  to  see  that  the 
Bishops  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land and  the  ProtestaniClergy — and  noone 
more  respected  them,  more  commiserated 
them,  or  was  more  ready  to  protect  them  in 
the  enforcement  of  their  rights  than  he— he 
deeply  regretted  that  the  Protestant 
Clergy  should  have  allowed  themselves  to 
be  influenced  to  discountenance  the  system. 
He  regretted  very  much  to  see  the 
Protestant  Clergy  put  forward  to  bear  the 
brunt  of  the  battle.  When  the  Kildare- 
place  institution  was  first  started,  the 
protestant  clergy  denounced  it,  because  it 
professed  liberal  principles ;  but  as  soon 
as  they  found  that  the  Catholics  were 
adverse  to,  because  they  suspected  it  of 
proselytism,  then  the  rrotestant  clergy 
were  violent  in  its  fatour.  Another  ques- 
tion was,  what  means  were  applicable  to 
Protestant  education  in  Ireland  and 
relieved  Protestants  from  the  necessity  of 
having  recourse  to  the  schools  under  the 
board  ?  There  was  Wilson's  charity,  with 
funds  to  the  amount  of  BfiOOL  a  year, 
Erasmus  Smith'ssohools  with  5,000/.  a- year 
the  Blue-coat  Khool  5,000/.  a-year, 
Morgan's  charity,  3,000/.,  the  endowed 
schools,  25»000/.  the  Hibernian  school, 
3,000/.  and  the  Marine  school  1,200/. 
These  various  institutions  relieved  Protest- 
ants from  the  necessity  of  availing  them- 
selves of  the  benefit  of  this  Board  ;  but  the 
Catholics  depended  upon  the  voluntary 
contributions  of  their  impoverished  friends. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  seemed  to  consider 
himself  entitled  to  take  an  ample  range 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  present  discussion 
for  the  purpose  of  makine;  an  attack.  As 
all   were  agreed  upon  the  propriety   of 


forming  this  Committee,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  a  part  of  that  speech  was 
directed  to  the  object  of  swelling  the  no- 
popery  cry  which  was  raised  in  the  country. 
Now,  in  order  to  supply  an  antidote,  he 
( Lord  Plunkett)  would  take  the  liberty  of 
referring  to  what  was  not  exactly  out 
of  the  range  of  the  debate  —  namely, 
a  charge  addressed  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  to  the  clergy  of  the  diocese  of 
Exeter.  He  must  take  the  liberty  of 
saying  that  so  unwarrantable  a  proceeding 
—  such  unwarrantable  language  — -  such 
unwarrantable  sentiments  as  were  embodied 
in  that  charge,  he  had  never  met  with  in 
any  composition,  lay  or  clerical,  or  so 
unconstitutional  a  proceeding  as  that  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate.  In  the  first  place 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  assumed  that  the 
measures  contemplated  by  the  Oovernment 
tended  to  the  overthrow  of  Protestantism, 
and  without  the  slightest  mitigation,  he 
fastened  upon  the  Government  a  charge 
of  evil  intention  in  proposingthose  measures. 
Now  what  right  had  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
because  he,  no  doubt,  entertained  thecon«> 
scientions  opinion  that  certain  measures  were 
calculated  to  overthrow  the  Protestant  re- 
ligion,  to  say ,  that  those  who  d  id  not  coincide 
in  opinion  with  him,  were  guilty  of  perjury 
and  violation  of  their  oaths  ?  If  he  (Lord 
Plunkett)werein  any  other  assemblybutthat 
which  he  had  the  honour  of  addressing, 
he  should  be  tempted  to  say,  that  it  was 
the  most  andacious  in  any  individual^ 
because  he  happened  to  be  of  ^pinion 
that  particular  measures  were  calculated 
to  do  mischief,  to  say  that  every  one 
who  adopted  these  measures  must  be 
wilfully  violating  bis  conscience.  He 
hoped  be  was  as  zealous  an  adherent  to 
the  Protestant  faith,  as  the  right  rev. 
Prelate,  and  it  was  his  firm  and  consci- 
entious opinion,  that  these  measures  were 
calculated  to  support  the  Church,  and 
were  Uie  only  ones  which  would  give  it 
security.  Then  the  right  lev.  Pr^ 
late  made  a  charge  against  those  Catho« 
lies  of  Ireland,  ^o  bad  been  admitted 
into  Parliament,  that  they  had  been  guilty 
of  a  base  perjury,  because  they  had  given 
their  opinion  npon  certain  questions. 
This  was  an  imputation  not  only  npon 
the  Catholics,  but  it  was  a  gross  and  un- 
founded imputation  upon  those  Protest- 
ants who  stood  by  and  supported  them ; 
because,  if  the  former  had  committed 
perjury,  the  latter,  of  course,  were  guilty 
of  subornation  of  perjury,  in  availing 
2  P2 
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themseWes  of  tbeir  assistance.  Had  the 
right  reT.  Prelate  thrown  overboard 
the  charge  of  motilation  of  the  Scrip- 
tares  ^  He  had,  however,  seen  him  march 
out  of  that  House  with  a  majority  who 
had  raised  that  cry,  and  persons  who 
availed  themselves  of  the  insimmentality 
of  others,  were  as  gnilty  as  the  more 
open  actors.  He  said  it  was  grossly  nn. 
const itationa! — it  was  a  gross  violation 
of  all  propriety,  for  any  man  to  take 
upon  himself  to>say,  that  the  Commons  of 
Bngland — not  merely  the  Government  of 
the  coantry-— were  guilty  of  perjury,  or 
subornation  of  perjury.  It  was  an  im- 
peachable offence.  He  did  not  wish  to 
involve  the  right  rev.  Prelate  tn  any 
more  unpleasant  consequences  than  the 
pamphlet  to  which  he  alluded,  had  brought 
upon  him ;  but  he  roust  repeat,  that  it 
was  an  impeachable  offence  to  say,  that  the 
Commons  of  England  were  guilty  of  per- 
jury. But  to  say  that  a  Bishop,  in  the 
discharge  of  the  holiest  duty  which  the 
Church  imposed  upon  him — in  addressing 
his  clergy,  and  explaining  what  were  the 
duties  incumbent  upon  them,  to  think 
that  in  the  discharge  of  these  episcopal 
functions,  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
should  make  an  attack  upon  the  Com- 
mons of  Enc^land,  was  quite  out  of  cha- 
racter. What  business  .had  the  right 
rev..  Prelate  to  introduce  politics  at 
all  on  such  an  occasion  ?  It  was  dese- 
crating the  sacred  office  which  God  had 
intrusted  to  him  to  charge  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  coantry,  and  the  majority  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  in  an  aggravated 
form,  and  unqualified  language,  with  the 
basest  perjury,  because  they  had  sanc- 
tioned and  proposed  certain  measures. 
It  was  unexampled.  There  was  no  in- 
stance in  the  history  of  this  country,  of 
such  a  flagrant  act  being  done  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Church  of  Christ.  However, 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  made  some 
amends  to  the  Catholic  clergy  whom  he 
had  attacked.  He  was  impartial,  for  he 
had  shown  no  great  favour  to  members  of 
bis  own  Church.  He  had  trespassed  upon 
their  Lordships'  attention  longer  than  he 
had  intended.  He  would  only  say,  in  con- 
clusion, that  he  entirely  agreed  in  the 
opinions  expressed  by  the  most  rev., 
the  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  and  considered 
them  calculated  to  allay  those  angry  feel- 
ings which  the  acrimonious  sarcasms  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  plight  have  pro- 
duced. 


The  Eail.  of  Fingall  could  not  allow 
the  phrase  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate^ 
as  applied  to  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy, 
that  they  were  a  '*  rabid  priestbood,**  not- 
withstanding the  difficulties  and  dangers 
with  which  they  were  surrounded,  to  pass 
without  condemnation.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  also  asserted,  that  he  did  not 
believe  the  right  rev.  Dr.  Murray  had 
stated  the  facts  on  his  oath.  But  that 
Prelate  was  known  to  be  a  man  who  had 
been  respected  in  every  situation  he  had 
occupied.  There  was  another  allusion 
made  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  which 
he  set  down  to  the  account  of  the  oath. 
He  should  be  glad  to  know,  was  there 
ever  to  be  an  end  to  that  charge.  It  was 
unfortunate  that  he  and  his  friends,  who 
for  so  long  a  period  had  been  kept  out  of 
Parliament,  when  the  Legislature  had 
passed  an  Act,  enabling  them  to  take 
their  seats,  were  accused  of  peijury  for 
only  doing  their  duty.  He  had  not  long 
been  a  Member  of  this  House,  though^ 
unfortunately,  be  was  not  a  young  man^ 
but  he  might  have  been  many  years  ago  a 
Member  of  the  other  House^  if  he  coukl 
have  taken  the  oath  then  necessary,  which, 
however,  be  was  prevented  from  doing  by 
his  conscientious  scruples. .  With  respect 
to  the  question  immediately  under  consi- 
deration,  having  tried  penal  law  in  vain, 
they  were  now  endeavouring  to  conciliate 
Ireland  .  by  the  adoption  of  a  different 
system.  They  had  already  advanced  a 
considerable  way,  and  this  be  would  take 
on  himself  to  assert,  nothing  had  gone 
so  far  to  conciliate  the  peasantry  of  Ire* 
land  as  this  very  system  of  education. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  contended, 
that  the  Model  Schools  should  not  have 
been  established  in  Dublin.  What  more 
proper  place,  however,  than  the  metro* 
polis  of  Ireland  was  there  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  model  schools?  And  the 
objection  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
was,  that  the  system  was  not  founded  oo 
the  principle  of  union — ^that  it  did  not 
unite  the  Catholics  and  Protestants.  .  He 
admitted  that  in  his  part  of  the  country  it 
did  not;  the  Protestants  would  not  go 
into  the  schools ;  but  that  was  not  the 
fault  of  the  system ;  it  was  the  fault  ra- 
ther of  the  recusants.  He  approved  of 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee — the 
truth,  he  was  persuaded,  upon  inveattga* 
tion,  would  come  out,  and  if  it  were  ne- 
cessary to  alter  the  system  in  some  degree, 
it  might  then  be  easily  effected. 
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Motion  agreed  to,  and  Committee  ap- 
pointed. 
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Miin7TB6.3    Bil]f.     Read  a  fixwt  time^-Couaty  Bridg«i{ 
EipaiKi  at  Eketions. 

Railways.]  Mr.  Pease  moved  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  select  committee  to  inquire 
and  consider  how  far  it  might  be  expedient 
to  take  measures  for  securing  that  the  pub- 
lic lines  of  railway  be  laid  and  hereafter 
maintained  at  one  and  the  same  standard 
width,  and  to  report  their  opinion  thereon 
to  the  House. 

Sir  H.  Verney  moved  as  an  amendment, 
that  his  Majesty  be  graciously  pleased  to 
appoint  a  royal  com  mission-- to  consider 
and  report  on  all  pronosafs  for  railways  or 
canals  which  mi^bf  be  submitted  to  this 
House.     He  ^SSid  it  was  his  opinion  that 
a  compet^^'body  ought  to  be  appointed 
to  judjgcr^f  the  comparative  merits  of  the 
niil^Snys,  'On  the  principle  on  which  such 
<^u1/l)orities  were  appointed    in    France, 
Bdgium,  Holland,  and  other  countries, 
y  Mr.  Wiarburton  said,  it  was  absurd  to 
/lay  down  one  rule  for  all  railways.     He 
^  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  oppose  both  the 
/     original  motion  and  the  amendment.     In 
his  opinion  it -was  too  late,  after  the  num- 
ber of  railways  that  had  been  completed, 
^         or  the  works  of  which  were  far  advanced, 
to  attempt  to  enforce  such  a  regulation  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  contemplated. 

Mr.  Gillon  did  not  think  the  proposal 
f^  too  late.     He  considered  that  the  legisla- 

ture were  bound  to  interfere.  These 
speculations,  which  were  rising  up  so 
rapidly,  were  not  for  the  public  good,  but 
solely  for  the  bene6t  of  the  parties  engaged 
in  them. 

Sir  G.  Strickland  felt  bound  to  oppose 
;  both  the  motion  and  the  amendment.     He 

was  opposed  to  any  royal  commission 
having  the  power  of  riding  over  private 
speculations.  After  this  point  had  been 
investigated  by  the  committee,  it  was  de- 
cided that  no  commission  could  be  ap- 
pointed, or  one  which  could  be  in  any 
¥^y  like  that  contemplated  by  the  amend- 
ment. He  thought  that  the  original  mo- 
tion did  not  stand  upon  any  better  ground 
than  the.  amendment. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  could  not  agree 

to  either  of  the  propositions  then  before 

the  House.    With  regard  to  the  amend- 

i  menty  he  was  quite  surprised  to  find  it 


/ 


/ 


supported.  Those  who  had  given  thtit 
support  could  not  have  read  the  report  of 
the  committee  appointed  last  Session,  or, 
if  they  had  read  it,  they  certainly  must 
have  attached  but  very  little  importance 
to  it.  The  question  of  appointing  a  royal 
commission  had  been  closely  investigated 
by  the  committee,  and  it  was  found  not  to 
be  practicable.  The  committee  had  re- 
commended to  leave  railways,  like  every 
other  speculation,  to  the  discretion  of 
those  who  embarked  their  capital  in  them» 
subject  only  to  a  severe  scrutiny  froia 
Parliament.  In  that  recommendation  he 
most  cordially  concurred,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  set  the  seal  of  its  appro* 
bation  to  the  report  of  their  own  commit- 
tee. He  did  not  deny  that  capital  had 
been  thrown  away  upon  these  private 
speculations,  but  then  they  would  find  it 
impossible  to  regulate  the  expenditure  of 
capital  by  any  Act  of  Parliament.  It  was 
by  the  Government  not  meddling  with 
capital  that  this  country  had  been  able  to 
obtain  a  superiority  over  every  other 
country. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  whether  any 
advances  had  recently  been  made  by  the 
Exchequer  Bill  Commissioners.  If  there 
had,  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  only  adding  to 
the  mischief  that  had  been  already  done, 
by  encouraging  speculations  that  were 
ruinous  to  parties. 

The  Chancellor  of  ike  Exchequer  re- 
plied, that  except  in  cases  where  tney  had 
been  already  engaged  by  contract,  he 
doubted  that  any  other  engagements  had 
been  entered  into.  In  the  early  part  of 
this  Session  he  had  intimated  that  parties 
concerned  in  railways  ought  not  to  rely  on 
any  such  advances.  He  wished  to  leave 
such  speculations  to  the  private  capital  of 
the  parties  interested  in  them. 

Both  motion  and  amendment  were  ne- 
gatived. 

Tnt  RoTAL  Mint.]  Mr.  Labouchete 
stated,  that  in  pursuance  of  the  notice 
which  he  had  given,  he  had  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  that  department 
over  which  he  had  the  honour  lo  preside. 
Although  the  subject,  or  the  d  tails  con- 
nected with  it,  might  not  appear  to  be  very 
interesting,  yet  both  were  of  consiilerable 
importance.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that 
the  House  would  favour  him  with  is  at- 
tention for  a  short  space  of  lime.  It 
would  not  be  necessary  to  detain  hon. 
I  Members  for  a  very  long  timci  because 


•a  at*  ^At  :u  pul  ^ 

ml  ;iM  aouiois  :V^at  vj.ca  uw 
M.11C  was  sacrpueii..  acui  :i>  su>^  v^cv  ^i^ 

k  W9B  ai  wm  frtmst  ^>rvs:4^«  ;^>  ;ac 

ths  voce  ftar  tibi  MiaC — libat  Um  «W<}  9i 
llie  itnv  for  tke    <mm    •tnWit   lUi^uM 

fcr  tke  ttpcMi  oi  \J^  Miuu  Tb^^nr 
fiMtf  Mtticai  froa  which  Ibat  vtoiMV 
awpplwd  IQ  Um  Mim.  Tb^  6r^  <>f 
itts  ih«  iMUntr  ua  which  lh«  MMltc 
of  the  Miat  wm  paid  s  mkI  ht  couki  C(Hi« 
caive  that  aolhiiif  could  ba  mora  ob^ac* 
lioaaUa.  The  Tieatury  allowed  lUa 
Master  of  the  Mint  for  tvaiy  pound  vai^bl 
4»f  gold  emy^ojady  the  $um  of  6s.  ^^d » 
oat  of  which  he  paid  the  expense  of  the 
coioage,  and  the  mastefa  feea  of  U,  lOtA 
a  poiiiid»  the  lurplut  being  carried  to  the 
account  of  the  general  expentaa.  This 
was  the  system  still  acted  upon,  and  the 
1j«  lOd.  upon  every  pound  was  said  to 
constitute  the  mastar's  fmolumenis.  It 
^mounted  to  a  vary  large  sum )  in  some 
years  of  a  large  coinage  it  amounted  tp 
as  much  as  1 2^000/.  Soma  years  ago  a 
Bill  was  passed  for  regulating  the  salary 
of  the  roasteri  but  whilit  it  leu  all  thaolu 
machinary,  it  merely  enacted  that  the 
fees  should  continue  to  be  psid  to  the 
JMaster  of  the  Mint  by  the  Trwiury  j  that 


^«^a  4»a   .i<i^U^  *u^%>.(K«> 

Cfta;**.*  ;!w  Ss\x\iN4.  A;»Ni  «.jbai  a;^,  I»\m^.\ 

•i»if%  a*  »W  iiAUvi  IjsiVw^  vNaV  vtM  *ho]M  ^^1* 
i^  c\i?^;*^>i  vS>^^*Ji  W  <\^>4\^>i  v)«aa>^ 

a>fta>   %«;ok   \h^    ^t^at    all^vvhv4«      H« 

of  lb*  i\M;>*vNtxUusi  KvunIi  bu^  \hA\  \hv 
Miat   $hs'uki  v^^i^^  K\   t^uiU^UHI^t   ^H    4^ 
^v4i»  to  sup^v  au)'  d^A\mw>\     \U  u\^^ 
sNMiia  10  tba  iha^d  svHtrve  t^\^  whwK  ^ho 
a^p^asi^  %>f  thi^  Mmt  nvvv^  dvfti^vdi  «^u J 
it  appaartd  to  him  \^  be  luaca  v^U^v'vUv^u* 
able  Ihaa  au)  kH  the  olbvr  ss^uu'^    \V  h^l 
he  aHuvli^d  lowAt  thcmai\ui>v  \\\  \k\\\s\  lUo 
profits  of  the  silver  ai^d  \>^y\m  w^w^^t^ 
were  ap|4i<Hi  to  the  ||i\ucral  pMV|^^ua  v^C 
the  Mint.    Tlte  urutila  of  \\\$  mm^^  h^U 
amouuttH)  siuce  the  yvar  IttlH  tu  nat  lwa« 
than  500.000(,  of  it^uuey.    TheappliuH- 
tion  of  these  sumS|  aciundiug  tu  thu  |ii#* 
sent  sysiem,  nuver  came  uiuWr  ()ia  soruUii y 
or  that  House,    It  was  uumi^atuly  veiU^J 
fVom  the  ubservation  of  the  publlu,     All 
that  was  known  wusi  that  1)  wus  sMp|ma«iil 
to  be  aupropriattfd  fur  the  guumul  |)ur|M)auii 
of  the  Mint,    lie  muit  say,  that  the  sva<* 
tea)  wai  iiut  only  ubjetiliuimble  iu  i\\m 
respect,  but  also  liiasmunti  as  a  illsMietiMU 
was  IcHl  to  the  Master  of  the  Mini,  wllhuul 
the  eentrol  of  the  Tii^aiury,  \g  a|iply  iliif 
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moat]  in  aoy  tnanaer  that  should  appear  I 
to  him  to  be  in  anj  way  connected  with 
ttw  Mint.     Tbii  appeared   to  htm  tn  be  | 
exceedingly  objectianible.  ,   It  was  pro-  | 
potid  to  repeal  this  Aci,  and  that  in  tu-  , 
tura  tha  Matter  of  the  Mint  should  pay  ' 
the  whole  of  the  profila  derived  from  the  '. 
coioage  into  the  Consolidated  Fund.   The 
fpurti)  aource    from  which   the  expenses  | 
veie  derived  was  by  a  vole  of  that  Housa,  i 
It  varied  very  much,  as  it  ot  course  dc-  i 
pended  upon  circumstances,     Last  year  it  | 
amounted  to  16,0001.  and  the  year  before,  ' 
it  only  amounted  (o  3,000^.    As  he  before 
ataleJ,  he  proposed  to  substitute  this  otie 
mode  for  ail  the  modes  that  had  hitherto 
been  adapted,  and  he  would  therefore  have 
to  propose  a  vote  for  the  purpose  in  the 
present  year,   amounting  to  the  entire  of 
the  expenses,  namely,   52,000/.     There 
WBionly  one  more  point  connected  with 
ihii  part  of  this  subject,  (0  which  he  felt 
it  necessary  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
atallcon- 
ansacd'ona, 
essary  that 
>e,  to  a  cer- 
D,  it  being 
M  the  gold. 
It  the  coin- 
be  enabled 
lis  hands  a 
certain  fund  with  which  he  might  go  into 
the  market.    The  manner  in  which  this 
fund  bad  been  hitherto  obiainad,  was  by 
the  Maaterof  the  Mint  detaining,  in  rather 
an   arbitrary  manner,  any  sum  of  money 
'hat  remained  out  of  the  promts  on  the 
liver  and  copper  coinage,  and  using  it  in 
\e  purchase  of  bullion.     As  Master  oftbe 
int,  he  knew  that  there   was,  at  that 
ment,  in  his  hands  the  sum  of  80,000/., 
ch  waa  actnally  being  applied  in  this 
aner.      It  was  proposed   by  the  Bill, 
Ifjh  he  wished  to  introduce,  to  oblige 


Master,    instead    of  detaini 


this 


iiey,  to  pay  it  into  the  Consolidated 
bd :  and  in  order  to  supply  tbe  Master 
b  the  necessai^  meana  of  carrying  on 

le  had  introduced 

:— "  It  shall  and 
>rds  of  the  Trea- 
of  money  to  the 
for  this  purpose ; 
ihem,  at  the  be- 
ta lay  upon  the 
account  of  the 
thua  advanced, 
which    applied." 


This,  in  his  opinioii,  wat  the  most, 
expedient,  the  most  constitutional,  and  the 
most  regular  mode  of  carrying  on  th« 
necessary  operation  of  the  public  services 
of  the  M  int.  With  regard  to  the  details  of' 
the  Bill  he  proposed  to  introduce,  he  would 
not  at  that  stage  trouble  the  House  with 
any  further  observations,  except  to  state 
that  he  thought  it  better  to  briog  it  forward 
than  run  the  risk  of  delaying  the  questioit 
for  another  year,  by  first  referring  tbe 
matter  to  a  Committee.  So  much  for 
the  Bill.  It  might,  however,  save  the  lime 
of  the  House,  and  be  more  satisfactory,  if, 
having  slated  what  the  Bill  was,  he  should 
at  once  proceed  to  atate  the  grounds  on 
which  ha  ventured  to  recommend  the 
Rouse  to  grant  a  Select  Committee  to 
consider  this  subject.  What  he  had 
stated  formed  only  a  small  and  insignificant 
part  of  the  business  of  the  Mint,  but  he 
was  bound  to  say,  that,  filling  the  situation 
of  Master  of  the  Mint  as  he  had  for  two 
years,  he  could  not  think  he  should  have 
performed  the  duty  he  owed  to  the  public 
if  he  had  not  asked  the  House  to  institute 
inquiry  into  the  manner  in  which  that 
department  was  conducted.  He  be^ed, 
however,  not  to  be  understood  as  express- 
ing any  opinion  of  sweeping  or  gi^neral 
condemnation  of  the  ayslem.  On  tha 
contrary,  he  was  ready  to  admit,  that  many 
parts  of  that  system  were  good,  and  this 
was  proved  by  the  fact  that  many  foreign 
countries  had  actually  adopted  them. 
Stilt  lesa  did  he  wish  it  to  be  undersiood, 
that  he  meant  to  say  anything  in  dispar- 
agement of  the  officers  of  the  Mint.  So 
far  from  it,  he  was  bound  to  take  that 
opportunity  of  declaring,  that  there  could 
not  be  found  men  of  greater  respectabilii* 
or  higher  professional  honour;  but,  still, 
iooking  at  the  whole  system,  he  did  ihink 
that  the  subject  was  one  which  required 
grave  and  mature  inquiry,  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  it  would  M  advisable  to 
make  any  further  alterations  in  the  sys- 
tem than  those  which  be  now  proposed 
for  adoption.  The  motion  he  should  make 
was,  and  he  begged  parlicuUr  attention  to 
it,  for  "a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  establishment  of  the  Royal  Mint, 
and  the  system  on  which  the  fabrication  of 
the  coin  is  conducted."  He  had  paid 
particular  attention  to  the  wording  of  hia 
motion,  as  he  was  naturally  desirous  that 
no  mistake  with  respect  to  the  object  which 
he  had  in  view  should  be  entertained  out 
of  doors,  or  that  it  should  be  for  a  moment 
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supposed  that  the  Committee  would  have 
anything  to  do  with  the  currency  question. 
His  object  in  proposing  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  that  question,  and  therefore  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  carry 
their  inquiry  beyond  that  which  he  in- 
tended. While  he  said  this,  it  was  far 
from  his  wish  to  exclude  any  inquiry  the 
Committee  might  think  fit  to  make  on  any 
subject  relating  to  the  Mint:  but  with 
respect  to  the  standard,  it  certainly  was 
not  his  intention  that  they  should  go  into 
any  such  inquiry,  and  he  did  trust  that 
they  would  exclude  all  investigation  on 
that  subject.  He  would  not  trouble  the 
House  with  any  further  details.  The  Mint 
had,  he  might  say,  remained  unaltered,  as 
far  as  its  constitution  was  concerned,  from 
the  time  of  Charles  2nd.  It  was  true  that, 
in  1816,  when  Lord  Maryborough  was 
Master  of  the  Mint,  some  improvements 
were  introduced,  but  then  none  that  at  all 
affected  its  main  principles.  The  Mint 
consisted  partly  of  establishment  and 
partly  of  profits,  but  he  was  bound  to  say, 
that  he  did  not  consider  the  establishment 
too  large,  nor  the  officers  at  all  over-paid. 
However,  he  admitted  that  some  of  the 
sources  of  emolument  were  of  a  nature  to 
be  a  proper  subject  of  inquiry.  There 
were  some  of  these  sources  of  emolument 
which,  from  their  nature,  were  open  to 
suspicion,  and  liable  to  misrepresentation, 
and  to  which  it  would  be  especially  the 
duty  of  the  Committee  to  direct  attention. 
There  was  one  particular  subject,  however, 
which  would  mainly  call  for  the  attention 
of  the  Committee;  he  alluded  to  the  sys- 
tem that  at  present  prevailed,  where  the 
Master  of  the  Mint  entered  into  a  contract 
with  the  moneyers.  Now,  he  was  exceed* 
ingly  desirous  that  this  part  of  the  system 
should  be  closely  examined  into^  and  that 
was  bis  main  motive  in  bringing  the  entire 
subject  under  the  notice  of  a  Committee 
of  the  House.  The  present  system  was  ex- 
tremely ancient.  The  company  of  moneyers 
had  exercised  the  privileges  they  at  present 
Enjoyed  for  a  great  number  of  years  ;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  was  a  sufficient 
reason  why  they  should  be  paid  higher 
than  that  for  which  others  would  be  found 
to  do  the  same  business.  It  was  found 
(hat  our  coinage  was  more  expensive  than 
that  of  other  countries,  and  it  was  a  ques- 
tion worthy  of  inquiry  and  consideration, 
whether  these  men  were  able  to  maintain 
the  Mint  system  in  a  proper  stale  of  effici*  | 


ency,  and  with  a  due  regard  to  that  fak 
and  proper  economy  which   it  was  the 
public  interest  to  promote*     When  h6 
spoke  of  economy,  he  wished  to  be  dis* 
tinctly  understood  as  repudiating  that  false 
system  of  economy  which  would  cripple  the 
efficiency  of  the  Mint.  What  he  meant  by 
economy  was,  that  they  should  endeavour 
to  conduct  the  whole  operations  of  the 
Mint  in  a  business-like  and  efficient  man- 
ner.   He  trusted,  that  during  the  recess  of 
Parliament,  he  had  employed  himself  so 
successfully  as  to  be  enabled  to  shorten 
the  labours  of  the  Committee  consider* 
ably  as    respected    the  objects  of  their 
inquiry.     He  had  exerted  himself,  and,  as 
he  thought,  with  effect,  to  procure  very 
important  information  with  respect  to  the 
state  of  the  coinage  of  this  country,  as 
well  as  that  of  foreign  countries,  particu- 
larly of  France  and  America.     It  was 
rather  curious  that,  looking  to  those  two 
countries,    in  both  which    the    strictest 
vigilance    and    control    were   exercised 
throughout  all  the  Government  depart- 
ments, yet,  in  respect  to  the  coinage,  they 
adopted  systems  totally  and  thoroughly 
distinct.      In   France,    they  carried  the 
system   of  contract  to  a  much  greater 
extreme  than  in  this  country,  whilst  in 
America  the  coinage  was  conducted  by  a 
Government  establishment,   and  wholly 
placed  under  its  management  and  direc- 
tion.    It  was  calculated  to  embarrass  the 
inquiry  of  the  Committee^    when    they 
found  in   these    countries   two  diflferent 
systems  prevailing,    and   both    perfectly 
successful ;  but  they  would  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  fully  considering  the  ample 
information  that  would  be  brought  before 
them,  and  thus  be  best  enabled  to  come 
to  the  conclusion  of  what  system  could  be 
applied  in  the  coinage  of  this  country,  so 
as  to  secure  its  best,  most  efficient,  and 
satisfactory  operation.  He  would  conclude 
by  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  BUI  to 
amend  the  several  Acts  relating  to  the 
Royal  Mint. 

Mr.  Hume  rose  to  second  the  motion, 
and  was  glad  that  the  subject  had  been 
brought  forward  so  early  m  the  present 
Session.  During  last  Session  he  (Mr.  Hume) 
had  paid  great  attention  to  this  matter, 
and,  had  not  the  occupation  of  his  time  by 
other  business  prevented  him,  it  was  his 
intention  to  move  for  a  Committee  of  In-> 
quiry.  He  was,  however,  of  opinion  that 
such  inquiries  were  always  much  more 
usefully  conducted  when  suffered  to  re* 


11^ 


The  Royal  Mint. 


{Feb.  28} 


The  Royal  Mint. 


1170 


t»» 


ofl' 


main  in  the  hands  of  the  department  to 
which  they  related ;  and  when  a  depart, 
ment  was  willing  to  undertake  such  an 
inquiry  he  was  always  much  betterpleasedf 
for,  in  such  cases,  the  public  business  was 
always  better  attended  to.  Now,  if  he 
had  obtained  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  last 
year,  he  should  hare  been  unable  to  obtain 
the  important  information  which  had  been 
acquired  through  the  exertions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  It  had  been  properly 
stated  that  this  inquiry  would  not  interfere 
in  any  way  with  the  public  circulation  of 
the  country.  He  would  now  discuss 
whether  they  might  not  have  a  better 
coinage  if  greater  facilities  were  afforded 
to  private  individuals.  One  advantage, 
however,  would  result  from  this  inquiry, 
that  public  servants  would  receive  a 
fixed  and  settled  salary,  and  that  they 
would  receive  no  profit,  directly  or 
indirectly,  or  have  no  interest  what- 
soever, in  the  mode  in  which  the  business 
of  the  department  was  conducted,  beyond 
the  proper  discharge  of  the  duties  that  de- 
volved upon  them.  They  had  set  an  ex- 
ample with  respect  to  the  officers  of  their 
own  House,  which  he  trusted  would  per- 
vade all  the  departments  of  the  public 
service,  namely,  that  the  public  servants 
should  be  rewarded  by  fixed  and  settled 
salaries,  and  have  no  expectation  or  in- 
terest from  fees  of  any  description.  He 
did  not  say  that  those  Gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  department  now  under 
consideration  were  entitled  to  particular 
blame  for  having  received  considerable 
sums  of  money — they  were  only  emolu- 
ments taken  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
their  service ;  but,  however  blameless  the 
individuals,  the  system  was  not  the  better. 
It  was  satisfactory  to  hear  it  stated  that 
there  was  no  disposition  to  interfere  with 
the  present  standard  of  value,  the  certainty 
and  stability  of  which  was  so  necessary  to 
the  public  interest.  It  would  be  their 
object  to  consider  how  they  could  adopt 
a  system  most  conducive  to  the  public 
interests  in  general,  and  to  the  commer- 
cial interests  of  the  country.  Until  the 
Committee  could  come  to  the  conclusion 
of  their  inquiry,  it  would  be  premature  to 
discuss  whether  they  ought  to  depart 
from  the  contract  system  or  not ;  but  he 
would  repeat  his  satisfaction  that  the  in- 
quiry was  about  to  take  place,  and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  it  would  be  followed  up  by 
a  satisfactory  and  practical  result. 
Mr.  Clay  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  whether  in  the  Bill  he  pro- 
posed  to  make  a  provision  for  that  remu- 
neration to  the  moneyers  which  they  at 
present  received  under  the  contract  system 
in  the  shape  of  a  per  centage  on  the 
amount  of  coin  ?  He  understood  that  it 
was  intended  by  the  Bill  to  do  away  with 
the  per  centage,  and  to  place  the  whole 
department  under  the  management  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  that  the  sole  ob* 
ject  of  the  present  Bill  would  be  to  get  the 
money  from  the  public  by  a  vote  of  the 
House,  instead  of  from  other  sources ;  but 
the  present  measure  did  not  propose  to 
interfere  with  the  mode  of  payment  of  the 
officers  of  the  Mint,  which  would  remain 
unaltered.  But  with  respect  to  the  in- 
quiry before  the  Committee,  it  would  of 
course  be  competent  for  them  to  inquire 
into  every  part  of  the  entire  system. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  it  was  unnecessary  to  say,  that  the 
present  measure  had  the  sanction  of  the 
Government.  He  was  exceedingly  grati- 
fied that  this  motion  had  been  brought 
forward,  although  in  the  present  very  thin 
state  of  the  House  it  might  not  receive 
that  attention  to  which  from  its  importance 
it  was  entitled.  The  subject  which  had 
been  introduced  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  one  to  which  for  a  long  time  he  had 
paid  particular  attention.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  been  anxious  to  bring  forward 
the  subject  last  Session,  but  had  been* 
induced  not  to  take  that  step,  because 
it  was  thought  that  they  could  come  ta 
the  examination  of  the  whole  subject  much 
more  advantageously,  and  with  fuller  in-' 
formation,  in  the  present  Session.  It  wa» 
most  material  to  apply  the  most  improved^ 
safe,  and  economical  principles  to  the 
management  of  all  public  departments. 
The  present  system  under  which  the  Mint 
was  conduct^,  was  a  most  complicated 
and  unsatisfactory  system.  It  was  a  com- 
plicated, difficult,  operose,  and  unintelli- 
gible system.  Indeed,  he  might  say,  that 
the  business  of  the  Mint  was  conducted 
in  an  unconstitutional  mode.  They  were 
desirous  to  substitute  the  simple  mode  of 
a  vote  of  Parliament  of  the  necessary 
sumSj  and  the  introduction  into  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  Mint  of  the  same  prlnci-^ 
pies  as  were  applied  to  the  management 
of  all  the  other  public  establishments  con- 
nected with  the  Government.  He  wished 
it  to  be  understood  with  respect  to  the 
inquiry  before  the  Committee,  that  it  was 
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tbeir  iBl^slioo  to  coi^fine  that  inquiry 
atricUy  wUhin  the  boyodg  prescribed  by 
tbe  order  of  reference,  and  expressod  io 
tb«  ftpeeeh  of  bia  right  boo.  Friend.  Let  it 
not  be  supposed  that,  because  they  wero 
tbout  to  enter  upon  this  inquiryi  tuey  had 
^oy  disposition  to  open  the  question  of  the 
standard  of  value.  Tbe  present  inquiry 
bad  DO  more  connexion  with  tbe  standard 
of  value  than  an  inquiry  into  the  mode  of 
condiicting  tbe  buttness  of  the  Admiralty, 
or  any  other  of  tha  public  departments  of 
tbe  country. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  brought  in 
and  read  a  first  time. 

A  committee  moved  for  by  Mr.  Labou* 
chere  was  appointed. . 

Mo&TOAOES  OV  SaiJ?S  ASD  VfiSSSLS.] 

Mr»  George  P.  Young^  in  moving  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  fiill  to  amend  the  law 
relating  to  mortgages  on  ships,  as  he  un- 
derstood his  motion  would  not  be  opposed, 
felt  disposed  to  limit  himself  to  a  brief 
exposition  of  the  evils  of  the  present  sys- 
tem and  of  ibe  remedy  which  he  proposed 
to  apply.  Up  to  the  year  18259  the  state 
of  the  law  as  to  the  security  of  money  ad- 
vanced on  mortgages  of  ships  was  very  de- 
fective. In  that  year  Mr.  Huakisson  (whose 
Snsat  abilities  he  willingly  acknowledged, 
owever  he  might  differ  from  some  of  his 
views)  brought  forward  a  series  of  mea- 
sures afiecling  tbe  commerce  of  tbe  coun- 
try, and  the  maritime  commerce  more 
especially.  He  proposed  a  Bill  for  afford- 
ing greater  facilities  in  raising  money  on 
ships,  and  he  thought  that  be  was  thus 
affording  an  advantage  to  shipowners. 
Now,  BO  far  from  this  measure  having 
been  found  benefioial,  it  was  the  source  or 
great  evil  and  of  very  ^eat  disadvantage. 
The  operation  of  the  Bill  was  this,  that  it 
enabled  persons  without  capital  to  become 
owners  of  ships,  which  ships  they  after- 
wards mortgaged,  and  by  the  facility  of 
obtaining  credit  thus  afforded,  persons 
without  capital  were  enabled  to  enter  into 
tbe  wildest  speculations,  to  an  extent  in- 
jurious to  the  security  or  the  capital  of  the 
prudent  man  engaged  in  the  maritime 
commerce  of  the  country.  The  ship- 
owners, and  those  for  whose  benefit  this 
measure  had  been  intended,  complained 
of  it  as  a  source  of  very  great  evil.    The 

Sstem  that  at  present  prevailed  was  pro- 
ictive  of  frauds  of  a  very  extensive  de- 
scription on  those  who,  as  tradesmen, 
were  connected  with   the  building  and 


equipment  of  ships.  Now,  in  Ihe  qiea« 
sure  which  be  proppsed|  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  an  end  to  this  system  of  fraud . 
he  was  anxious  that  no  difficulty  should 
be  thrown  in  the  way  of  obtaining  money 
on  mortgages  of  ships  by  bona^ae  own-< 
ers,  who  might  happen  to  be  ip'a  state  of 
temporary  embarrassment.  The  principle 
of  tbe  measure  he  wished  to  propose  was, 
that  every  man  should  be  free  to  obtain 
money  on  that  which  was  really  bis  own 
property;  but  that  no  person  should  be 
permitted  to  hypothecate  that  which  was 
not  his  own,  or  obtain  credit  on  tbe  pro* 
perty  of  others.  He  would  not  at  present 
enter  into  the  details  of  the  measure, 
which  would  be  the  subject  of  future  coi^- 
sideration.  He  had  the  satisfaction  of 
stating  that  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  concurred  in  tbe 
advantage  that  would  result  from  this 
measure,  and  he  could  appeal  to  tbe 
opinions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Whitby, 
who  had  given  notice  of  a  motion  on  this 
subject  io  the  course  of  the  last  Session, 
He  could,  in  conclusion,  give  the  fullest 
assurances  to  those  connected  with  the 
shipping  interests  of  the  country,  that  the 
measure  he  proposed  to  introduce  was  ona 
calculated  to  cause  them  no  alarm.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  for 
leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  said,  that  it  was* 
not  his  intention  to  offer  any  opppsition  to 
the  motion.  He  believed  that  such  a 
measure  was  necessary,  and  when  it  came 
before  the  House,  he  would  give  it  every 
consideration  in  his  power.  When  the 
Bill  of  1825  was  brought  forward  he  was 
not  in  Parliament,  but  he  believed  that  it 
was  brought  forward  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  shipowners,  who  *  thought  that  it 
would  confer  a  particular  benefit  on  them* 
selves.  He  believed,  however,  that  they 
entertained  a  different  opinion  bow.  U 
was  right,  however,  that  all  parties  inter* 
ested  in  the  question,  should  have  full 
time  to  consider  the  plan  proposed*  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  hon.  member  woald 
give  full  time  for  the  consideration  of  the 
measure ;  and,  so  far  as  be  (Mr,  Poulett 
Thomson)  was  concerned,  be  would  give 
to  the  arguments  of  all  parties  interested* 
both  for  and  against  the  measure,  the 
fullest  attention  in  his  power. 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  said,  tlxat  he 
proposed  in  the  first  instance  to  intra-* 
duce  the  Bill  and  have  it  circulated  gene«« 
rally  through  the  countryi  so  as  to  enable 
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aU  parties  interettad  to    espreis    their 
opiftion  of  the  measure. 
leave  (tyen. 

MtLLBAKX  Penitektiary.]  Mr. 
Pocs  Mauk  moved  for  leave  to  briofi;  in  a 
Bill  to  amend  tbe  Acts  ft>r  the  regulation 
of  the  Penitentiary  at  Mtllbank.  He  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  go  into  any  de- 
tail, but  if  any  explanation  of  the  proposed 
measure  was  required  he  was  reaay  to 
aflbrd  it.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
repeal  several  of  the  old  Acts. 

Mr.  Hawes  expected,  that  tbe  hon.  Geo* 
tleman  would  have  afforded  the  House 
some  information  as  to  whether  this  mea* 
sure  proposed  any  alteration  in  the  present 
system  of  prison  discipline.  There  was 
another  point  of  importance,  oa  which  in- 
formation was  desirablei  namely,  with 
respect  to  the  cost  of  maintaining  prison- 
ers. In  respect  to  this  expenditure,  some- 
times it  was  high  and  sometimes  low,  and 
he  hoped  that  some  attempt  would  be 
made  to  effect  an  uniformity  of  system. 
There  was  another  very  important  subject, 
namely,  the  proper  treatment  of  juvenile 
offenders.  There  were  no  less  than  3,000 
children  passed  through  tUe  ^aols  of  the 
metropolis  in  a  very  snort  period  of  time, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  they  came  out  worse 
than  they  went  in.  He  Mi  bound  to  say, 
without  meaning  to  cast  an  imputation  on 
any  particular  individual,  that  the  office 
of  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment  was  an  office  that  did  very  little 

food.  There  was  far  less  attention  paid , 
y  that  department  to  tbe  criminal  juris- 
prudence of  the  country  than  ought  to  be 
expected  from  an  office  so  constituted  and 
80  well  paid.  Now,  he  would  refer  to  the 
prison  of  Newgate,  which  was  disgraceful. 
There  had  been  some  improvement  in  the 
shape  of  building  additional  cells,  but 
with  that  exception  the  recommendation 
of  the  Commissioners  seemed  to  be  as  far 
as  ever  from  being  carried  into  effect.  He 
had  introduced  the  subject  unexpectedly. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  pre- 
pared to  give  any  information  on  those 
points,  and  if  that  was  the  ease  he  would 
nave  no  otgection  to  wait  for  the  second 
ffoading  of  the  Bill,  when  he  would  be  pre- 
pared to  enter  into  the  entire  subject. 

Tbe  ChanceSor  qf  tJi€  Exchequer,  in  the 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department,  wished  to  say 
a  fewwords  in  reference  to  what  had  fallen 
tfom  tfie  hODf  Gentleman*     He  (juite 


agreed  as  to  (he  importance  of  those  sub- 
jects to  ^ich  tbe  Qon.  Member  had  t%* 
Terred,  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  vaa  quite 
mistaken  if  he  supposed,  that  a  remedy  for 
those  evils  could  oe  found  and  applied  so 
easily  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  imag* 
ined.     Now,  with  respect  to  the  subject 
of  prison  discipline,  the  Srst   step  thejf 
should  take  was  to  be  certain  of  the  facts: 
and,  as  regarded  secondary  puaishments, 
they  should  endeavour  to  ascertain  how 
far  public  opinion  would  go  along  with 
them  in  any  system  they  might  adopt,  and 
whether  from  want  of  support  in  that  re^ 
speot  the  remedy  they  would  employ  would 
not  be  exposed  to  foil  ore.     There  were 
many  other  difficulties  that  beset  that  pait 
of  the  question.    He  could  state,  on  tliua 
part  of  his  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  that  tbe  subject  of 
adopting  some  better  system  with  respeoc 
to  juvenile  offenders,  had  not  escaped  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  and  that  his 
noUe  Friend  was  prepared  with  a  plan  on 
that  subject,  which  he  hoped  to  be  able  lo 
carry  into  effect.    As  to  tne  state  of  New» 
gate,  it  was  generally  admitted,  Uiat  the 
condition  of  that  prison  called  loudly  for 
a  remedy,  and  one  of  the  objects  of  this 
Bill,  was  to  prepare  for  carrying  into 
effect  the  recommendation  of  the  Com* 
missioners,  both  with  regard  to  the  im« 
provement  of  that  prison  and  adopting 
some   better  system  towards  juvenile  on 
fenders.    With  respect  to  the  duties  of 
the  Home  Office,  when  the  hon.  Member 
spoke  lightly  of  those  duties  he  was  mu<^ 
mistaken.      He  might  say,  that  he  bad 
served  ao  apprenticeship  in  that  Depart^ 
ment  and  be  could  state,  that  there  was 
always  much  to  be  done  in  it  of  great  im- 
portance, and  much,  loo,  which    never 
came  under  the  notice  of  the  House.     In* 
dependent  of  its  other  duties  the  Home 
Department  was  an  office  of  reference  for 
the  magistrates  and  judges,  and  perhaps 
the  best  proof  of  the  efficient  manner  ta 
which  those  matters   were  attended   to 
was,  that  they  so  seldom  came  under  the 
notice  of  Parliament     With  respect  to 
inattention  to  the  criminal  jurisprudence 
of  the  country,  he  could  say,  tnat  dieie 
was  now  on  the  notice-book  a  notice  for 
the  introduction  of  the  largest  measure  of 
criminal  law  reform  that  ever  came  before 
the   consideration  of   the  House.      Bf 
would  not  anticipate  the  discussion  of  this 
measure,  but  when  it  was  brought  forwanl 
he  was  sure  that  tbe  House  would  gW9  i( 
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its  best  consideration.  That  measure 
would  lay  the  ground  for  the  adoption  of 
secondary  punishments,  for  an  improve- 
ment in  prison  discipline,  and  a  total  alter- 
ation of  the  system  with  respect  to  juve- 
Dile  offenders. 

Alderman   Wood  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  seemed  to  have  a 
particular  taste  for  finding  fault  with  the 
prison  of  Newgate.      He  did  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  had  been  there 
since  he  became  a  Member  of  that  House. 
At  present  every  effort  was  making  to  en- 
large that  prison,  and  afford  an  increase  of 
accommodation,  and  nothing  bad  been 
left  undone  by  the  Court  of  Aldermen  to 
bring  that  prison  within  the  plan  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  so  far  as  the  separation 
and  accommodation  of  untried  prisoners. 
For  this  purpose  several  new  cells  had 
been  made.      The  expenditure  in  this  re- 
spect had  been  greatly    increased  since 
Middlesex,  Kent,  Surrey,  and  Essex  had 
been  added  by  the  new  Criminal  Court 
Act.    As  to  juvenile  offenders,  the  increase 
of  boys  in  the  prison  of  Newgate  was  very 
great.    Most  of  the  children  were  sent  in 
by  their  parents.     They  were  generally 
committed  for  stealing  some  trifling  mat- 
ter from  their   father  or  grandfather,  or 
some  one  else,  and  sent  to  Newgate.    He 
thought  it  would  be  a  great  improvement 
to  have  a  summary  jurisdiction  and  to 
punish  children  in  a  summary  way,  and 
not  let  them  remain  in  prison.    This  juris- 
diction might  be  exercised  by  the  Govern- 
ment or  some  other  proper  authority.    He 
bad  heard  much  of  the  benefit  of  educat- 
ing children;    but    many  children  who 
were  in  prison  knew  how  to  read  and 
write,  and  many  of  them  for  new  offences 
were  sent  to  gaol  a  second  time.    They 
might  continue  to  keep  up  this  Peniten- 
tiary.   Sometimes  it  was  filled  and  some 
times  empty.    When  it  was  filled  disease 
broke  out  there.    Yet  there  was  no  com- 
plaint of  the  Penitentiary— all  the  blame 
was  reserved  for  Newgate,  and  he  believed 
for  no  other  reason  than  because  that  pri- 
son was  under  the  government  of  a  set  of 
magistrates  who  were  not  popular  in  that 
House.     He  must  condemn  as  one  of  the 
sources  of  the  evil,  the  system  of  allowing 
convicts  to  remain  in  the  prison  of  New- 
gate for  a  long  time  under  sentence  of 
death  until  their  convictions  were  reported 
to  the  King  in  Council.    There  were  pri- 
soners at  present  who  had  been  capitally 
convicted  three  sessions  ago,  ana  who 


would  not   be  reported   to  the  King  io 
Council  until  to-morrow.      He  thought 
this  was  an  absurd  procedure,  and  that  a 
record  of  their  conviction  should  be  suf- 
ficient, as  was  the  case  in  the  aereral 
counties  of  England.     He  believed  that 
at  one  time  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth 
had  a  desire  to  be  called  to  the  Court  of 
Aldermen.     He  was  a  member  of  various 
courts  in  the  City  and  from  the  activity 
which  the  hon.   Member  had  displayed 
since  he  came  into  Parliament  he  had  no 
doubt  that  if  he  was  a  member   of  the 
Court  of  Aldermen  he  would  be  of  valua- 
ble assistance  in  reforming  the  prison  of 
Newgate.     He  did  not  see  why  the  prison 
of  Dartmoor  was  not  made  use  of  for  the 
purpose  of  lessening  the  number  of  in- 
mates in  Newgate.    That  prison  was  situ- 
ated in  a  most  healthy  spot,  and  he  did 
not  know  why  it  had  been  abandoned. 
He  did  not  think  that  they  ought  to  alk>w 
a  convict  to  remain  in  Newgate  a  single 
day  after  his  sentence  had  passed.    They 
had  done  all  in  their  power  for  the  im- 
provement of  Newgate,  unless  it  was  sup- 
posed   that,  for   the  accommodation  of 
Surrey,  Middlesex,  or  Kent,  they  were 
to  expend  the  entire  funds  of  the  Corpo- 
ration. 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  rose  to  repudiate  the 
charges  that  had  been  urged  against  the 
department  to  which  he  belonged.  With 
respect  to  secondary  punishments  and 
juvenile  offenders,  the  first  clause  of  the 
Bill  he  proposed  to  introduce,  enacted 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  should  have  the  power  to 
order  the  removal  of  convicts  from  New- 
gate to  the  Penitentiary,  with  the  view  of 
adopting  secondary  punishments.  Hie 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  had 
given  the  utmost  attention  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  expense  of  this  establishment, 
and  in  the  estimates  for  the  present  year 
there  would  be  found  a  reduction  of  2,000/. 
in  that  respect. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 


■  »##»»i»»#»»** » 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday^  March  1, 1837. 

Imprisonment  for  Debt.]  Sir  IFL 
Follett  had  a  question  to  put  to  hts  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  the  Attorney  •General, 
arising  out  of  a  petition  which  he  then 
held  in  his  hand.  The  petitioner  was  the 
keeper  of  the  Sheriff's  Gaol,  in  the  dty  of 

Exeter.    If  bis  hon,  and  learned  Frieud^a 


U77 


Imprisonment 


{Marcr'1} 


for  DAL 


1178 


Bill  were  passed  into  law,  the  petitioner 
would  be  deprived  of  his  office, and  of  all 
the  emoluments  attached  to  it.  Now,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  intended  to  iutrodace  any 
clause  into  the  Bill  giving  compensation 
to  individuals  in  the  situation  of  the  peti- 
tioner? 

The  Aitorney-Oeneral  said,  that  al- 
though there  was  no  such  clause  at  pre- 
sent in  the  Bill,  it  was  only  fair  that  a 
clause  should  be  introduced  into  it  giving 
compensation  to  parties  who  would  be 
deprived  of  emoluments  under  its  opera- 
tion- He  had  found  it,  however,  very 
difficult  to  draw  the  line  between  the 
cases  in  which  compensation  ought  to  be 
granted,  and  those  in  which  it  ought  not. 
If  a  general  compensation  clause  was  in- 
troduced, every  sheriff's  officer  who  now 
obtained  a  living  by  placing  his  claws 
upon  unhappy  debtors  would  claim  com- 

Eensation  for  the  loss  which  he  sustained 
y  the  destruction  of  his  occupation ;  at 
the  same  time,  individuals  in  the  situation 
of  the  Marshal  of  the  King^s  Bench  and 
of  the  Warden  of  the  Fleet,  ought  to  re- 
ceive compensation.  He  should  be  glad 
of  the  assistance  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Exeter,  to  draw 
the  line,  which  all  must  allow  to  be  neces- 
sary. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Com- 
mittee on  this  Bill. 

Mr,  id.  Philips  had,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, applied  to  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  the  Attorney-General,  to  postpone 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill ;  but  he 
bad  been  unsuccessful.  He  now,  at  this 
stage  of  the  Bill,  repeated  his  application, 
in  order  that  the  trading  part  of  the  com- 
munity might  have  an  opportunity,  which 
they  had  not  yet  had,  to  consider  the 
Bill. 

The  Aiiorney- General  replied,  that  the 
Bill  was  substantially  the  same  as  that 
which  had  been  introduced  three  Sessions 
ago,  and  successively  in  each  Session  since 
then.  The  Bill  had  now  been  three  years 
before  Parliament;  and  doubtless,  if,  in 
the  present  year,  there  existed  any  objec- 
tion to  it  on  the  part  of  the  Chamber  of 
Commerce  of  Manchester,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  spoke  last  must  have  heard  of 
such  objection.  The  Bill  had  been  very 
generally  circulated  during  the  period  that 
had  elapsed  since  its  first  introduction, 
and  in  the  present  year  there  had  been 
|io  petitions  against  it.     He  hoped  that  it 


would  not  have  to  encounter  any  fiiTtlier 
opposition. 

Mr.  Richards :  I  am  sorry,  in  the  dis* 
charge  of  my  duty  as  a  Member  of  this 
House,  to  be  obliged  to  oppose  the  further 
progress  of  this  Bill.  The  learned  Attor- 
ney-General, doubtless,  from  a  sense  of 
duty,  and  not  from  any  desire  to  obtain  a 
bad  popularity,  has  thought  fit  to  bring 
forward  a  Bill  similar  to  the  Bill  of  1835, 
for  extending  the  remedies  of  creditors 
against  the  property  of  debtors,  and  for 
abolishing  imprisonment  for  debt,  except 
in  certain  cases  of  fraud.  The  present 
Bill  does  not  propose  to  create  the  same 
immense  amount  of  Ministerial  patronage 
as  the  former  Bill,  nor  does  it  go  to  erect, 
as  the  former  Bill  did,  an  irresponsible 
inquisition  in  every  district  of  the  king- 
dom. But,  under  the  pretence  of  im- 
proving the  law  of  debtor  and  creditor, 
and  from  those  feelings  of  mistaken  but 
benevolent  kindness,  and  unbounded  phi- 
lanthropy for  which  he  is  conspicuous,  the 
learned  Attorney-General  will  by  this 
Bill,  if  it  pass  into  a  law,  inflict  the  most 
serious  injuries  both  on  creditors  and 
debtors.  The  House  will  see  that  the 
question  at  issue  is  not  whether  arrest  and 
imprisonment  for  debt,  or  for  offences  of 
any  kind,  be,  abstractedly  considered,  an 
evil.  I  admit,  that  punishment  of  any 
kind  or  in  any  degree  abstracted  from  all 
consideration  of  its  object,  is  an  evil.  It 
is  an  evil  in  the  case  of  a  person  convicted 
of  forgery,  to  tear  away  the  offender  from 
his  family  and  friends,  to  deprive  him  of 
liberty,  and  to  carry  him,  at  a  great  ex- 
pense, 10,000  miles  distant  to  another 
country.  It  is  an  evil  to  deprive  a  felon 
convicted  of  murder  of  his  life.  These 
are  evils  ;  but  you  consent  to  inflict  them 
for  the  sake  of  preventing  evils  immea- 
surably greater — viz.,  those  that  would 
arise  from  insecurity  of  person  and  pro- 
perty. You  inflict  the  punishments  I 
have  named  in  order  to  prevent  forgery 
and  murder.  But  it  is  alleged,  that  the 
power  of  arrest  and  imprisonment  for  debt 
is  sometimes  abused;  and  that  persons 
have,  in  some  instances,  been  arrested 
and  imprisoned  for  fictitious  debts.  Now, 
I  am  quite  ready  to  make  any  such  anest 
and  imprisonment  highly  penal.  But  I 
contend,  that  an  occasional  abuse  of  the 
power  of  arrest  and  imprisonment  is  no 
valid  reason  for  the  abolition  of  this  power. 
The  real  question  before  the  House  is  this 
— not  whether  arrest  and  imprisonment 
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ht  debt  are,  in  the  abstract,  e?il9f  but 
whether  to  abolish  them  would  not  lead 
to  maeh  greater  evils ;  and  particularly, 
whether  the  Bill  now  brought  forward  by 
the  learned  Attorney  •General  would  be 
any  improTcment  on  the  law  as  it  now 
stands.  A%  (he  law  now  stands,  a  creditor 
may  either  serve  bis  debtor  with  a  copy 
of  a  writ,  which  is  merely  commencing  an 
action,  or  he  mav  arrest  the  person  of  the 
debtor  and  hold  him  to  bail.     If  the  action 

troceed,  and  the  creditor  obtain  judgment, 
•  may  then  take  out  execution  either 
against  the  goods  or  the  person  of  bis 
debtor.  Now,  I  believe,  that  creditors 
are  almost  always  extremely  lenient;  I 
believe,  also,  that  the  fear  of  arrest  and 
imprisonment  is  productive  of  the  greatest 
good :  it  operates  as  a  check  to  idleness, 
improvidence,  and  fraud.  But  for  this 
wholesome  fear,  the  industrious  would 
frequently  become  idle ;  the  provident, 
thoughtless  and  negligent ;  and  the  honest, 
eonnlng  and  fVaodulent.  To  remove  this 
fear  would  alike  injure  the  debtor  and  the 
creditor.  The  mere  diminution  of  this 
fear,  by  ooDStitHtiog  the  Insolvent  Debtor's 
Court,  has  ereated  a  gigantic  and  fearful 
mass  of  immorality,  injustice,  perjury,  and 
fraud.  But,  supposing  that  an  unfortunate 
debtor  meet  with,  what  is  exceedingly 
rare,  a  hard-hearted  creditor*— *why,  in 
this  case,  such  debtor  may,  as  the  law 
now  is,  either  become  a  bankrupt  or  take 
the  benefit  of  the  Insolvent  Act.  Why, 
under  this  Act,  unless  fVaud  be  proved 
against  a  debtor,  be  can  get  discnarged 
00  an  average  of  time  in  about  two  months. 
What  then  becomes  of  the  loud  complatnta 
and  eloquent  haraneues  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
against  the  hardship  and  cruelty  of 
imprisonment  for  debt?  But  the  learned 
Attorney*General  proposes,  by  this  Bill, 
to  take  away  from  oreditors  the  power  of 
arrest  and  imprisonment;  and  I  will, 
therefore,  proceed,  with  the  leave  of  the 
House,  to  consider  what  it  is  that  he  offers 
instead  of  it.  This  Bill  is  an  attampt  to 
provide  for  the  creditor  remedies  equiva- 
lent to  arrest,  as  a  consideration  precedent 
to  the  abolition  of  arrest ;  and  is,  in  that 
respect,  specious  but  delusive.  No  suc^ 
equivalent  can,  in  the  nature  of  things, 
ever  be  provided.  Our  present  law  pro« 
eeeds  upon  this  principle '.^Secure  the 
person  of  the  debtor,  and  you  will  then 
have  him  oo*operatlng  with  the  creditor 
to  take  an  account  of  his  own  property, 
and  to  make  it  available  in  discharge  of  the 


debt.    If  this  be  done,  it  becomes  eiiper- 
fluous  to  give  the  creditor  a  direct  recoorse, 
as  this  Bill  proposes  to  do,  upon   the 
fonded  property,  debts,  drc.    The  indirect 
recourse  by  imprisoning  the  debtor  himself 
is  incomparably  more   effectual.    It    is 
true,  in  some  instances,  that  debtors  are 
found  to  remain  in  prison  rather  than  dis- 
cover their  property;    but  this  evil  has 
been  grossly  exaggerated.     Such  cases 
are  very  rare,  and  are  almost  always  eon- 
'  nected  with  insanity,  or  some  pecnlfaritf 
of   temperament  bordering  on   iosaDtty, 
'  against  which  no  legal    provisions   can 
!  effectually  guard  the  public.    Such  being 
I  the  present  state  of  things,  this  Bill  in 
'  effect  proposes  to  take  from  the  creditor 
that  indirect  but  most  stringent  remedy 
he  now  possesses,  and  to  bestow  upon 
him  in  lieu  of  it  a  direct  one  of  little 
value.    It  gives  him  the  power  of  resc^of 
to  money  in  the  funds,  debts,  copyhold 
land,  andf  other  property,  which  he  eaaool 
now  seize ;  but  to  what  good  purpose,  if 
the  discovery  of  these  is  withheld  bj  the 
debtor  ?    when  this  occurs,  as  undoubt* 
edly  it  often  will^  the  learned  AttaruOT- 
General's  recipe  is,-*  first,  to  make  tne 
debtor  deliver  a  schedule  of  his  eShets ; 
that  schedule  will,  of  course,  always  be 
imperfect  and  delusive.     It  is  not  even 
required  to  be  on  oath,  and  I  think  it 
ought  not,  for  that  would  be  an  iireeisti* 
ble  temptation  to  perjury.    Creditora  die* 
satisfied  with  this,  are  then  to  obtain  from 
I  the  Court  of  Review  (if  they  oan  diow 
I  sufficient  cause)  an  order  for  examioatioa 
on  oath  before  Commissioners,    But  we 
know  by  the  experience  of  the  Inaolveat 
Debtors'  ODurt  now  baffling  such  eaamiii* 
ations  invariably  are,  and  how  easily  they 
may  be  evaded  by  a  dexterous  or  uoaeni* 
pulous  defendant.    It  is  enough  to  ear, 
that  the  assets  realised  to  creditors  iir  this 
court  do  not  amount  to  three  farthinp  in 
the  pound.    Besides,  who  is  to  pay  the 
costs  of  this  proceedin|p,  and  of  those 
previous  investigations  into  the  etate  of 
property,  without  which  the  examination 
would  be  a  farce  ?    Who  is  to  pay  the 
attorney  and  counsel*  without  whose  assiet* 
ance  nothing  could  be  done?    Why,  the 
creditor  himself  in  the  first  instance,  end 
often  without  reimbursement ;  for  thooch 
the  Bill  provides  that  the  costs  shall  be 
added  to  the  debt,  this  would  generally 
be  throwing  good  money  after  bad.      Be. 
sides,  the  costs  here  referred  to  are  the 
costs  of  the  mere  examination^  and  wbiek 
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wattU  be  t  vory  tmaU  part  of  the  ezpeme. 
But  oiMenre,  that  this  remedy  (ipeffi^etiiw 
M  it  {s)f  and  indeed  the  wliole  syeteifi  of 
remedy  newly  provided  by  the  Bill,  U 
intended  for  the  judgment  creditor  only. 
A  man  is  first  to  obtain  his  judgment,  and 
then  he  may  go  to  work  by  the  methods 
proposed  to  render  his  judgment  available, 
if  he  can.  But  where  is  the  equivalent 
for  the  power  he  now  possesses  of  preli- 
minary arrest^  which  everybody  acquainted 
with  the  subject  knows  to  be  infinitely 
mare  important  than  that  even  of  arrest 
in  execution?  The  Bill  does  not  even 
pretend  to  offer  any  equivalent  here ;  for 
the  power  proposed  of  arresting  a  debtor 
about  to  abscond,  cannot  be  intended,  of 
course,  as  an  equivalent,  but  only  as  a 
means  of  redress  in  particular  cases.  It 
is,  however,  utterly  futile.  If  not  connected 
vith  .the  provision  of  throwing  the  burthen 
of  proving  the  intention  to  abscond  on  the 
er«)itor,  it  would  be  highly  objectionable 
in  another  way  ;  for  as  it  does  not  require 
creditors  to  specify  the  grounds  of  belief, 
it  would  be  a  snare  Ibr  the  conscience  of 
the  party  swearing,  and  the  oath  would 
be  taken  almost  as  a  matter  of  course, 
whether  there  was  really  any  ground  of 
suspicion  or  not.  But  as  connected  with 
the  prevision  I  have  refierred  to,  the  remedy 
is  worth  nothing.  Every  professional 
man  know*  perfectly  well  (and  nobody 
better  than  the  learned  Attorney»Oeneral) 
that  if  the  creditor  is  to  be  at  the  peril  of 
an  action  for  Mne  imprisonment,  unless  he 
can  prove  probable  cause  to  the  satisfaction 
of  a  jury,  he  will  never  be  advised  or 
allowed  by  bis  legal  advisers  to  arrest  an 
absconding  defendant,  eicept  under  cir- 
cumitances  of  avowed  pr  demonstrable 
intention  to  lea?e  the  r^alm.  It  follows, 
then,  that  the  iQ?aluable  privilege  of  arrest 
tMifore  judgment,  is,  in  effect,  rescinded 
without  any  equivalents  end  it  would  cer^ 
taiply  be  quite  as  well  not  to  make  a 
show  of  giving  onei  for  no  equivalent 
ean  eaist  while  human  nstore  remains  as  it 
is*  L.el  any  hon*  Gentleman  read  the 
copious  and  convincing  evidence  subjoined 
to  tbf^  Cpmrnon  taw  Report,  as  to  the 
preventive  effect  of  arrest  before  judg- 
ment, and  the  practical  efficacy  which  in 
that,  as  well  as  in  other  ways,  is  fpund  to 
belong  to  it,  and  decide  for  himself,  whe* 
(her  the  learned  Attorney-General  is  not 
meditating  great  mischief  to  the  public  7 
And  why  i4  ell  thi^  to  be  ?  What  is  the 
iiMWiiiy  for  it  ?  Hftv«  the  manafaoturerif 


the  traders,  the  merehtnts,  and  the  ban- 
kers, petitioned  this  House  fer  audi  a 
Bill  ?  I  will  not  suppose  that  the  learned 
Attorney-General  is  Incited  by  a  vain  de- 
sire for  popular  applause,  or  that  he  has 
given  a  pledge  to  the  needy  writers  of 
paragraphs,  which  he  thinks,  he  must 
redeem.  He  is,  doubtless,  actuated  by 
higher  and  better  motives.  But  the  only 
real  evils  that  attend  the  present  system, 
may  easily  be  prevented  at  less  cost.  They 
do  not  require  that  you  should  pull  down 
the  whole  edifice.  It  was  not  left  for  the 
Attorney-General,  or  for  these  times,  to 
discover  that  arrest  is  an  evil ;  but  our 
forefathers  thought  it  a  necessary  evil,  or 
one  more  than  repaid  by  its  numerous  and 
great  advantages,  liiis  is  not  one  of 
those  subjects  on  which  our  ancestors 
thought  superficially,  or  were  placed  at 
disadvantage  from  their  ignorance  of  any 
modern  discoveries,  as  they  are  supposed 
to  have  been  on  certain  points  of  political 
economy.  The  whole  case  was  before 
them,  and  frequently  and  elaborately  dls« 
cossed  I  and  tney  decided  to  retain  anrest 
and  imprisonment  for  debt.  It  is  remark- 
able, that  in  anciebt  Rome,  ft^eedem  from 
arrest  was  a  fhvourite  object  with  the 
Radicals  of  that  day,  but  was  always  op* 
posed  by  the  Senate,  who  would  no  more 
consent  to  it,  than  they  would  to  an 
agrarian  law  for  the  equal  division  of  pro- 
perty. But  where  the  legislators  of  other 
days  found  so  much  to  embarrass  them, 
the  Attorney-General  rushes  in,  without 
even  a  suspicion,  apparently,  that  there  la 
any  difficulty  to  be  surmounted.  I  ask 
the  House  whether  the  evidence  taken  by 
the  Common  Law  Commissioners,  wtfl 
warrant  the  passine  of  this  Bill  ?  What 
are  the  facts?  6f  445  bankers,  mer- 
chants, barristers,  attomevs,  and  traders, 
only  sixty-ono  expressed  any  opinion 
favourable  to  the  *abandonmsnt  of  arrest 
in  execution,  and  few  of  these  sixty-one 
spoke  positively.  Again,  it  appears  that 
in  every  state  in  Europe,  except  Portugal, 
arrest  in  execution  is  allowed.  Further, 
eighteen  out  of  twenty*tbree  foreign  jurists 
have  expressed  opinions  against  the  abo* 
lilion  of  arrest  in  execution.  The  weight 
of  evidence,  therefore,  is  decidedly  against 
this  Bill.  Nor  do  the  sentiments  expressed 
by  the  four  Commissioners  who  signed  the 
report,  go  to  the  length  of  recommending 
such  a  Bill  as  this.  Tar  from  it ;  and  the 
supplementary  pap^r  published  by  Mr. 
Sergeant  Stepbeni  dissents  in  the  itrongaet 
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manner  from  the  rash  and  unadvised  con- 
clusions on  which  this  Bill  is  founded. 
It  is  true  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Lam- 
beth, as  the  Jidus  Acfiates  of  the  learned 
Attorney-General,  has  stood  forth  promi- 
nently to  defend  this  Bill.  But,  with 
great  deference  to  his  talents,  his  authority, 
I  think,  will  hardly  outweigh  that  of  the 
host  of  persons  I  have  spoken  of.  Upon 
minor  and  subordinate  points,  the  Bill  is 
full  of  objections.  For  example,  it  throws 
upon  judges  at  chambers  an  enormous 
load  of  collateral  business,  in  addition  to 
their  present  duties  there,  which  are 
already  arduous  enough  to  encroach  ma- 
terially on  their  proper  province  in  court. 
Indeed,  I  expect  that  there  will  be  no 
more  anxious  opponents  of  this  Bill,  than 
the  judges  themselves,  when  their  attention 
IS  called  to  its  enactments.  The  learned 
Attorney-General  no  doubt  means  well, 
bat  I  would  respectfully  entreat  him  to 
lay  aside  his  rash  and  unadvised  endea- 
yours  to  improve  the  law  of  debtor  and 
creditor. '  He  must  be  aware,  that  change 
for  the  sake  of  change  is  seldom  good — 
that  the  experience  of  ages  ought  not 
rashly  to  be  despised ;  and  that  a  man 
may  have  a  competent  knowledge  of  law, 
and  be  well  skilled  in  its  administration, 
without  possessing  that  rare  sagacity,  and 
that  sound  and  comprehensive  wisdom, 
which  are  necessary  for  the  business  of 
safe  and  good  legislation.  Sir,  believing 
as  I  do,  that  this  Bill  is  totally  uncalled 
for,  that  its  object  by  such  means  cannot 
be  attained,  and  that  its  provisions  are  in 
the  highest  degree  fraught  with  injustice 
and  danger.  I  protest  against  it,  both  on 
the  part  of  debtors  and  creditors,  to  whom 
it  would  be  alike  injurious ;  and  I  move 
that,  as  regards  this  Bill,  the  House  go 
into  a  Committee  this  day  six  months. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
question  :— Ayes  95 ;  Noes  0.* 

House  in  dommittee  on  the  Bill.  On 
the  12th  clause, 

The  i4 /tomey- Genera/ moved  an  amend- 
ment, restraining  its  operation  to  persons 
who  would  be  subject  to  a  capias  ad  satis- 
/aeiendum  at  '  present,  and  exempting 
therefrom  persons  having  privilege  'of 
P&rliament. 

Mr.  Jervis  considered  that  this  amend- 
ment would  indirectly  sanction,  the  con- 

*  The  amendment  was  pressed  to  a  division 
against  Mr.  Richards*s  wish,  who  actually  voted 
with  the  majority  against  his  own  motion* 


tinuance  of  a  principle  which  be  deemed 
highly  objectionable,  and  should  therefore 
think  it  his  duty  to  divide  the  House 
against  it. 

The  SoUcitov'General  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  absurd  that  they  should  introduce 
into  a  Bill  abolishing  imprisonment  for 
debt,  any  provision  which  might  have  the 
effect  of  abolishing  the  privilege  of  Par- 
liament. 

Mr.  Lynch  did  not  think  that  by  sup. 
porting  the  amendment,  he  should  sanction 
the  privilege  of  freedom  from  arrest,  but 
he  felt  himself  bound  to  do  so,  from 
considering  the  present  state  of  the  law 
on  that  point. 

The  Attorney 'General  observed,  that 
the  law,  as  it  at  present  stood,  required 
a  property  qualification  for  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  guaranteed  to  them  free- 
dom from  arrest.  If  the  hon.  Member 
disapproved  of  this  part  of  the  law,  he 
might  introduce  a  measure,  having  direct 
reference  to  it,  but  the  object  of  the 
amendment  was  to  assimilate  the  Bill  as 
much  as  possible  to  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  Richards  maintained,  that  so  far 
from  allowing  Members  of  Parliament  to 
plead  privilege  for  non-payment  of  their 
debts,  they  should,  of  all  others,  be  most 
amenable  to  the  law  of  the  land  in  that 
respect. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Wilde  opposed  the 
amendment.  If  the  object  were  merely 
to  preserve  the  privilege  of  Parliament, 
the  words  proposed  to  be  inserted  were 
unnecessary,  and  might  be  dangerous. 
They  would,  he  contended,  raise  a  colla- 
teral argument  in  many  cases  against 
privilege  of  Parliament. 

The  Attorney-General  said,  the  ques-* 
tion  was  assuming  privilege  of  Parliament 
to  continue,  whether  or  not  the  words  were 
necessary.  If  they  were  not  introduced, 
the  person  of  a  Member  would  be  subject 
under  the  provisions  of  the  clause  to  a 
capias  ad  satisfaciendum. 

Viscount  Sandan  was  not  inclined  to 
push  privilege  of  Parliament  as  far  as  the 
Attorney-General.  Privilege  of  Par- 
liament should  not  apply  where  fraud  or 
crime  had  been  committed,  and  (he  proyi- 
sions  of  the  clause  contemplated  such 
cases  exclusively.  It  had  been  said,  that 
the  power  of  arrest  might  be  used  for 
political  purposes,  on  the  eve,  for  example, 
of  an  important  division.  But  a  series  of 
steps  haci  to  be  taken,  which  must  necea* 
sarily  occupy  some  time,  before  a  Member 
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could  be  deprived  of  the  power  of  attend- 
ing his  duty  in  Parliament.  He  could  not 
be  taken  by  surprise ;  the  power,  there- 
fore, was  not  likely  to  be  employed  to 
impede  the  deliberations  of  that  House. 

Mr.  Tooke  thought  it  would  be  unworthy 
of  Members  -to  avail  themselves  of  the 
protection  of  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  Attorney-General,  for  the  purpose  of 
cheating  their  creditors.  The  power 
could  only  apply  where  fraud  was  intended, 
the  debtor  having  refused  to  deliver  his 
schedule,  and  answer  the  questions  put 
by  the  Commissioners. 

The  SoUcUor-General  hoped  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chester  would 
not  persevere  in  his  opposition,  and  en- 
deavour by  a  side  wind  to  effect  a  most 
material  alteration  in  the  law  of  the  land 
with  respect  to  privilege  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  Jervis  ol^ected  to  qualification  and 
to  privilege  of  Parliament  altogether,  and 
must  therefore  persist  in  his  opposition. 

Mr.  M.  Philips  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chester  had  uken  the 
common  sense  and  just  view  of  this  ques- 
tion, and  he  hoped,  if  be  were  unsuccessful 
on  the  present  occasion^  he  would  not  be 
deterred  from  bringing  in  a  Bill  to  abolish 
privilege  of  Parliament  altogether. 

Mr.  Aglionby  did  not  think  the  amend- 
ment would  extend  privilege  of  Parlia- 
ment further  than  it  existed  at  present, 
but^  objecting  as  he  did^  to  its  principle, 
he  should  vote  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chester. 

Mr.  Freshfield  understood  the  leading 
object  of  this  Bill'was,  to  give  the  utmost 
facilities  for  following  the  property  of 
debtors;  and  the  person  of  Members  of 
Parliament  not  being  subject  to  arrest, 
why  should  their  property  not  be  made 
e  ually  chargeable  with  that  of  every 
other  class  of  his  Majesty's  subjects  ? 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Attorney- 
General's  motion :— Ayes  54;  Noes  51 : 
Majority  3. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to,  the  Bill 
to  be  reported. 

Hackket  Carriages  (Metropolis) 
Bill.]  Mr.  Alderman  Wood  moved  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill. 

House  counted  out. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Thursday,  March  2,  1 837. 

MmOTifi.]    PetitioBt  proented.    By  Lord*  Shaptssbcrt, 


ExBTBR,  tJie  Maniaai  of  Dowksbiiib,  th«  Duka  of 
WBLUNvroN,  and  the  Earl  of  Vbrolam,  ftom  Mvoral 
placet,  against  the  Abolition  of  Church  Rates.— By  Lords 
Bboooham,  Raonob*  and  several  other  noli eXonUf  flrom 
various  plaoet,  for  the  AboUtioo  of  Chuidi  Ratal. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  March  2,  1837. 

M1NUTB8.]  Bills.  Read  a  first  tixne:— Law  of  Libel; 
Freemen's  Admission ;  Penitentiary,  MiUbank ;  Post  OiBoB 
Acta  Repeal;  Pott  OfBoeOflfenoes;  Franking;  Post  OflloB 
Management;  Benefices  Plurality)  Public  Walks;  an4 
Public  Homes  Regulations. 

Post-OfficeReoitLations.]  Mr.Xa- 
bouchere  rose  to  ask  the  leave  of  the  House 
for  the   introduction  of  several  Bills,  to 
consolidate  the  laws  relating  to  the  Post- 
office.    Those  laws  were  now  scattered 
over  the  Statute  Book.     There  were  141 
ActSj  or  parts  of  Acts,  relating  to  the 
Post-office — they  were  so  numerous,  and 
so  scattered,  as  to  lead  to  great  inconve- 
nience to  the   public,  as  well  as  to  the 
department  which  they  regulated.      He 
thought,  and  had  long  felt,  that  it  wai 
extremely  desirable  that  those  Acts  should 
be  consolidated,  and  so  arranged  as  to  be 
easily  understood,  and  of  easy  access.   He 
felt  It  his  duty  to  the  authorities  of  the 
Post-office,  and  more  particularly  to  that 
very  intelligent  and  valuable  officer  of  the 
establishment,  Mr.  Peacock,  its  solicitor, 
to  say,  that  when  the  Commissioners  turned 
their  attention  to  this  subject,  they  found 
that  the  Post-office  authorities  had  already 
given  it  so  much  consideration,  that  little 
more  remained  to  be  done  than  to  submit 
these  Bills  to  the  House.    The  Govern- 
ment had  long  felt  the  necessity  for  such 
a  consolidation  of  the  laws,  and  he  be- 
lieved the  reason  of  the  delay  had  been  a 
fear,  on  their  part,  that  as  the  Bills  must 
comprise  every  point  relating  to  the  ma- 
nagement of  the   Post-office,  they  would 
lead  to  much  discussion,  and  would,  there- 
fore, interfere  with  the  progress  of  more 
important  Bills.     He  had  felt  so  strongly 
the  force  of  that  objection,  that,  notwith- 
standing his  extreme  desire  for  a  conso- 
lidation of  those  laws,  he  should  not  have 
felt  himself  justi6ed    in  introducing  the 
Bills,  had  he  not  communicated  with  those 
gentlemen  who  usually  took  part  in  the 
discussions  relative  to  the  Post-office,  and 
had  their  assurance  that  they  would  con- 
sider them  as  Bills  merely  for  consolidate 
ing  the  laws,  and  as  not  interfering  with 
the  other  matters  already  before  the  House 
relative  to  the  Post-office.  The  Bills  which 
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first  was  simply  to  repeal  all  prevtoiis  Acts 
relating  to  the  Post-office..   The  second 
was  to  regulate  the  criminal  laws  relating 
to  the  Post-office.    The  third  related  to 
the  management  of  the  Post-office,  and  the 
rates  of  postage  ;  and   the  fourth  to  the 
privilege   of    franking    letters.     He    had 
stated,  that  the  measure  he  proposed  was 
one   of  mere  consolidation,  and   that   it 
contained  no  substantial   alteration.     At 
the  same  time,  in  that  which  related  almost 
entirely  to  the  criminal  law,  he  believed 
there  was  no  difference  of  opinion,  as  to 
the  policy  of  the  alterations  which  he  meant 
to  propose.     He  was  therefore  desirous  of 
stating  these  alterations.    This  Bill  related 
almost  entirely  to  the  differences  existing 
between   the   punishments   for  the  same 
crimes  in  the  English  and  Iriish  Post-office. 
A  very  much  heavier  penalty  attached  to 
some  offences  in  England  than  in  Ireland. 
Offences  to  which  the  punishment  of  death 
attached  in  Ireland,  io  England  were  con* 
sidered  only  misdemeanours.    He  was  sure 
the  House  would  not  longer  allow  these 
differences  to  remain  on  the  statute-book, 
and  he  therefore  proposed  to  alter  the 
criminal  law  in  this  respect.  The  offence  of 
robbing  the  mail-coach,  or  of  stopping  it 
with  intent  to  rob,  was  punishable  with 
death  io   Ireland.     In   this  country  the 
punishment  was   transportation  for  life ; 
and  he  proposed  that  this  penalty,  in  fu- 
ture, should  attach  to  the  offence  in  Ire- 
land as  well  as  in  England.     He  proposed 
also,  that  the  offence  of  stealing  a  letter, 
or  opening  and  detaining  it,  should  be 
visited  with  the  same  punishment  in  Ire- 
land as  in  Great  Britain.    There  was  one 
other  point  of  difference  relating  to  the 
two   countries — namely,  the   privilege  of 
franking  enjoyed   by  the  Irish  Members 
and  the  English  Members.     He  proposed, 
in  future,  that  the  privilege  be  assimilated. 
He  would  conclude  by  moving  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill   to  alter  the  criminal  law 
relating  to  the  Post-office. 


not.  He  thoQght  great  good  would  be 
effected  by  making  one  or  two  good  laws 
out  of  the  whole. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  it  was  of  no  use  to 
pass  laws,  unless  there  was  an  efficient 
executive  to  carry  them  into  effect.    The 
Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer,  last  year, 
had  introduced  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
altering  the  executive  of  the  Post-office ; 
that  Bill  passed  that  House  with  little  or 
no  opposition,  but  in  another  place  it  was 
thrown  aside,  on  the  ground  that  they  had 
not  time  to  attend  to  it.     It  was  of  great 
importance  that  the  change  in   the  Post- 
office  proposed  last  Session,  if  it  were  to  be 
introduced  this  Session  at  all,  should  be 
introduced  as  soon  as  possible.     The  pro- 
position was,  to  place  the   executive  in 
Commissioners  instead  of  one  Postmaster- 
General,  who  was  a  Peer,  and  had  too 
much  to  do  elsewhere,  to  enable  him  to 
attend  to  the  affairs  of  the  Post-office.  He 
(Mr.   Hume)   did    not  think  that  there 
would    be   much    advantage  derived    by 
having  the  head  of  the  Post-office  in  the 
House  of  Commons ;  but  he  was  unwilling 
to  throw  any  difficulties  in  the  way  of  the 
plan  of  the  Oovernment.     He  hoped  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
state  that  he  intended  speedily  to  intro- 
duce the  Bill,  so  that  it  might  have  full 
consideration  in  the  other  House,  and  not 
be  rejected  under  the  plea,  that  it  was 
sent  up   there  at  a   late  period   of  the 
Session.    There  was  no  department  of  tbe 
public  revenue  that  required  so  much  at* 
tention  as  the  Post-office.     The  amount 
of  revenue  derived   from  the   Post-office 
was  the  same  indeed  as  it  was  fifteen  years 
ago,  which  could   only   be  attributed    to 
great  neglect  and  mismanagement.  It  was 
therefore  due  to  the  country,  if  the  Post- 
office  were  to  be  made  a  source  of  revenue, 

which  he  thought  a  bad  principle,  that  it 
should    be  rendered   as  advantageons  as 

possible.      He   trusted  they   would   soon 


have  a  Post-office  executive,  which  would 
Mr.  Wallace  seconded  the  motion.    He  |  render  that  department  efficient  for  the 

purposes  for  which  it  was  established, 
and  productive  of  profit — at  present  it  was 
neither. 

TheChahcellor  of  the  Exchequer  adhered 
to  the  opinion  which  he  had  expressed  last 
Session,  that  the  Post-office  department, 
in    its  present  state,  was  defective.      lie 
ndnnitid  also,  that  in  order  thnt^measures 
of  this  kind  should  be  brought  to  a  satis- 
factory conclusion,  they  ought  tu    be    ia* 
troduced  at  an  early,  not  at  a  late  period. 


could  assure  the  House,  that  after  a  most 
anxious  inquiry  into  the  laws,  it  was  now 
proposed  to  consolidate,  he  was  convinced 
that  this  was  one  of  the  most  beneficial 
measures  that  had  been  brought  before 
the  house  for  a  long  series  of  years.  The 
laws  upon  this  subject  amounted  in  number 
to  160  or  164,  he  could  not  say  which,  as 
they  were  in  such  a  state  of  confusion,  as 
to  render  It  almost  impossible  to  determine 
which  bad  been  repealed,  and  which  had 
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of  the  Session,  in  order  to  gifte  time  for 
their  consideration  in  another  place ;  and, 
without  pledging  himself  to  the  details 
of  the  measure,  he  would  state,  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
introduce  a  Bill,  in  a  few  days,  on  the 
subject. 

Leave  was  given  to  bring  in  the  Bills. 

Stamp    Duties — Makine    Assur- 
ances.]]    Mr.  Robinson f  in  pursuance  of 
the  notice  he  had  given,  rose  to  present  a 
petition  for   the   repeal  of  the  duty  on 
marine  asaurancesy  from  merchants,  ship- 
owners, underwriters,  and  insurance  agents 
of  London.     He   had,   he  said,   also  to 
submit  a  resolution    upon   this  subject. 
The  petition,  coming,  as  it  did,  from  the 
intelligence,  respectability,  and  wealth  of 
the  ciiy  of  London,  connected  with  the 
trade,  commerce,  and  navigation  of  the 
country,  supported  also  by  petitions  from 
England,  Ireland^  and  Scotland,  and  from 
all  the  large  trading  and  manufacturing 
towns  of  the  kingdom,  he  was  certain 
would  have  great  weight  with  the  House. 
In  bringing  forward  the  motion  of  which 
he  had  given  notice,  for  the  gradual  dimi- 
nution of  stamp  duties  upon  marine  policies, 
he  had,  he  considered,  a  right  to  advert  to 
the  petitions  presented  last  year  upon  that 
subject.      To  prove  the  impolicy  of  this 
tax,  the  discouragement  it  inflicted  upon 
British    insurances,    and    how    much    it 
tended  to  promote  successful  foreign  com- 
petition, he  observed   that   in   1810  the 
amount    of   imports     and     exports    was 
80,707,823/.,  upon  which  the  stamp  duty 
on  marine  policies  was  414,205/.;  and  at 
present,  when  the  imports  and   exports 
were  125,396,225/.,  so  far  from  the  stamp 
duty   on   marine    policies   being  on   the 
increase,    it    had    dwindled   down   from 
414,205/.   to  219,000/.     What  was  the 
case  in  Hamburgh  and  other  cities  which 
coped  with  this  country  in  the  same  branch 
of  trade  ?     In  Hamburgh,  the  amount  paid 
for  marine  policies  in  1814  was  41,791,000 
marcs  banco,  And  in  1835  it  increased  to 
195,233,000.     In  Amsterdam,  the  amount 
paid  in   1810  was  36,450,000  francs,  in 
1835    it    increased    to    82,820,000.     In 
Antwerp,  the  amount  was  741,120/.   in 
1821,    and    the     increase    in     1835    to 
1,200,000/.      There    had    been   a  great 
increase  in  other  countries,  while  the  tax 
was    dwindling    away    so    much    in  this 
as  now  to  be  hardly  an  object  to  the  revenue. 
He  considered  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


roan,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exehequery 
had  furnished  him  with  an  irresistible  ar* 
gument  upon  this  subject,  should,  indeed, 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  be  now  dis- 
posed to  offer  any  opposition  to  his  motion* 
Last  year  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  took  credit  to  himself  for 
having  adopted  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
when  he  addressed  that  House  in  the  year 
1830.  Upon  that  occasion,  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  commented  upon  the 
impolicy  of  the  duty  on  marine  insurances. 
He  then  observed  that  the  stamp  duties  on 
marine  policies   amounted   to  282,000/., 
when  the  tonnage  was  3,935,000/.     in 
1826   the  stamp  duties  on  sea  policies 
amounted  to  only  219,000/.,  though  the 
tonnage  had  increased  to  5,154,000/.     In 
consequence  of  this  impolitic  course,  the 
insurances    went  away  to   Holland   and 
America,  where  the  premiums,  including 
the  duty,  were  less.     So  convinced    was 
Lord  Althorp,   when  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  of  the  impolicy  of  this  tax^ 
that  he  made  some  reduction  in  it*— a  re* 
dociion  which  that  noble  Lord  calculated 
would  affect  the  revenue  to  the  amo4int  of 
100,000/.;  but  which  was  in  fact  such  ■ 
relief  to  the  commercial  world  (slight  even 
as  it  was),  that  the  loss  to  the  public  re* 
venue  did  not  exceed  10,000/.     He  was 
aware  that  Members  of  the  House,  placed 
as  he  was,  were  always  likely  to  meet 
with  opposition  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  when  they  brought  forward  re- 
solutions similar  to  that. he  was  about  to 
submit  to  the  House,  for  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  disliked  any  Member  of 
the  House  interfering  with  what  he  re* 
garded  as  his  peculiar  functions.     He  was 
aware  that  there  were  already  notices  on 
the  books  for  a  repeal  of  the  soap-tax,  for 
a  repeal  of  the  window-duties,  and  that 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire, would  attempt  once  more  to  pro- 
cure a  repeal  of  the  malt>tax.     He  would 
give  one  short  reason   why  the    House 
ought  to   prefer  a  repeal  of  the  stamp 
duties  on  marine  policies.     They  exceeded 
by    very    little    two    hundred    thousand 
pounds ;  and  it  was  quite  clear  that  if  the 
Government  and  the  Legislature  were  dis- 
posed to  give  up  the  tax,  they  had  not  the 
same  difficulty  to  encounter  which  they 
had  with   the  other  taxes,  the  repeal  of 
which  was  proposed,  namely,  that  none  of 
the   latter  could   be    abandoned,    unless 
some  other  tax  was  resorted  to  to  supply 
2Q2 
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tbeir  place.  His  resolution,  he  wished  to 
observe,  did  not  bind  the  House  to  a  repeal 
of  the  stamp  duty  this  Session,  but  that 
the  House  would  taice  it  into  their  early 
consideration.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  give  no  promise  either  to  repeal 
or  reduce  this  obnoxious  tax,  it  would  be 
his  (Mr  Robinson's)  duty,  in  connexion 
with  those  who  were  so  much  interested 
on  the  subject,  to  have  a  petition  for- 
waMed,  and.  to  take  the  sense  of  that 
House  respecting  it,  in  order  that  they 
mighi  ascertain  how  many  Members  of 
that  House  thought  that  such  an  obnoxious 
tax  ought  to  be  continued.  He  was  not 
awiire  that  it  whs  necessary  for  him  longer 
to  liuulile  the  House.  He  would  merely 
stHte  ihut  there  whs  another  tax  foruhich 
a  claim  had  been  put  m,  and  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  mitiht  think 
inierposed  a  reasonable  ot^jection  to  his 
concurring  in  this  motion.  There  was  a 
claim,  and  a  very  powerful  one.  on  be- 
half of  come  reduction  of  the  taxation  of 
the  policiea  upon  fire-insurances.  It  was 
pfifectly  well  known  that  the  duties  upon 
6re  policies  were  higher  nominally  than 
those ^  upon  marine- policies.  But  the 
reaaon  why  he  considered  that  his  claim 
was  stronger  in  favour  of  a  reduction  of 
the  duty  than  fire-policies  was,  that 
marine- policies  were  chargeable,  perhaps 
twenty  times  every  year,  by  the  succession 
of  their  voyages,  but  the  duty,  upon  fire- 
policies  was  only  charged  once  a-year, 
nor  was  it  even  levied  again  upon  a  dweU 
ling-house  being  changed  into  a  ware- 
house. This  was  a  reason  why  he  thought 
that  the  claim  for  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  upon  fire-insurances  was  not  so 
atrong.  He.  also  considered  that  the 
amount  arising  from  fire-insurances  was 
Tery  large,  and  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  were  to  volunteer  their  reduc- 
tion some  other  tax  must  be  substituted. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  were  prepared  to 
tell  the  House  that  he  was  satisfied  of  the 
policy  of  no  longer  continuing  this  impost, 
and  that  he  should  be  prepared  to  come 
down  to  the  House  during  the  present 
Session  with  a  proposition  for  the  repeal 
or  reduction  of  this  tax,  he  should  best 
discharge  his  duty  by  leaving  the  iHatter  in 
the  hands  of  that  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  the 
House  that  he  was  not  so  prepared,  and 
gave  no  reason  to  hope  for  such  an  aboli- 
tion, he  should  be  obliged*  in  the  dis- 


charge of  his  doty,  to  divide  the  House* 
He  would  conclude  by  reading  the  terms 
of  his  motion,  which  was  to  this  effect, 
**  That  the  gradual  diminution  of  stamp 
duty  derived  from  marine- policies,  during 
several  years  of  increasing  trade,  com- 
merce and  navigation,  has  fully  demon- 
strated the  impolicy  of  this  tax,  in  the  dis- 
couragement of  British  insurances,  and 
the  promotion  of  successful  foreign  com- 
petition, and  that  it  is  the  duty  of  this 
House  to  take  an  early  opportunity  to  re- 
peal or  reduce  the  same." 

Sir  John  R.  Reid  seconded  the  motion. 
He  knew  well  all  the  circumstances  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred^ 
he  knew  the  weight  which  ought  to  attach 
to  his  arguments  on  this  subject,  and  he 
therefore  seconded  the  motion  with  sincere 
pleasure  and  satisfaction.  He  hoped  that 
after  the  circumstances  detailed  in  the 
petition  presented  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  the  mode  in  which  he  had  brought 
those  circumstances  before  the  House, 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  grant  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners, 
and  ofiTer  np  opposition  to  this  motion. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
he  certainly  had  nothing  to  complain  of  ia 
the  manner  in  which  bis  hon.  Friend  had 
introduced  this  motion ;    he  had  stated 
his  case  shortly,  and  had  stated  briefly  the 
arguments  that  pressed   in  favour  of  it. 
His  hon.  Friend  told  him  that  if  he  would 
only  say  that  he  meant  to  reduce  this  tax 
in  the  present  Session  he  would  not  divide 
the     House.       Undoubtedly    any    other 
Gentleman  whom  he  had  ever  yet  heard 
in  that  House  would  likewise  be  indisposed 
to  divide  the  House  if  he  could  obtain  the 
whole  of  his  objects  without  a  division* 
The  proposition  of  his  hon.  Friend,  even 
on  his  own  showing,  did  not  go  to  the  ex- 
tent of  committing  the  House  of  Commons 
to  repeal  or  reduce  the  duty  in  the  pre- 
sent year;,  it  merely  referred  to  some  early 
period — it  was  very  uncertain,  and  cer- 
tainly did  not  compel  the  House  to  the 
repeal  of  the  duty  in  the  present  year. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  if  he 
would  only  promise  to  repeal  this  tax  ia 
the  present  year,  or,  in  other  words,  if  he 
got  more  than  he  asked  in  his  resolution,  be 
would  abstain  from  pressing  the  house  lo 
a  division.      He  would  at  once  say  that 
he  did  not  think  that  these  petitioners  had 
no  claim  to  relief.     If  he  said  any  such 
thing,  he  should  say  what  he  certainly  did 
not  feel.    He  thought  that  the  petitioners 
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had  an  undoabted  claim  to  be  considered 
with  respect  to  their  complaints.  But  it 
was  very  easy  for  any  Gentleman  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject  of  marine  in. 
iurance,  or  fire  insarance,  or  any  other 
tax,  to  make  out  a  case  against  the  exist- 
ence of  that  tax.  There  was  scarcely  any 
tax  that  would  stand  discussion  on  its  own 
merits.  They  were  all  evils  in  themselves, 
and  it  was  scarcely  possible  to  name  a  tax 
which  could  not  be  proved  to  be  objection- 
able in  its  nature.  They  were  all  evil,  and 
he  at  once  admitted  that  this  was  an  evil 
tax.  But  in  determining  upon  the  repeal 
of  taxes,  he  would  only  ask  Gentlemen  to 
consider  whether  it  was  possible  to  deal 
vrith  the  question  of  repeal  of  taxation 
except  upon  the  principle  of  showing  the 
inconvenience  felt  from  one  tax  in  com- 
parison with  the  inconvenience  attending 
the  continuance  of  another.  The  House 
could  not  at  present  come  to  any  decision 
on  this  subject.  They  were  not  in  posses- 
sion of  the  actual  state  of  the  6nances ; 
they  were  just  at  the  close  of  the  financial 
year,  and  the  House  had  not  yet  heard 
what  was  the  actual  surplus  of  income 
over 'expenditure.  They  had  no  means 
of  judging  what  disposable  income  would 
remain  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  House ; 
and  yet  the  hon.  Gentleman  called  upon 
the  House  absolutely  to  come  to  a  defi- 
nite decision.  On  a  former  occasion  he 
believed  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
gave  notice  of  a  motion  on  the  subject  of 
the  cotton  duties.  He  took  the  liberty  of 
stating  on  that  occasion,  and  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  stating  to  his  hon. 
Friend,  who  made  this  motion,  that  he 
really  would  not  undertake  to  argue  these 
taxes  in  detail  till  he  had  an  opportunity 
of  ascertaining  what  was  the  amount  of 
disposable  surplus,  and  how  that  amount 
could  be  best  applied.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  himself  stated,  that  there  were  on  the 
orders  of  the  House,  notices  with  respect 
to  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  malt,  on 
soap,  on  cottons,  on  tobucco,on  windows. 
On  fire  insurances,  and  on  life  insurances. 
Now  he  was  not  disposed,  on  the  mere 
statemeut  of  his  hon.  Friend  to  sfiirm  the 
proposition  that  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  marine  insurances  stood  so  pre-eminent 
over  all  other  taxes  that  he  was  bound  to 
give  it  the  preference,  and  not  to  consider 
it  with  reference  to  the  claims  of  other 
petitioners,  but  to  take  this  question  up 
at  once,  and  give  it  the  preference  over  all 
olfaersf     He  would  say,  that  his  hon. 


Friend's  motion  was  one  which  called- for 
the  serious  consideration  of  that  House : 
he  was  perfectly  willing  to  say  that  it 
should  be  taken  into  the  most  serious  con* 
sideration  of  his  Majesty's  Government. 
When  the  proper  time  arrived,  he  should 
be  prepared,  if  he  assented  to  the  doctrine 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  to  propose  a  reduction 
of  this  duty ;  or  if  he  did  not  assent  to 
that  proposition,  he  would  state  the  rea* 
sons  that  induced  him  to  give  the  prefer- 
ence to  reduction  in  some  other  branch  of 
the  revenue.  Beyond  this  he  would  not 
go.  He  did  not  think  that  it  would  be 
just  with  respect  to  other  Gentlemen  wh6 
bad  been  induced  to  suspend  their  motions 
until  the  period  of  the  Budget.  His  hon. 
Friend  knew  that  the  period  was  not  very 
remote,  and  that  tbev  were  at  the  close 
of  the  financial  year.  He  would  therefore 
say  that,  in  his  opinion,  his  hon.  Friend 
would  best  consult  the  interests  of  those 
whom  he  represented  on  this  occasion  if 
he  leil  the  matter  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government.  At  the  same  time,  be 
was  unwillinfc  to  sit  down  without  expres. 
sing  some  difference  of  opinion  from  the 
statements  that  had  fallen  from  his  hon. 
Friend,  and  more  especially  in  expressing 
a  serious  diff*erence  of  opinion  from  a 
paper  which  had  been  industriously  cir- 
culated and  put  into  the  hands  of  Members 
of  that  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  that  this  was  a  dwindling  duty. 
Now  this  was  not  the  fact.  So  far  was  it 
from  being  the  fact,  that  when  they  made 
the  reduction  in  1833,  thereby  carrying 
into  effect  the  proposition  that  had  been 
received  from  the  committee  at  Llovd's, 
from  that  period  it  had  not  l>een  a  falling, 
but  an  augmenting  duty.  In  the  year 
endinsr  in  January,  1835,  the  duty  wm 
201,000/.;  in  January,  i836,  it  wa^ 
218,000/. ;  and  in  January  of  the  present 
vear   it  amounted   to  254  000/.      These 

• 

figures  showed  that  the  duty  wasi  not,  as 
the  hon.  Genilem«in  said,  griduully  di- 
minishing. It  showed  also  lh«it  Ihcy 
might,  in  some  instances,  inHkeredu  li  ns 
without  HHv  loss  of  revenue.  The  decla- 
ration of  ibis  being  a  f.illin<r  dutv  he  met 
with  the  simple  Hnnouucemrnt  of  its  Iw^nif 
an  increasin^r  one.  He  wa.<  uu  will  in*;  lo 
move  a  ne:;ative  of  th^  hon.  Gpiitlwnau's 
proposition  if  he  drove  it  to  'i  division  :  he 
would  rather  move  the  previous  quest  inn 
than  a  direct  negative.  But,  indepen- 
dently of  other  objections,  he  bad  already 
Stated  bis  objection  to  any  resolution  betag 
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patoa  tbejoarnals  of  Parliament  which 
was  so  vague  aod  uncertain,  and  which 
left  every  individual  Member  to  put  upon 
it  any  interpretation  he  pleased.  It  did 
not  even  pledge  the  House  to  consider 
the  subject  in  the  present  Session.  Ue 
thought  it  would  be  much  better,  under 
all  the  circumstances,  to  leave  the  matter 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government.  He 
would  give  no  pledge,  except  that  he 
would  consider  these  claims  in  common 
with  the  other  claims,  and  that  he  would 
give  them  all  their  due  weight.  He  would, 
however,  admit  that  he  believed  the 
statement  of  his  hon.  Friend  was  correct 
when  he  stated  that  one  effect  of  the  pre- 
sent  high  rate  of  duty  had  undoubtedly 
driven  to  the  Continent  a  great  deal  of  the 
business.  He  would  again  repeat  that  he 
would  take  this  subject  into  consideration, 
but  he  must  object  to  these  resolutions, 
which,  even  if  they  were  good  in  them- 
aelves,  were  drawn  up  in  so  vague  and  in- 
definite a  manner  that  they  appeared  to 
pledge  the  House  to  something,  when,  in 
reality,  they  pledged  them  to  nothing.  On 
these  grounds  he  felt  bound  to  oppose  the 
motion. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  hoped,  that 
after  the  statement  made  by  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  his  hon.  Friend 
would  not  press  this  motion.  The  right 
hoa.  Gentleman  admitted  that  a  case  had 
been  made  out,  and  promised  to  take  the 
subject  into  his  most  serious  consideration 
between  this  time  and  the  period  of  the 
financial  statement.  Under  these  circum. 
stances,  he  was  convinced  that  his  hon. 
Friend  would  best  consult  the  interest  of 
the  parties  whom  he  represented  by  not 
pressing  this  question.  He  was  as  warm 
an  advocate  of  the  reduction  of  this  duty 
as  his  hon.  Friend;  and  when  he  entreated 
him  to  withdraw  his  motion,  he  did  so, 
entertaining  a  confident  expectation  ihat, 
upon  consideration  of  the  case,  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  feel  called 
upon  to  propose  either  the  total  repeal  of 
this  duty,  or  a  very  largo  reduction. 

Mr,  Hume,  having  brought  forward  this 
question  ten  years  ago,  was  unwilling  to 
allow  the  discussion  to  drop  without  offer- 
log  a  few  observations.  He  thought  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
stated  a  convincing  reason  why  this  sub- 
ject ought  to  be  brought  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  when  he  admitted 
that  a  great  part  of  the  insurance  business 
was  traosferred  to  the  opposite  coMt0| 


thereby  destroying  a  profitable  branch  of 
trade  without  any  relief  to  the  shipping 
interest.  This  point  was  of  considerable 
importance  in  the  consideration  of  this 
question.  This  tax  was  exceedingly  in- 
jurious in  its  operation.  Of  this  he  was 
quite  sure,  that  until  Members  of  that 
House  brought  forwaixl  the  several  taxes 
that  pressed  most  severely  on  their  con- 
stituents and  the  different  interests  of  the 
country,  unless  they  discussed  the  objec« 
tion  that  might  be  laid  against  them,  and 
the  reasons  for  them,  they  could  not  ex- 
pect that  the  public  would  derive  much 
relief  from  taxation.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, that  the  hon.  Member  for  Worcester 
had  done  good  service  in  calling  the  more 
immediate  attention  of  the  House  and  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  this 
subject.  It  was  really  a  sound  and  true 
principle  to  press  home  and  strongly ;  and 
the  more  taxes  the  Government  was  asked 
to  remit,  the  better  was  the  chance  of  the 
reduction  of  some  of  them.  He  would 
advise  the  hon.  Gentleman,  after  the  de- 
claration of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, not  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
upon  his  motion ;  but  if  it  were  not 
brought  forward  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  the  hon.  Gentleman  might  at 
a  future  period  fairly  submit  the  quest ioo 
to  the  House,  and  take  the  opinion  of  the 
House  upon  it. 

Lord  Sandon  concurred  in  the  recom. 
mendation  that  hud  been  given  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Worcester,  not  to  divide 
the  House  upon  this  motion.  It  was  but 
fair  to  wait  and  sec  what  measures  would 
be  proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex« 
chequer  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Hobinson  would  not  divide  the 
House.  The  strength  of  bis  case  had  been 
admitted,  and  he  considered  that  what  fell 
from  the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer  was 
equivalent  to  saying  that  he  would  bestow 
upon  the  subject  his  favourable  considera- 
tion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Turnpike  Roads.]  Mr.  Mackinnam 
rose  to  move  the  re -appointment  of  the 
Committee  on  turnpike  tolls  and  trusts, 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  such  legisla- 
tive enactments  as  ought  to  be  recom* 
mended  on  the  subject.  It  would,  in  bia 
estimation,  and  in  that  of  tlie  Committee 
generally  (which  sat  last  year),  be  most 
desirable  to  maintain  the  various  turnpike* 
roads  throughout  the  country  by  a  boai^ 
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rato  equiubly  levied,  and  carefully  appro- 
priated, BO  as  (o  secure  a  cheap  and  satis- 
factory mode  of  communication.  The  ob- 
ject which  he  sought  to  attain  by  the  re^ap- 
pointment  of  the  Committee  was  to  sub- 
mit to  their  consideration  a  measure 
similar  in  principle  to  that  which  he  had 
brought  forward  during  the  administration 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member 
forTamworlh,  for  the  purpose  of  consoli- 
dating their  trusts  in  the  management  and 
outlay ;  but  diflfering  from  it  in  this  re- 
spect— that  instead  of  a  central  board  in 
London,  he  would  propose  the  establish- 
ment of  such  boards  in  tlie  different  coun- 
try towns,  under  tlie  management  either 
of  Commissioneis,  or  of  the  courls  of 
quarter  sessions;  so  that  no  new  turnpike 
act  would  be  enabled  to  pass  without,  in 
the  first  instance,  receiving  their  sanction : 
bills  promoted  by  local  boards  of  this  dc. 
scription  would  be  infinitely  more  palat- 
able to  the  country  generally  than  bills  for 
similar  purposes  emanating  from  a  central 
board,  managed  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Stale,  and  influenced  immediatelyas  would 
be  universally  supposed,  by  his  Majesty's 
Ministers.  The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving^  the  re-appointment  of 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  was  not  disposed  to  ac- 
cede to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  motion.  He 
should  have  no  objection  to  the  renewal  of 
the  Committee,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  extend  its  labours  to  Ireland 
and  Scotland.  Upon  the  single  branch  of 
the  inquiry  to  which  their  labours  had  been 
hitherto  directed  (he  alluded  to  the  turn- 
pike trusts  in  England)  they  had  already 
completed  their  report.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  hon.  Gentleman  bringing  for- 
ward the  measure  upon  this  subject  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  and  should  be  happy 
to  give  to  it  his  most  attentive  considera*- 
tion ;  but  he  did  not  at  the  same  time 
think  that  there  was  any  necessity  for  re- 
appointing the  Committee.  With  reference 
to  turnpike  trusts  generally,  he  would  ob- 
serve, that  the  necessity  for  consolidation, 
strict  economy  of  outlay,  publicity  of  the 
accounts,  and  abolition  of  useless  offices, 
was  becoming  every  day  more  strikingly 
apparent. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  no  intention  whatever  existed  upon 
the  part  of  Government-  to  throw  any  im- 
pediment in  the  way  of  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  the  Member  for  Lymington.  He 
would  suggest  to  that  hon.  Member  to 


bring  in    his   Bill,   which   could    subse- 
quently, if  necessary^  be  referred  for  coa«* 
sideration  to  the  re-appointed  Committee. 
Motion  withdrawn. 

Gunpowder    Exflosu)n   in   Lims«* 
RICK.]]     Mr.    William  Roche  said,   that 
his   motive  in  calling  for   the  document 
alluded  to  in  the  notice  of  motion  on  the 
Order  Book,  was  to  solicit  the  attention^ 
and  endeavour  to  persuade  and  prevail  od 
the  justice,  or  at  least  to  excite  the  sym*- 
pathy  and  compassion  of  Parliament,  of 
Government,  and  the  country  on  behalf 
of  the  unfortunate  and  innocent  sufferers 
by  tlie  disastrous  consequences  of  the  gun«i 
powderexplosion  which  occurred  in  the  City 
of  Limerick  about  two   months  ago,     an 
event  which   was    deeply   interesting  to 
every   portion   of  the  empire;    for  evea 
while  he  was  speaking  a  similar  fatality 
might  be  happening  in  some  other  locality, 
and  he  therefore  trusted  the  House  would 
kindly  attend  to  him  while  he  gave  as  brief 
as  possible  a  detail  of  this   unfortunate 
occurrence.     His   attention   was  directed 
to  this  subject  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session,  aware  that,  however  lively 
the  impulse  of  feeling  and  pity  might  be 
on  the  first  announcement  of  such  a  ca- 
lamity, yet  that  sympathy  was  a  plant  of 
very   fleeting  nature,  and   as   a   French 
writer  aptly  said,  '*  Mankind  can  bear  the 
afflictions  of  others  with  great  Ghristiaa 
patience;''  but  the  various  interrupt  ions  to 
which  motions  were  liable,  prevented  an 
earlier  notice  of  the  subject.   He  was  him* 
self  an  eye-witness  of  that  awful  and  de- 
structive calamity  and  he  could  unfeign- 
edly  assure  the  House  no  picture,  however 
vivid — nocolouring,  however  heightened— 
no    description,     however   heart-rending, 
could  exceed  the  sad  and  shocking  reality. 
In  a  moment  several  houses  disappeared 
as  if  swallowed  up  by  an  earthquake,  or 
prostrated  by  some  supernatural  ageney. 
The  gas  lights  were  at  once  and  simulta- 
neously extinguished  in  that  vicinity,  and 
the  street  presented  a  terrific  gloom,  while 
the  gathering  crowd  were  left  in  darknesa 
and  in  doubt  as  to  the  cause  and  the  ex« 
tent  of  the  calamity.     The   unfortunate 
inmates  were  of  course  buried  under  the 
ruins,  and  the  piteous  moans,  the  agoni* 
zing  appeals  made  by  the  surviving  rela* 
tives  to  disentomb  and  save  their  unfor* 
tunate  friends,  still  rang  in  his  ears  and 
harrowed  up  his  feelings.    Although  the 
persons  present  were  deeply  anitioiifl  to 
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meet  such  an  appeal,  circumstancei  pain- 
fully  but  imperatively  forbad   it.      The 
lateness  of  the  hour,  nearly  midnight,  and 
the  apprehension  that  more  powder  might 
exist  in  the  ruins,  and  by  collision,  in  the 
dark,  might  explode,   and  the  dangerous 
state  of  the  surrouii>lin^  houses,  the  walls 
of  which  were,  in  fact;  tottering  to  their 
fall,   all  prevented  them   from*^assisting. 
All  these  considerations    compelled   4he 
magistracy,  the  army,  who  promptly  gave 
their  valuable  aid,  and  the  people,  to  for- 
bear till  morning.     About  thirty  persons 
in  all  suffered  either  loss  of  life  or  limb, 
or  experienced  some  grievous  injury;  but 
if  the  calamity  had  happened  a  couple  of 
hours  earlier,  one  hundred  persons  at  least 
would  have  become  victims.     Life  or  limb 
were,  of  course,  beyond  the  power  of  Par- 
liament to  restore,  but  some  pecuniary 
relief  to  the  innocent  sufferers  in  property 
was  within  the  power,  and,  he  trusted, 
within  the  inclinations  and  province  of  a 
paternal  Legislature  and  a  compassionate 
people.     Some  few  persons  lost  their  all, 
and  were  at  once,  and  without  any  fault, 
reduced  from  comfort  and  independence, 
to  poverty  and  destitution,  while  others 
had  lost  more  or  less,  for  every  window 
in  the  neighbouring  houses  was  shattered 
to  atoms.     Nevertheless,  a  few  thousand 
pounds;    perhaps  eight,     or  any    thing 
Parliament  might  be  disposed  to  grant, 
would  afford  relief,  and  surely  that  was  no 
great  sum   to  ask  on  such  an  occasion 
from  the  sympathy  of  a  great  and  humane 
nation.     Relief  for  such  purposes  was  not, 
he  believed,  unusual,  and  had  been,  he 
understood,  conferred  on  sufferers  in  the 
West  Indies,  when  hurricanes  devastated 
those  regions.     Limerick,  however,  had  a 
claim  on  the  justice  of  Parliament— be- 
cause this  calamity  arose  out  of  an  inju. 
dicious  state  of  the  law  in   permitting  a 
universal  and  promiscuous  sale  for  so  dan- 
gerous an  article.     Moreover,  the  magis- 
tracy there  had  memorialised  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment previously   and   timely  on  the 
subject;    and  their  application   was,  as 
usual,  promptly  noticed  by  (he  excellent 
Viceroy,  but  before  any  satisfactory  ar- 
rangement could  be  adopted,  the  unhappy 
reality  arrived.  This  misfortune  to  Limeric 
ought,  he  thought,  at  once  lead  to  a  more 
safe  mode  of  vending  gunpowder ;  and, 
in  his  opinion,  and  in  that  of  his  consti- 
tuents, it  would  be  wisest  to  confine  its 
sale  to  a  public  dep6t,  superintended  by  a 
public  responsible  officer ;  or  that,  if  sale 


were  at  all  permitted  to  private  persons, 
it  should  be  in  canisters  only.    If  this  dis- 
aster to  Limerick  produced  as  it  ought  to 
necessary  a  protection  to  every  other  part 
of  the  country,  could  that  country  or  its 
representatives  refuse  or  begrudge  a  few 
pounds  to  remunerate  Limerick,  whose 
misfortune  had  caused  this  improvement 
and  protection?  Under  these  circumstances 
and  considerations,   he  thought  he  had 
made  out  a  case  which  called  upon  the 
justice  of  the  Legislature,  or,  at  all  events, 
on  its  sympathy,    for  relief  to  the  suf- 
ferers in  Limerick.  In  Cork,  too,  and  else- 
where,   the  greatest  alarm  existed,  and 
public  meetings  were  convened  for  the 
purpose.  But  perhaps  it  will  be  replied,  let 
the  gentry  subscribe ;  to  which  he  would 
answer,  that  any  one  acquainted  with^-an 
Irish  provincial  town  (and  no  one  knew 
Limerick  better  than  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,)  would  admit  that  the  residents 
were  utterly  unable  to  raise  anything  like 
such  a  sum,  and  moreover,  that  they  had 
raised  all  that  was  in  their  power,  a  month 
or  two  before,  to  relieve  the  then  appalling 
wants  of  their  poorer  fellow-citizens.     It 
might  also  be  said,  that  it  would  be  opening 
a  door  to  similar  applications  from  other 
places.    It  might  further  be  said,  why  did 
they  not  insure  ?     But  besides  that  this 
calamity  arose  out  of  so  unforeseen  a 
cause,  the  very  dearness  of  insuring,  from 
the  excessive  duty  upon  it,  was  a  serious 
bar  to  industrious  people,  and  moreover 
it  was  even  doubtful   whether  insurance 
companies  would  be  liable  from  such  a 
cause.    He  could  not  sit  down  without 
noticing  the   great  zeal  and   beneficence 
manifested  on  the  occasion  by  the  medical 
gentlemen  in  Limerick,  by  the  army,  and 
by  the  amiable  Mayor  of  that  city,  and 
indeed    by    all    classes  of   the   commn- 
nity.     He  left  the  case  in  the  hands  of  a 
considerate  and  compassionate  legislature 
and    Government,  and   trusted   that  his 
representations,  his  appeal,   and  anxiety, 
would  be  met  by  corresponding  feelings 
and  results. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
no  objection  to  grant  a  copy  of  the  me- 
morial, but  he  could  not  hold  out  any 
hope  of  compensation  to  the  sufferers  on 
whose  behalf  the  hon.  Member  had  brought 
forward  his  motion.  He  sincerely  sym- 
pathised with  those  individuals  in  the  mis- 
fortune which  had  befallen  them,  but  the 
hon.  mover  and  seconder  must,  upon  re« 
flection,  perceive  that,  if  Parliament  were 
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to  grant  compensation  in  this  instance,  they 
would  be  establishing  a  precedent  of  a 
most  frigbtrol  magnitude.  Not  only  would 
persons  losing  property  by  any  calamitous 
accident  apply  to  rarliament  for  compen- 
sation, bat,  under  the  impression  that  they 
would  be  sure  to  obtain  if,  they  would  be 
careless  about  securing  their  property,  and 
taking  precautionary  measures  for  its 
safety. 

Mr.  W.  Roche  observed,  that  as  the 
object  of  his  motion  was  to  obtain  relief 
for  those  to  whom  it  related,  and  as  no 
hope  of  such  relief  had  been  held  out  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  it  would 
be  quite  nugatory  to  merely  obtain  a  copy 
of  the  memorial.  He  would,  therefore, 
withdraw  his  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Dbprxdatioks  on  Railways.]  Mr. 
Dugdale  begged  leave  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  depredations  com- 
mitted by  persons  employed  by  railroad, 
canal,  and  other  public  companies,  for  the 
purpose  of  introducing  some  measure  for 
the  protection  of  the  persons  and  property  of 
his  Majesty's  subjects  during  the  time  such 
public  works  were  in  progress,  and  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  effect  the 
same.  If  Parliament  were  to  evince  the 
same  readiness  henceforth  as  they  had 
done  last  Session,  for  the  advancement  of 
railroad  speculations,  in  a  short  time  there 
would  be  scarcely  a  village  free  from  such 
depredations.  Railroads  were  yet,  how- 
ever, but  in  their  infancy,  fifty-six  railroad 
petitions  had  been  presented  last  year,  out 
of  which  thirty-five  had  been  granted. 
They  had  had  seventy-five  applications 
for  railroads  this  Session,  and  twelve  for 
canals;  and  if  Parliament  were  to  assent  to 
all  these  Bills,  there  would  be  about  one 
hundred  railroads  forming  in  the  country 
at  the  same  time.  At  present  there  were 
11,000  men  employed  on  the  London  and 
Birmingham  Railroad,  and  taking  but 
half  that  number  for  each,  they  would 
have  a  body  of  not  less  than  500,000  men 
employed  in  these  works,  not  of  the  most 
respectable  characters,  or  taken  from  the 
most  respectable  ranks  of  society.  He  there- 
fore thought  the  House  would  agree  with 
bfm  that  there  ought  to  be  some  law  to 
prevent  those  persons  from  injuring  the 
property  of  the  neighbourhood  in  which 
they  might  be  employed.  He  wished  not 
to  be  understood  as  expressing  a  feeling 
hostile  to  railroads,  which  generally  spealK 


ing,  were  a  great  benefit  to  the  country. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
for  leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ob- 
served, that  the  depredations  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  complained  were  not  con- 
fined to  the  vicinity  of  railroads  or  canals. 
There  was  not  a  great  building  of  any  kind 
carried  on  in  the  neighbourhood  of  which 
offences  more  or  less  did  not  consequently 
take  place.  He  did  not  mean  to  object 
to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  but  he 
hoped  the  House  would  maturely  consider 
the  question,  and  come  to  the  conclusion 
of  not  passing  such  a  measure,  unless  they 
were  prepared  to  go  much  further,  and 
legislate  upon  every  alteration  and  minute 
circumstance  that  might  occur  in  connexion 
with  the  commerce  of  the  country.  They 
should,  indeed,  be  very  careful  of  avoid- 
ing all  confusion  in  dealing  with  the  cri- 
minal law. 

Mr.  Pease  looked  upon  such  a  Bill  as 
that  proposed,  to  be  a  peace-preserving 
measure.  There  was  no  doubt  that  persons 
employed  upon  railroads  set  the  existing 
laws  at  defiance,  by  quitting  the  neigh ^ 
bourhood  in  which  they  worked  imme- 
diately after  they  had  committed  some 
robbery  or  outrage,  changing  their  names, 
and  looking  for  employment  at  a  con- 
siderable distance  from  the  scene  of  their 
offences.  This  he  asserted  from  his  own 
observation,  residing  as  he  did  in  a  neigh- 
bourhood in  which  various  railroads  were 
in  progress.  He  thought  that  the  law,  as 
respected  master  and  servant,  should  be 
maintained  with  respect  to  railroads,  and 
that  the  proprietors  should  be  made  respon- 
sible for  any  depredation  committed  by 
persons  employed  by  them. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  said,  that  they 
required  no  new  law  on  the  subject.  The 
existing  law  was  quite  sufficient  to  prevent 
the  evils  complained  of,  as  far  as  legisla- 
tion could  effect  it.  Before  the  hon. 
Member  introduced  his  new  measure,  the 
House  ought  to  have  been  made  acquainted 
with  its  nature. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

Court  op  Session  (Scotland).]  Mr. 
Wallace  moved  for  a  "  Return  from  the 
Judges  of  the  Court  of  Session  in  Scotland, 
asigning  the  causes  and  reasons  which 
had  induced  them,  under  an  Act  of  sede- 
runt now  on  the  table  of  the  House,  to  tax 
the  inhabitants  of  certain  counties  in  Scot.* 
land|  in  the  ratio  of  from  100  to  neariy 
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900  per  cent,  more  than  in  ceriain  other 
counties,  for  precisely  the  same  public 
duties,  being  performed  by  the  same  public 
servants — namely,  the  clerks  to  the  sti- 
pendiary judges,  who  preside  over  the  local 
courts  of  law  existing  in  each  county  of 
Scotland  ;  that  the  said  judges  do  furnish, 
10  a  tabular  form,  copies  of  the  sheriff' 
clerks*  fees  imposed  by  theActsof  1748, 
1830,  and  1836,  so  as  to  shew  the  dif- 
ference in  one  view  ;  and  furtheri  that 
they  report  the  data  on  which  they  have 
formed  the  new  table  of  fees,  with  the 
amount  of  income  they  have  calculated 
will  accrue  in  the  whole,  yearly,  to  each 
sheriff  clerk,  whose  fees  they  have  fixed 
in  a  manner  apparently  so  unequal  and 
arbitrary  as  respects  them,  as  well  bs  the 
people  80  to  be  taxed  ;  also  stating  by 
name  those  sheriflT  clerks  who  perform 
their  duties  in  person,  and  those  who  act 
by  deputy  ;  also  that  the  said  judges  quote 
the  statutes,  authorising  them  to  fix  the  fees 
of  the  sheriff  clerks  in  1748,  1830,  and 
1836,  and  make  their  report  with  all  con- 
venient speeds  seeing  that  their  Act  of 
sederunt^  of  the  7th  of  July,  1836,  was 
only  reported  to  Parliament  on  the  1st  of 
February,  1837,  and  if  not  altered  or  re- 
pealed by  Parliament,  will  and  must  be- 
come law  in  Scotland  in  less  than  three 
months."  The  hon.  Member  stated,  that 
the  object  he  had  in  view,  in  seeking 
these  returns  was,  to  lay  ground  for  re- 
scinding the  act  of  sederunt  now  on  the 
table  of  the  House* 

TheLord  Advocate  was  always  unwilling 
to  oppose  any  motion  for  returns  made  to 
this  House,  and  particularly  so  when  it 
came  from  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Greenock ;  he  regretted  that  he  had 
not  had  an  earlier  opportunity  of  making 
some  statement  on  the  notice  which  had 
been  given  by  his  hon.  Friend,  who  ap- 
peared to  have  proceeded  on  some  very 
erroneous  impreuions,  when  he  desired  the 
judges  of  the  Court  of  Session  to  assign 
tlie  reasons  which  had  induced  them^  under 
an  Act  of  sederunt,  to  tax  the  inhabitants 
of  the  counties  of  Scotland,  implying  that 
this  taxation  had  been  unequal  and  arbi- 
trary. They  were  also  required  to  state 
the  statutes  under  which  they  had  acted, 
and  their  reason  for  doing  so.  The  judges 
of  the  Court  of  Session,  in  regulating  the 
fees  of  sheriff  clerks,  had  acted  entirely 
under  the  provisions  of  the  6th  Geo.  4th, 
cap.  23^  which  required  them  to  revive  an 
Act  of  ledorunt  which  had  been  passed  in 


1 748,  and  to  take  into  consideration  what 
fees  they  should  judge  reasonable  hereafter 
to  be  exacted  by  clerks;  and,  in  doing  so, 
to  take  into  consideration  the  Reports  of 
the  Commissioners,  appointed  in  1815, 
to  inquire  into  the  duties  and  emoluments 
of  persons  belonging  to  judicial  establish- 
ments in  Scotland.  There  was  a  provision 
in  that  statute,  that  no  clerk,  then  holding 
an  ofBce,  should  be  bound  to  accept  of 
them,  in  lieu  of  the  emoluments  to  which 
he  was  legally  entitled,  unless  he  thought 
fit,  and  that  the  regulations  should  be  post- 
poned during  his  life,  unless  he  agreed. 
The  Court  were  also  directed  to  appoint 
dve  sherifis  to  report  on  these  regulations 
and  tables  of  fees.  Soon  afW,  an  Act  of 
Parliament  was  passed,  authorising  the 
Court  of  Session  to  make  a  new  form  of 
process  for  Sheriff  Courts.  This  was  pre- 
pared in  1826,  and  materially  altered  the 
form  of  proceedings  in  Sheriff  Courts*  In 
consequence  of  this  change  in  the  pro- 
ceedings, the  construction  of  the  tahle  of 
iiees  was  attended  with  great  difficulty,  as 
it  was  necessary  to  adopt  them  to  the  new 
mode  of  procedure. — Long  and  laborious 
inquiries  were  made  with  that  view,  and 
Acts  of  sederunt  were  passed  by  the  Court 
of  Session  in  1830  and  1833.  In  the 
course  of  these  inquiries,  a  temporary  table 
of  fees  was  adopted,  which|  according  lo 
the  information  the  judges  received,  was 
considered  a  commutation  of  the  existing 
fees,  and  was  not  supposed  either  to  in- 
crease or  to  diminish  them.  The  judges 
had  no  power  to  depart  from  this,  so  far  as 
regarded  the  sheriff  clerks,  who  were 
appointed  at  the  time  when  the  Act  was 
passed,  unless  with  their  consent;  but 
they  were  authorised,  with  regard  lo  those 
appointed  afterwards,  to  take  into  Tiew 
what  fees  they  should  think  reasonable. 
It  appeared  to  the  Committee  of  Judges, 
that  the  fees  received  in  many  counties 
afforded  more  than  a  reasonable  allowance 
to  the  sheriff  clerks;  and  upon  a  Report 
from  a  Committee  of  three  of  their  nuui* 
her,  to  whom  the  matter  was  referred,  they 
lowered  the  fees  to  as  small  a  rate  as  they 
considered  afforded  a  reasonable  allowaoce 
to  the  persons  who  might  hold  the  office. 
Their  views  are  explained  in  that  Report, 
which  he  would  move  should  be  laid  before 
the  House.  It  was  signed  by  a  judge  of 
great  learning  and  ability,  and  most  scni* 
pulous  in  the  discharge  of  every  dutj  in- 
trusted to  him.  There  was  no  individual 
holding  any  situation  of  public  trust  less 
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disposed  to  exceed  any  powers  delegated 
to  him,  than  the  learned  judge  to  whom 
he  referred.  Instead  of  wishing  to  tax 
the  suitors,  it  was  that  judge's  wish, 
acting  under  that  Act  of  Parliament, 
to  reduce  the  fees  or  taxation,  as  it  has 
been  called,  as  much  as  he  was  em- 
powered to  do ;  but  he  had  no  power  of 
providing  for  the  clerks  otherwise  than  from 
the  fees,  and  he  was  bound  by  the  Act 
to  leave,  in  each  case,  what  would  afford 
a  reasonable  amount.  This  was  a  very 
laborious  undertaking  imposed  upon  the 
judges  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  delegated 
by  them,  in  the  first  instance,  to  be  re- 
ported on  by  a  Committee.  It  might  be 
said,  why  not  fix  an  uniform  fee  in  every 
county?  And  if  in  small  counties  that 
would  not  afford  a  suitable  maintenance, 
let  the  sheriff's  clerk  be  paid  otherwise. 
It  was  no  doubt  in  the  power  of  the 
Legislature  to  have  done  this,  but  that  was 
not  the  power  which  was  delegated  to  the 
judges  by  the  Act  of  Parliament.  They 
did  consider  whether  they  had  the  power 
of  making  an  uniform  fund,  and  appor- 
tioning fees  to  the  different  Sheriff  Clerks, 
according  to  their  duties — but  they  found 
they  had  no  such  power.  Their  object, 
therefore,  was,  to  exercise  such  power  as 
they  had,  in  the  manner  most  beneficial 
for  the  country,  and  with  that  view  they 
recommended  a  reduction  of  the  fees  as 
low  as  they  thought  was  reasonable  in 
each  instance.  It  was  very  hard  where 
the  object  of  the  judges  appears  to  have 
been  to  lower  fees,  and  where  they  had 
done  so  in  all  the  larger  couuties,  and  in- 
creased them  in  none,  to  accuse  them  of 
laying  on  taxation,  which  must  mean  that 
they  had  increased  the  fees.  If  this  misap- 
plication had  prevailed,  he  trusted  it  would 
be  removed  by  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  judges  made  in  December,  1835, 
and  he  should  afterwards  move  that  it, 
together  with  the  Act  of  sederunt,  should 
be  printed  and  distributed  among  the 
Members  of  this  House.  He  regretted 
very  much  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  framed 
his  motion  in  such  terms  as  might  have 
conveyed  a  very  unfavourable  impression 
of  what  had  been  done.  He  was  sure 
that  it  would  be  removed  from  the  mind 
of  every  person  who  might  peruse  that  re- 
port. In  looking  forward  to  judicial  reform, 
there  was  nothing  more  important  than  to 
keep  in  view,  that  justice  could  not  be  well 
administered,  and  retain  its  due  authority^ 
uoleM  the  judges,  who  sit  io  courts  of  law, 


received  that  support  and  respect  from  th^ 
Legislature  to  which  ihey  were  entitled  ; 
where  they  were  truly  labouring  to  diminish 
burthens,  they  were  entitled  to  the  grati- 
tude of  the  country.  Whether  such  duties 
should  be  imposed  upon  them,  or  in  what 
terms  they  should  be  given,  was  a  very 
different  question,  but  he  asked  every  per- 
son to  suspend  his  judgment  in  this  in- 
stance, until  he  had  the  proceedings  referred 
to  before  him,  and  he  would  see  from  the 
report  of  that  excellent  judge^  the  spirit  in 
which  the  question  was  examined,  and 
upon  which  the  regulations  of  the  Court 
were  framed.  The  character  of  judges  was 
public  property,  and  where  they  performed 
a  difficult  and  laborious  duty,  with  the 
best  resolutions,  they  were  entitled  to  the 
support  and  respect  of  the  House,  and  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  who  was  desirous  to  im- 
prove the  administration  of  jaatice  in  Scot- 
land. They  con  Id  not  exceed  the  powers 
given  them  by  the  Legislature,  and  any 
fault  that  had  been  found  with  what  was 
done,  applied  to  the  Act  of  Parliament 
itself,  and  to  the  arrangements  which  must 
necessarily  be  made  under  it,  and  not  to 
the  judges,  who  were  directed  to  carry 
those  arrangements  into  effect.  The  Le- 
gislature imposed  various  restrictions,  and 
gave  limited  powers.  Tlie  report  which 
he  now  moved  should  be  laid  before  the 
House,  would  show  that  the  judges  had 
followed  out  the  course  prescribed  to 
them,  with  the  most  anxious  desire  to 
fulfil  the  intentions  expressed  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  Waliace  consented  to  withdraw  his 
motion,  and  the  amendment  moved  by  the 
Lord  Advocate  was  agreed  to. 
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Friday,  March  3,  1837. 

MuroTSB.]  Bills.  Rend  «  third  Umet^Cliarity  Cominis> 
tionen.— lUad  a  seeond  time :— Leaae  Making  (Sootlandl.— 
Rnd  a  fine  time:— Scotch  and  Irish  Vagraata. 

PeUUmis  praMDted.  By  Lonb  Kwrnn,  Rbocsdalk, 
WBAwvcurrs,  the  Archbishop  of  CAirrsafioiiY,  the 
Bidiopa  of  LoirDoir,  Bars,  and  Wslis,  and  the  Kul  of 
oHA  f  TCBBUHTf  ftOBD  LeedSi  Nofwl(li«  TewkeslMi  y ,  and 
▼arioQs  other  pteoet,  against  tlie  Abolition  orChorfih  Rates. 
By  Lords  HATHxaTOir,  Holumd,  Damuir,  Che  ttar« 
quess  of  LairaoowN*,  and  the  Duke  of  SoTBvaLAiro, 
ttouk  Malnstwryf  NuthampCon*  KkldenninstB'j  and 
varknisvtiierplMea,  for  the  AbolitioB  of  Ctannh  Ralci»-N. 
By  the  Bishop  of  Exbtxb,  from  Hertftvd  and  Ware«  that 
some  mode  maybe  adopted  at  ftimishhig  reB^ous  instruc- 
tion to  the  tematai  of  WorkhonscB.  By  Loid  Whamsi. 
cuvvn,  from  Bradfiord  (Yorkshh«s)«  te  the  Altmtieii  of 
the  Factories'  Regulation  Act. 
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tfilivm.}  PeCitioiis  preaented.  By  Mr.  FotttTXR,  Captebi 
AX4UOCB,  Sir  J.  MoBDAimr,  Mr.  Eatov*  Lord  Ntiti»TB» 
Captain  Boldsro,  Mr.  J.  Stkwabt,  Mr.  6.  Palmbb,  Mr. 
BARmoWALL,  Mr.  Brambton,  Mr.  Blackstonk,  Mr. 
XflrooosTy  Oenenl  Ltoon,  Sir  J.  Bbckctt,  Mr.  Mac- 
vimfoif,  Mr.  Halvoro,  Mr.  Wodsbooti,  Sir  W.Obabt» 
Mr.  Pluvptrb,  Mr.  C.  Roas,  Mr.  Bagot,  SirR.  Inolis, 
Sir  C.  BvBBBix,  Mr.  Halbb,  Mr.  Barnkby.  theMarqucn 
oTCbanoob.  Mr.  W.  M.  Pbabo,  Mr.  Cbipps,  Sir  HsmiT 
Shtth,  Colonel  Rcsrbbokb,  Mr.  Arthur  Trbvor,  Mr. 
Grbbnb,  Sergeant  Blacbburnb.  Mr.  Hodi.d8wortb, 
Mr.WiuoN  JoNBs,  Mr.  Mobtaott  Parkkr,  Sir  Edward 
Kbatcbbdix,  Sir  R.  VnriAK,  Mr.  H.  Vitian,  Lord  Vise. 
Grimstok,  Mr.  T.  Gladstonb,  Mr.  Wm.  DtJBOOHBBi 
Sir  C.  Lbmob,  Sir  R.  Simbon,  Mr.  Nortb,  Lord  G. 
SOMBBBBT*  Lord  AsHLiT,  Mr.  Elwbs,  Mr.  G.  Kbiobt, 
Colood  SiBTBOBp,  Sir  R.  Pbbx.,  the  Earl  of  Liboolb, 
Sir  Wm.  Follstt,  Mr.  Aaron  Chapman*  Lord  Viscount 
POLLmoTON,  Mr.  C.  Russbll,  and  other  Hon.MBMBRRS, 
ftom  Salfotd,  Warwidc,  Bladcmore,  Doddinghunt,  Leeds, 
and  Tariooi  other  places,  against  the  Abolition  of  Choreh 
Rates. — By  Sir  H.  Habdinoe,  fVtmi  Penzance,  for  the 
Repeal  of  Duty  on  Soap.— By  Mr.  Fox  Maulb,  ftom 
Peith*  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Cotton  WooS.— ^By 
Mr.  Stbutt,  from  the  Baptists  of  Derby,  for  the  Better 
Observance  of  the  Sabbath. — By  Captain  G.  Fbrousson, 
fkom  Banff,  (br'Alteration  of  Salmon  Fishexies  (Scotland) 
BilL — ^By  Cotond  L.  Pabrt,  ftom  Carnarvon,  comphdn- 
ing  of  die  misappropriation  of  the  Revenues  of  certain 
Welsh  Livings,  and  against  the  Introduction  to  Bishoprics 
of  PenoDB  unaoqiMlnted  with  the  Welsh  Langai^re. — ^By 
Lord  DAUfBKT,  ftom  Stirling,  against  the  creation  ci 
Fictitious  Votes  (Scotland). — By  Mr.  Tookb,  Colonel 
Sbale,  Mr.  Bannbrman,  Mr.  Lbstbr,  Mr.  Pottbr, 
Mr.  Lambtob,  Mr.  G.  PHtx.UP8,  Mr.  R.  J.  Smith,  Mr. 
Bbotbbbton,  Mr.  C.  Lvbbingtob,  Mr.  Law  Hodobb, 
Mr.  G.  Cavbndisb,  Mr.  Hurst,  Mr.  Poulbtt  Scropb, 
Mr.  TuRNBB,  Mr.  Mostyn,  Mr.  Lbnnard,  Mr.  Prtmb, 
Mr.  Mabk  Philups,  Mr.  Giixon,  Mr.  Bainbii,  Mr. 
Bowbb,  Sir  Wm.  Folbbs,  Ciq>tain  Wbmysb,  Sir  Jacob 
Abtlbt,  Mr.  WiLKiNS,  Mr.  Wm.  Ord,  Mr.  Crippb,  Mr. 
Ovhvr,  Mr.  Vibkon  Smttb,  Mr.  Hawkins,  Mr.  C.  T. 
DVtbooubt,  Mr.  Wallacb,  Mr.  Maulb,  Mr.  Hvmb, 
Sir  Ronald  FsRovseoN,  Mr.  M'Taooart,  Mr.  Francis 
Baring,  Mr.  Sandpord,  Mr.  Tbornlet,  Mr.  Danibl 
GAgKBLL,  Sir  G.  Strickland,  Sir  R.  Pbtcb,  Mr.  Bar- 
KABD,  Lord  Jambs  Stuart,  Sir  Hbdwobth  William- 
son, Mr.  BsNJAMiN  SHrru,  Mr.  Shaw  Lbpivbb,  Mr. 

HaSTIB,  Mr.  SCHOLKPIBLD,  Mr.ROBINSON,  Mr.  Habtbt, 

Mr.  MsTBOBNf  Mr.  Warbubton,  Mr.  T.  S.  Duncobibb, 
Mr.  Tancbid,  Mr.  Kbmts  Ttntb,  Mr.  Laboucubrb, 
Mr.  Aldbbman  Humphrby,  Sir  A.  L.  Hay,  Mr.  (VCon- 
HBLL,  Mr.  Alston,  Mr.  Oswald,  Mr.  Rorbuck,  Mr. 
HxNOUiT,  Mr.  BBNBTTy  Mr.  Caylby,  Mr.  Habland, 
Mr.  Pbabb,  Lord  Wobslby,  Colonel  Gobb  Lanoton, 
Mr.  Aldbbman  Thompson,  Mr.  Hawks,  Mr.  Parkbb, 
Mr.  Baibbbidor,  Lord  Dalmbbt,  Mr.  Ouphant,  Mr. 
DiTBTT,  the  ArroBNBY-GBNBBAL,  Mr.  C.  Wood,  Bir. 
C.  BuLLBR,  Lord  Viscount  Morpbth,  Lord  Viscount 
Ebbinoton,  Lord  John  Russbll,  and  other  Hon.  Mbm- 
BBBS,  from  Liverpool,  Blackburn,  Portsmouth,  Wigtown, 
BiBdford,  Dartmouth,  Aberdeen.  Aylesbury,  Foots  Cray, 
Sevenoaks,  Tenterden,  Ramsgate,  Northampton,  Milford, 
Yarmouth,  Nottin^uun,  Dudley,  and  various  other  places, 
Ibr  the  AboUtloB  of  Church  Rates. 

Church-rates.]  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  on  that 
part  of  his  Majesty's  Speech  which  related 
to  Church-rates. 

The    Chancellor    of  the    Exchequer* 

■— ^— »— ■    ■  >  ,,,■■■ 

*  From  a  corrected  Repor  t. 


spoke  at  follows : — Mr.  Bernal ;  I  shall  not 
occupy  your  time,  or  that  of  the  Com- 
mittee, by  soliciting^  your  kind  conaidert- 
tion,  or  by  advancing  any  peculiar  claim 
to  your  indulgence.  Sir,  I  shall  nmpiy 
say,  that  under  no  circumstances  have  I 
ever  risen  to  address  the  House  with  so 
deep  a  sense  of  the  responsibility  that 
attaches  to  me,  whether  as  a  Member  of 
Parliament,  or  as  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  important  question  which 
1  am  now  about  to  propose  to  the  Hoose, 
I  consider  to  be  one  of  that  character 
which  absorbs  all  ordinary  considerations. 
It  is  a  question  in  which  the  speaker  not 
only  forgets  himself,  and  all  political  or 
party  connexion,  but  in  which  he  loses 
sight  of  all  considerations  whatsoever^  ex- 
cept the  great  and  mighty  interests  that 
are  involved,  not  in  the  discussion,  bat  in 
the  solution  of  this  subject.  We  are  about 
to  try  to  give  religious  peace  throughout 
the  land.  We  seek  to  extend  farther  the 
liberal  principles  upon  which  this  House 
has,  in  later  times,  acted.  Sir,  the  diffi* 
culties  of  discussing  this  question  are 
greatly  aggravated  by  the  circurostenees 
of  the  times  in  which  we  live.  If  I  en- 
tertained a  hope  that  we  could  approach 
the  discussion  without  passion,  without 
prejudice,  without  party  excitement,  then, 
indeed,  I  should  not  hesitate  in  anticipa- 
ting a  successful  issue  to  the  debate ;  but 
when  we  see  the  character  of  the  times  in 
which  we  live, — when  we  see  the  disposi- 
tion that  exists,  upon  all  occasions  like  the 
present,  to  excite  a  prejudice,  to  raise  a 
cry,  to  persuade  certain  parties  that  the 
Church  is  in  danger, — I  feel  that  the  difR» 
culties  which  would  exist  even  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances  become  in  the  present 
instance  overpowering. 

Sir,  I  may  be  allowed  to  state,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  spirit  in  which  this  measure  is 
recommended  to  Parliament,  that  the  Go- 
vernment propose  it  in  no  spirit  of  hosti- 
lity to  the  Established  Church;    on  the 
contrary,  we  feel  persuade  that  the  set- 
tlement of  the  question  is  that  measure, 
above  all  others,  which,  at  the  present 
moment,  will  give  peace  and  security  to 
our  Establishment.  Sir,  let  not  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen think,  that,   in  thus  anticipating 
danger  and  diflBcolty,  I  am  drawing  purely 
from  my  imagination.   It  is  no  such  thing'. 
Within  a  very  short  period  of  time,  before 
the  intentions  of  his  Majesty's  Govera* 
ment  on  this  subject  had  been  communi- 
cated to  Parliament,  I  saw  it  proclaimed,*-^ 
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and  that  on  the  authority  of  an  individual 
who  is  valued,  respected,  and  loved  by  his 
friends, — that  the  public  at  large  were  to 
anticipate  a  measure  calculated  to   rob 
God  of  his  glory  and   the  poor  of  their 
rights.     Such  was  the  character  given  of 
our  measure  by  anticipation.    Sir,  I  allude 
to  this  for  the  purpose  of  denying  the  as- 
sertion ;  and  of  entreating  the  House  to 
believe  that  the  intentions  of  those  who 
have  framed  this  measure — the  intentions 
of  him  who  humbly  proposes  it, — are  to 
advance  the  cause   of  religion ;    to  give 
peace — to  give  stability — to  the  Church ; 
and  that,  so  far  from  robbing  the  poor  of 
their  rights,  we  seek  to  affirm  those  rights, 
and  to  establish  those  rights  more  particu- 
larly in  reference  to  the  subject  of  religious 
instruction.     Sir,  it  was  but  a  short  time 
since,   that,   in  a  debate  upon    another 
question,  a  noble  Friend  of  mine  animad- 
verted on  the  absence  of  petitions.     No 
individual  can  make  a  similar  observation 
on  the  subject  of  Church-rates.    On  the 
contrary,  what  subject  has  excited  through- 
out the  land  so  deep  and  earnest  an  at- 
tention ?  No  person  who  has  a  large  class 
of  constituents,  can  venture  to  say, — and, 
thanks  to  the  Reform  Bill,  most  of  us  may 
now  appeal  to  a  large  class  of  constitu- 
ents,—'there  is  no  hon.  Gentleman,  I  re- 
peat it,  on  either  side  of  the  House,  who 
can  be  prepared  to  say  that  this  subject  is 
not  one  which  comes  recommended  to  the 
House    as  having  excited  the  strongest 
public  interest.     Nay,  I  may  almost  put 
It,  whether  this  is  not  a  subject  which  we 
may  approach  within  the  walls  of  Parlia- 
ment upon  the  admission  that  a  great  evil 
exists,  and  that  the  evil  calls  for  an  im- 
mediate and  an  effective  remedy  ?   I  hope 
I  may  assume  within  this  House,  though  I 
know  a  contrary  opinion  has  been  enter- 
tained without  these  walls,  that  a  remedy, 
prompt  and  decisive,  is  called  for — I  hope 
I  may  assume  that  the  question  at  issue 
between  the  two  sides  of  the  House,  and 
which  we  must  decide,  is  not  whether  we 
can  remain  as  we  are  ?   but,  what  is  the 
course  that  it  behoves  the  Legislature  to 
follow  ? 

Sir,  I  should  wish,  in  the  first  branch  of 
my  argument,  to  refer  to  certain  high 
authorities  on  this  subject,  because  the 
House  would  feel  that  I  neglected  my  duty 
if  I  did  not  strengthen  my  position  as  far 
as  possible,  and  more  especially  when  I 
appeal  to  authorities  which  cannot  but 
have  weight  with  the  hon.  Gentlemen 


opposite.    I  shall  not  argue  merely   ta 
satisfy  Gentlemen  who  are  disposed  to 
support  me  ;  but  I  shall  argue,  if  posaible, 
to  convince   those  hon.  Gentlemen  also 
who  are  prepared  to  oppose  my  resolu- 
tion. I  may  assume,  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  have  already  presented  petitions  in 
favour  of  the  measure,  from  this  side  of 
the  House,  are  prepared  to  support  me. 
It  is  therefore  from   the  other  side  that 
I  must  seek  to  make  converts.     I  seek  to 
influence  votes,  by  calling  the  attention  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  the  fatal  consequences 
which  may,  or  rather  which  must,  arise 
from  allowing  this  question  to  remain  un- 
settled.    The  first  authority  to  which  I 
shall  allude  is  the  authority  of  a  Commis- 
sion proceeding  from  the   Crown,  issued 
during  the  Government  of  the  t)uke  of 
Wellington.     I  do  not  allude  to  t  is  Re- 
port in  support  of  the  particular  remedy 
which  I  propose,  but  as  establishing  the 
preliminary  fact,  that  the  present  state  of 
the  law  is  one  which  we  cannot  allow  to 
continue ; — that  some  remedy  is  called  for, 
and  that  such  remedy  it  is  the  duty  of  this 
House  to  provide.     In  the  extract  which  I 
shall  quote  from  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners,  1  find  it  set  forth,  that  the 
whole  subject  of  Church-rates  demands 
immediate    attention ;    as    the  mischiefs 
arising  from  the  present  state  of  the  law 
are  rapidly  spreading.     To  prove  the  cor- 
rectness of  this  statement,  it  is  only  ne- 
cessary to  refer  to  the  actual  state  of  the 
law.     It  is  clearly  indisputable  in  practice, 
and  I  believe  it  to  be  equally  so  in  point 
of  law,  that  if  a  vestry   is  assembled  to 
consider  the  proposition  of  a  Church-rate, 
that  vestry  has  full  means  of  refusing^  its 
assent  to  the  rate.     I  do  not  anticipate 
that  there  are  any  hon.  Gentlemen  in  this 
House  who  will  defend  the  present  state 
of  the  law ;  but  if  there  are,  let  them  not 
defend  it  upon  the  ground  that  there  now 
exists  any  fixed,  permanent,  or  satisfactory 
mode  of  providing  for  the  repair  and  main- 
tenance of  the  churches  of  the  Establish- 
ment.   That,  surely,  cannot  be  considered 
as  a  fixed,  permanent,  and  established  in« 
come,  to  which  the  majority  of  any  parish 
vestry  may  refuse  or  postpone  its  assent. 
You  may  defend  the  present  state  of  things 
on  any  other  ground  you  please ;  but  to 
defend  it  on  the  ground  of  its  affording  a 
permanent  and   stable  support    for    the 
maintenance  of  the  parish  Churches,  is  a 
complete  misapprehension  of  all  the  facts 
of  the  case,  and  is  contradicted  by  the 
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evento  which  are  passing  before  our  own 
eyes.  Let  the  Coininiitee  recollect,  that 
the  vestries  of  England  and  I  rejoice  at 
the  circumstance)  are  not  confined  to  any 
particular  sect  or  denomination  of  his 
Majesty's  subjects.  In  Ireland  that  is  not 
the  case;  but  in  England  you  invite,  at 
the  commencement  of  the  year,  ail  the 
King's  subjects  to  meet  in  vestry,  and  de- 
termine whether  there  shall  or  shall  not 
be  a  Church-rate.  Upon  the  vote  of  the 
vestry  so  assembled,  the  imposition  and 
levy  of  that  rate  are  determined.  Let  us 
ask,  Sir,  to  what  has  this  led  ?  It  has  led, 
in  numberlesscases,  not  only  to  conflicting 
opinions,  but  a  determined  spirit  of  re- 
sistance;— it  has  arrayed  the  Dissenter 
against  the  Churchman. — It  has  produced 
annual  bickerings,  and  annual  divisions. 
It  has  led  to  results  that,  in  a  great  number 
of  parishes  and  cities  and  towns,  have 
been  anything  but  favourable  to  the  sta- 
bilitv  of  the  Church,  to  the  promotion  of 
Christian  knowledge,  or  the  extension  of 
Christian  charity.  Let  it  not,  therefore, 
be  said,  that  this  present  state  of  things 
does  furnish  any  efficient  support  to  the 
Church  Establishment ;  on  tne  contrary, 
I  maintain  that  it  leads  to  results  of  the 
most  opposite  character.  On  the  first 
discussion  of  this  subject,  some  years  back, 
I  think  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir  Robert 
Inglis),  stated,  that  there  had  not  then 
been  manifested  a  resistance  to  the  pay- 
ment of  Church-rates  in  more  than  fifty 
parishes.  Upon  the  authority  of  another 
hon.  Member  of  this  House,  it  was,  on  a 
subsequent  occasion,  stated  that  the  num- 
ber of  recusant  parishes  had  doubled,  and 
then  amounted  to  more  than  100.  But, 
for  my  argument,  1  care  not  whether  there 
are  50  or  100  parishes  in  which  a  deter- 
mined stand  is  made  against  these  rates:  I 
should  be  blind  indeed  to  the  interests  of 
the  Church  Establishment,  and  to  the  in- 
terests of  nil  who  are  connected  with  it, 
if  I  thought  the  danger  would  be  confined 
within  the  limits  of  these  50  or  100 
parishes,  if  I  did  not  attempt  to  correct 
what  1  consider  must  be  a  progressive  evil. 
It  cannot  be  said  that  this  resistance  is 
confined  within  particular  localities;  on 
the  contrary,  it  resembles  a  plague-spot 
breaking  out  in  one  place,  but  which,  in  a 
very  short  time,  will  spread  its  contagion 
generally.  I  shall  take  the  liberty  of 
describing  to  the  House  what  that  spirit 
of  resistance,  and  lea  consequences,  have 


been  in  certain  cases.  I  have  many  ex- 
amples which  I  might  state  to  the  House, 
but  I  shall  select  only  a  few  as  specimens. 
First,  I  shall  take  the  case  of  Sheffield.  In 
Sheffield,  the  opposition  to  Church-rates 
commenced  in  1817  or  1818.  On  that 
occasion,  the  adjournment  of  the  vestry 
was  moved,  and  the  same  scene  followed 
year  after  year,  till  the  year  1822.  There 
was  a  decided  contest  in  that  city,  the 
effect  of  which  was  to  cause  an  evident 
separation  between  the  Churchmen  and 
the  Dissenters  between  the  years  1817  and 
1822.  The  meetings  were  held  in  the 
Church,  where  scenes  took  place  disgrace- 
ful to  all  parties, — scenes  which  were  fit 
illustrations  of  the  working  of  the  system. 
The  writer,  from  whom  I  derive  my  infor- 
mation, proceeds  to  say, — 

One  scene  I  shall  never  forget ;— an  actual 
trial  of  personal  strength  between  two  Gentle- 
men, each  trying  to  eject  the  other  from  the 
chair,  the  partisans  on  each  side  backing  and 
encouraging  the  combatants.  There  was  no 
further  attempt  made  to  obtain  a  Ghuroh-nate 
until  1824  ;  and  in  that  year,  the  active 
opponents  of  the  rate  on  the  former  occasion 
bemg  dead,  the  Church  rate  party  called  a 
vestry  meeting  to  lay  a  rate ;  and  so  disgusted 
had  I  been  at  the  scenes  at  former  meetings, 
where  the  rate  was  only  got  rid  of  by  a  quibble, 
that  I  proposed  a  resolution  negativing  the 
granting  of  a  rate,  on  the  ground  of  its  injustice. 
This  was  carried,  and  there  has  besn  no  attempt 
to  lay  a  rate  since  then. 

The    consequence  has  been,    that   to 
Sheffield  no  rate  has  existed  since  1817  or 
1818.     Here  was  a  meeting  held  in   the 
church   itself,   in  the  face  of  the  whole 
congregation, — here  we  find  the  Dissenters 
and    Churchmen '  arrayed    against    each 
other  —  the  contest  resolving  itself  into 
personal  violence, — and  this  as   a  lesson 
of  peace  and   charity   to  the   assenabled 
parishioners  !  all  this  has  actually  occur* 
red  ;  and  with  what  result  ?  Why,  notthe 
collection,  but  the  extinction,  of  the   rate, 
the  subject  of  con  test ; — the  qtter  extinction 
of  the  rate  during  the  period  1  have  re- 
ferred to. 

The  next  case  to  which  I  shall  reler  is 
that  of  Manchester.     I  refer  to  these  great 
towns  because  I  wish  to  show  the  magnitude 
of  the  evil ;  because  I  know  that  public 
feeling  is  more  alive  in  these  great  towns, 
than  elsewhere  ;  because  the  excitement 
that  originates  there,  whether  it  be  of  a 
political,  of  ft  religious,  or  of  an  intellectual 
character,   soon   extends, — first,   through 
all  the  great  towns,  and,  subsequently. 
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throughout  the  whole  community.  At 
Manchester,  I  find  that  the  Dissenters,  in 
1833,  resisted  Church-rates,  and  a  poll 
was  demanded,  after  a  rate  had  been  pro- 
posed in  Testry  and  lost.  A  poll  was 
demanded,  for  which  no  preparation  was 
made  ;  and  after  five  or  six  days'  struggle, 
and  after  polling  7,000  and  8,000,  the  rate 
was  lost  by  a  majority  of  one.  The  church- 
wardens held  a  scrutmy,  the  majority  was 
declared  to  be  in  favour  of  the  rate. 
This  is  a  case  in  which  the  rate 
was  successful ;  but  the  examples  of 
cases  in  which  the  rate  has  been  carried, 
speak  as  strongly  for  my  motion,  as  those 
of  a  different  character.  The  rate  was 
carried  ;  but  was  it  collected  ?  To  this 
I  shall  refer  hereafter.  The  church  wardens 
conducted  the  scrutiny,  and  declared  that 
the  final  majority  was  in  favour  of  the  rate  : 
but  what  has  been  the  result  ?  My  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Philips)  knows. 
Was  the  rate  levied  ?  Was  it  paid  ? 
Was  the  Church  supported  by  the  produce  ? 
No  such  thing  ;  no  step  has  been  taken 
to  enforce  this  rate.  No  levy  has  been 
made  under  it :  the  Church-wardens  have 
not  judged  it  prudent  to  attempt  a  levy  ; 
80  that  even  when,  in  vestry,  the  rate  has 
been  successful,  it  has  failed  for  any  real 
good  and  practical  purpose.  The  subject 
has  excited  a  storm,  and  all  for  nothing. 
Confusion,  and  contest,  and  party  dis- 
sensions have  been  produced.  The  writer 
of  a  letter  which  I  hold  in  my  hand  proceeds 
to  say, — 

In  1834  a  contest  again  took  place  in  Man- 
chester. The  election  of  the  Members  was 
nothing  to  it.  The  poll  lasted  five  or  six  days 
and  nearly  15000  votes  were  polled,  and  there 
was  a  majority  against  ihe  rate  of  11,000.  It 
appears  that  a  scrutiny  was  demanded  ;  but 
what  was  the  result  P  This  large  majority  was 
declared  to  be  a  minority  ;  but  though  dared 
|0  do  so,  they  declined  to  try  the  case  at  law. 

Was  it  politic,  in  such  a  community  as 
Manchester,  to  array  15,000  persons  in 
controversy  upon  a  church  question  ?  And 
I  have  stated  that,  when  they  had  suc- 
ceeded, the  church  wardens  did  not  dare 
to  try  the  case  at  law,  or  to  collect  the 
rate  thus  established.  In  the  year  1 835, 
another  parish  meeting  was  called,  and  a 
very  large  assembly  came  together,  but 
the  show  of  hands  was  so  decisive,  that  the 
church  wardens  declined  to  go  to  a  poll, 
and  from  that  time  to  the  present,  in  the 
town  of  Manchester,  there  has  been  no 


attempt  to  raise  a  Church-rate,  Can,  or 
ought,  this  state  of  things  to  continue  ?  If 
you  depend  upon  the  Church-rate  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Church,  can  you 
depend  upon  the  present  state  of  the  law 
to  enable  you  to  enforce  that  payment  ? 
It  is  not  sufficient  to  assert  that  the  law 
must  be  strengthened  :  if  you  wish  to 
maintain  such  a  proposition,  you  must  carry 
the  House  of  Commons  with  you.  Can 
you  do  so  ?  Can  you  get  any  House  of 
Commons  to  grant  such  new  and  additional 
power  ?  Colonel  Sibihorp,  —  Hear  ! 
hear!*]  The  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln,  I 
know,  holds,  that  if  the  church  rate  cannot 
be  collected  under  the  present  law, 
nothing  can  be  more  easy  than  to  per. 
suade  the  Legislature  to  give  additional 
power.  I  confess,  I  should  like  to  see, 
not  the  person,  but  the  party,  however 
combined  in  force  or  number,  who  could 
come  down  to  this  House,  and  ask  the 
Parliament — not  to  give  the  people  of 
£ngland  a  settlement  of  this  question, 
but — to  grant  additional  power  for  en- 
forcing the  payment  of  Church-rates,  and 
persisting  in  the  present  system.  I  will 
say,  that  be  that  individual  who  he  may, 
who  thinks  he  can  obtain  from  the  Legis- 
lature additional  powers  to  enforce  the 
payment  of  Church-rates,  he  will  soon 
find  that  he  miscalculates  the  character 
of  the  Legislature,  as  well  as  miscalculates 
the  people  whom  that  Legislature  repre- 
sents. 

There  is  another  case  which,  as  it 
establishes  the  first  part  of  my  proposition, 
I  must  take  the  liberty  of  adverting  to. 
The  case  I  allude  to  occurred  in  a  town- 
ship in  Yorkshire,  called  Applelhorpe.  In 
this  case  there  had  been  a  large  church 
built  :  heavy  rates  were  demanded  and 
were  agreed  to  at  the  vestry  meeting, 
and  a  rate  of  2$.  9c/.  was  actually  ordered 
to  be  levied.  I  have  already  shown  you 
a  case  in  which  a  rate  has  been  refused  by 
the  vestry  ;  I  have  also  shown  you  a  case 
in  which*  a  rate,  being  made,  was  not 
enforced  ;  and  the  object  of  the  present 
illustration  is  to  show  you,  farther,  what, 
even  where  a  rate  has  been  granted  and 
enforced,  sometimes  are  the  consequences 
of  that  enforcement  of  rate,  and  how 
strongly  those  consequences  prove  the  in- 
convenience of  the  existing  law.  In  this 
case  the  rate  of  Is,  9d.  was  proposed  to 
be  levied  on  a  certain  Captain  Flower,  a 
Dissenter,  who  contested  the  rate.  He 
was  summoned  before  a  magistrale^  again 
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{persisted  in  his  refusal,  and  denied  the 
egality  of  the  rale.  The  legality  of  the 
rate  being  contested,  the  magistrate  was 
deprived  of  jurisdiction  ;  the  case  was 
taken  to  another  and  an  ecclesiastical 
tribunal,  and  the  result  was,  that  Captain 
Flower  had  to  pay  the  rate,  with  costs 
amounting  to  250/.  Of  this  I  do  not 
complain.  I  admit,  that  if  he,  or  any  one 
else,  resists  a  demand  and  goes  to  law  to 
try  the  right,  if  the  law  be  against  the 
appellant,  he  is  bound  to  abide  by  the  con- 
sequences. 1  suppose  that  I  have  under- 
stood the  meaning  of  the  cheer  from  the 
hon.  and  Gallant  (Colonel  Sibthorp)  and 
that  I  have  answered  his  supposed  in- 
ference. But,  without  claiming  for  Captain 
Flower  any  sympathy  for  the  payment  of 
his  costs,  there  is  another  circumstance, 
connected  with  this  case,  which,  perhaps, 
when  the  Gallant  Colonel  hears,  he  will 
not  be  disposed  to  cheer  :  it  is  this, — that 
no  rate  has  been  granted  in  that  parish 
ever  since.  The  case  therefore  proves  that 
for  the  recovery  of  the  rate  of  2s,  9d.  con- 
tested on  the  ground  of  its  legality,  costs 
of  250/.  were  inflicted  on  the  party,  and 
the  rate  has  not  been  repeated.  If  you 
read  that  lesson  to  the  people  of  England, 
depend  upon  it  that  their  sympathy  will  be 
excited  for  the  man  who  has  paid  these 
enormous  costs,  and  their  feelings  will  rise 
against  the  existing  law. 

I  trust  that  hon.  Gentlemen  will  see 
that  all  these  illustrations,  however  tedious, 
are  made  for  the  purpose  of  establishing 
the  first  point  of  my  argument,  namely, 
that  the  law  cannot  be  permitted  to  remain 
as  it  is.  If  there  be  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
this  House  who  think  that  the  law  can 
stand  as  it  is,  let  them  come  forward  in 
reply,  and  maintain  that  argument.  But 
they  cannot  do  so  if,  as  I  hope  I  have  been 
enabled  to  prove  to  this  House,  the  law  is 
defeclive  and  needs  amendment.  This  is 
the  first  duty  of  every  one  who  suggests 
any  important  change  of  the  existing  law. 
Until  that  foundation  be  laid,  I  do  not 
conceive  that  I  have  a  right  to  come  to 
Parliament  and  recommend  an  alteration. 
It  has  been  with  that  view  that  I  have 
referred  to  the  matters  of  fact  I  have 
brought  before  the  House.  But  I  rely 
not  only  on  fact,  but  on  opinion  also. 
I  may  appeal  to  one  authority  on  the  subject 
which  cannot  fail  to  have  great  weight 
with  those  hon.  Gentlemen,  on  the  other 
side,  who  suppose  that  the  present  system 
can  be  maintained.     It  is  the  authority  of 


my  noble  Friend  opposite,  and  I  rejoice  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  quoting  to  the  House 
any  authority  of  his,  in  sapport  of  an  opi- 
nion of  my  own ;  for,  though  we  have 
differed  on  some  important  questions,  and 
on  more  occasions  than  I  could  have 
wished,  we  have  never  been  engaged  in 
discussion  upon  any  terms  but  those  of 
sincere  and  affectionate  friendship.  When 
I  appeal  to  his  authority  on  this  subject,  I 
have  no  right  to  claim  it  in  behalf  of  my 
specific  plan  of  remedy.  But  I  know  his 
high  authority ;  I  appeal  to  that  authority 
in  condemnation  of  the  present  system ; 
and  I  therefore  call  upon  the  House  to 
listen  attentively  to  the  opinion  which  be 
eloquently  expressed  upon  this  subject  in 
1834.  My  noble  Friend  stated,  that 
''  true  it  was,  that  though  Church-rates  had 
been  resisted,  the  Church  itself  had  been 
successful  in  overcoming  the  resistance ;" 
and  then  he  proceeded  to  state,  with  a 
truly  wise  and  statesmanlike  view  of  the 
subject,  what  must  be  the  consequences 
even  of  that  success  :— 

''  Suppose  (said  he)  that,  year  after 
year,  the  Church  should  be  triorophant  in 
maintaining  the  payment  of  these  rates 
to  the  uttermost  farthing,  and  in  main- 
taining every  abuse  connected  with  their 
collection  and  distribution ;  does  my  hon. 
Friend  (the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Oxford)  think  that  such  a  course  of 
proceeding  would  be  advantageous  to  the 
interests  of  the  Church,  or  lead  to  the 
promotion  of  true  religion  ?" 

My  noble  Friend  well  knew  on  what 
g:rounds  to  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford.  He  appealed  to  him  on  the 
grounds  of  the  interests  of  the  Church 
itself,  and  the  advancement  of  true  reli- 
gion. I  say.  Sir,  how  can  the  interest  of 
the  Church  itself,  and  the  advancement 
of  true  religion,  be  promoted  or  main* 
tained  by  the  present  system  of  making 
and  enforcing  Church-rates?  My  noble 
Friend,  following  out  the  same  course  of 
argument,  next  asked, — 

''Does  my  hon.  Friend  consider  the 
heart-burnings,  the  acrimonious  revilings, 
the  constant  quarrels,  the  jealousies,  the 
recrimination,  the  profanation  of  the 
Church  itself,  where  these  meetings  take 
place,  by  which,  year  after  year,  the  cause 
of  trtie  religion  is  violated  and  profaned, 
the  house  of  God  desecrated,  and  the  very 
worst  possible  feeling  excited  among  the 
majority  of  the  people  at  large  ?     I  say^ 
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that  such  a  state  of  things  imperatively 
calls  for  relief.'* 

I  do  DOt  appeal  to  him  as  an  authority 
in  favour  of  my  plan,  of  ivhich  he  knows 
nothing ;   hut  I   do  appeal  to  him  as  a 
conclusive  authority  in  favour  of  my  first 
principle,  which  affirms  that  the  present 
system  cannot  be  allowed  to  continue.    If 
hon.  Gentlemen  stand  up  and  tell  us  that 
the  Church  has  been  victorious,   I    ask 
them,  in  the  words  of  my  noble  Friend, 
will  not  such  victories  be  fatal  ?     Or,  if 
the  Church  continue  to  be  triumphant, 
can  such  dangerous  triumphs  be  consi- 
dered as  a  set-off  or  counterpoise  to  the 
mischiefs  which  my  noble  Friend  so  elo- 
quently described  in  the  speech  which  I 
have  just  quoted  ?     I  feel  that  I  must 
have  occupied  the  attention  of  the  House 
for  a  longer  period  than  I  could  wish, 
even  on  this  first  part  of  the  subject ;  and  I 
should  not  have  done  so, but  that  I  feel  and 
know  that^  though  not  within  these  walls, 
yet  beyond  them,  some  have  maintained 
that  no  remedy  is  required,  and  that  no 
alteration  of  the  law  is  called  for,  I  know 
that  there  is  an  opinion  prevalent  in  cer- 
tain quarters,  and  more  particularly  among 
churchmen,  that  we  may  struggle  on  as 
before.     I  know  that  an  opinion  has  been 
inculcated,  that  the  law,  as  it  now  stands, 
19  sufficient  to  enable  the  Church  to  en- 
force the  rates;  and  I  have,  therefore, 
thought  it  necessary  to  prove — on  autho- 
rity, to  me  conclusive — that     change  of 
the  present  system  is  necessary  to  the  in« 
terests  of  the  Church  itself — to  the  just 
feelings  of   the  Dissenters— and  to  the 
maintenance  of   good  order   and  peace 
throughout  the  country,      Now^  Sir,  if  I 
am  right—  and  I  may  be  permitted  to 
assume  that  I  am  so  for  the  moment — let 
Gentlemen  remember  that  we   are    not 
called  upon  to  decide  absolutely  upon  my 
plan :  on  the  present  occasion  I  am  only 
bound  to  eiplain  its  principle,  and  to 
prove  that  it  is  worthy  of  consideration. 
It  is  not  so  much  the  question,  at  the  pre* 
sent  moment,  whether  a  particular  remedy 
should  be  adopted,  as  whether  any  remedy 
is  called  for,  and  whether  my  proposition 
may  be  entertained. 

Various  remedies  have  been  proposed 
from  different  quarters;  to  these,  I  shall 
proceed  to  direct  my  observations.  Of 
these,  the  first  is,  the  total  abolition  of 
Church-rates:  leaving  the  repair  of  the 
fabric  of  the  Church  to  be  provided  for 
by  the    voluntary    contributions  of  the 
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members  of  the  Establishment.    This  lit, 
in  point  of  fact,  no  less  than  leaving  the 
mamtenance  of  the  fabric  of  the  Church 
to  depend  on  what  we  understand  and 
refer  to,  in  our  debates,  under  the  name 
of  the  voluntary  principle.     Now,  Sir,  I 
for  one  say,  that  to  that  principle  I  must 
ever,  and  under  all  circumstances,  express 
my  decided  opposition,  whether  with  re- 
gard to  the  maintenance  of  the  fabric  of 
the  Church,  or  to  the  support  of  the  mi* 
nisters  of  the  Establishment.      I  am  a 
member  of  the  Established  Church.      I 
am  sincerely  attached  to  that  Church  by 
conviction,  no  less  than  by  birth  and  eda* 
cation.      I  am  not  called  to  argue  as 
against  the  voluntary  system,  at  the  pre« 
sent.     It  is  sufficient  for  my  purpose  to 
enter  my  protest  against  it,  in  whatever 
shape,  or  under  whatsoever  modification  it 
may  appear.     My  noble  Friend,  the  Se« 
cretary  of  State,  has  made  this  declaratioit 
on  various  former  occasions ;  I  repeat  it« 
and  I  state  it  the  more  boldly  now,  because 
it  is  on  the  rejection  of  this  principle  that 
I  invite  the  House  to  the  consideration  of 
my  proposed  remedy;  and,  therefore,  it 
need  not  preclude  any  person  from  adopt- 
ing my  conclusion,  and  doing  that  which 
I  contend  is  just,  not  only  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  but  to  the  Dissenters.    I 
repeat  it  advisedly-^for  the  plan  I  am 
about  to  propose,  so  far  from  having  any 
connexion  with  the  voluntary  principle, 
and  so  far  from  leaving  no  settled  provi- 
sion for   the   maintenance  of  the  fabric 
of  the  Established  Church,  proceeds  upon 
a  principle  the  very  opposite^    and    it 
affirms  absolutely,  that  of  the  duty  which 
is  incumbent  on  the  state  of  securing,  for 
ever,   the  means    for  reli^ous    worship 
within  his  Majesty's  dominions.    If  more, 
were  called  for,  and  it  were  considered  as 
insufficient  for  me  to  record  my  dissent 
from  the  voluntary  principle,  I  might  be 
tempted  shortly  to  add,  that  when  any 
hon.  Gentleman  can  satisfy  me  that  the 
independence  and  honour  of  the  country 
can  be    defended-- when  our  army  and 
navy  can  be  supported — when  public  in- 
struction can  be  provided  for — when  the 
administration   of  justice  can  be  main- 
tained— upon  the  voluntary    principle — : 
then,  and  not  till  then,  I  shall  apply  the 
voluntary  principle  to  the  Church  ;  sooner 
it  cannot  be  applied,  unless  it  be  con^ 
tended,  indeed,  that  religious  instruction 
is,  as  a  principle,  less  important  to  the 
whole  community  than  the  other  dutiea 
2R 
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to  which  I  have  alluded.  Ta  tvch  aa 
^veni,  but  in  no  other,  can  I  admit  that 
the  voluotarj  {M-inciple  in  religious  mat- 
ters may  be  relied  on.  But,  inasmuch 
m  I  feel  that  it  is  impossible  to  establish 
nny  one  of  these  propositions,  and  when 
I  know  that  the  religious  Establishment 
of  tlie  State  is,  at  the  least,  as  necessary 
to  be  maintained  as  the  army,  navy,  or 
administration  of  justice ;  then,  I  must 
«ay  that  I  can  never  submit  to  leave  the 
Church  Establishment  to  the  chances  and 
instability  of  the  voluntary  principle. 

Sir,  a  second  proposition  is,  that  the 
Chnrch  should  be  left  to  the  voluntary 
principle,  but  that  a  distinctive  system  of 
taxation  should  be  introduced*— these 
taxes  being  levied  exclusively  from  the 
aiembers  of  the  Church  for  its  mainte* 
nance.  I  think,  Sir,  this  involves,  though 
in  a  minor  degree,  the  objection  to  which 
I  have  already  alluded,  as  applicable  in 
the  former  proposition.  It  is  inconsistent 
with  the  first  principles  of  our  Establish- 
ment ;  and  how.  Sir,  are  we  to  distinguish 
who  is  or  who  is  not  a  Charchman  ?  Are 
ve  to  establish  a  new  test?  Are  we  to 
renew  the  odious  principle  of  the  Test 
and  Corporation  Acts,  in  order  to  know 
who  is  to  be  hereafter  compellable  to  con- 
tribute towards  the  Church  Establish- 
ment ?  But,  Sir,  I  need  not  pursue  this 
line  of  argument  further— the  plan  is  too 
absurd,  and  manifestly  objectionable,  to 
require  further  observation. 

Aoother  proposition  is,  that  there  should 
be  a  fund  crested  by  a  tax  levied  upon  the 
clergy,  byihe  imposition  of  a  rate  of  tax- 
ation levied  by  a  graduated  scale  upon  all 
the  benefices  of  the  Church.  It  is  sug- 
gested  SB  a  sort  of  income  tax,  to  be 
levied  upon  the  clergy  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  fabric  of  the  Church.  Neithor  to 
that  proposition  can  I  agree.  You  have 
stated  to  Parliament,  in  a  Report  laid 
upon  your  Table,  what  is  the  actual 
amount  of  the  revenues  of  the  Church  of 
England.  After  considering  that  Report, 
I  think  no  hon.  Member  will  deem  that 
an  income  tax  upon  the  clergy  is  a  proper 
mode  of  meeting  the  expense.  That  Re- 
port shows,  that  the  average  income  of 
the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England, 
amounts  to  no  larger  a  sum  than  285/. 
per  annum.  Sir,  I  am  not  now  called 
upon  to  enter  into  the  question  of  distri- 
bution; but,  assuming,  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  that  the  distribution  was  equal- 
ised, it  will  only  yield  an  average  of  285/. 


But  then,  some  exclaim,  *'  there  are  the 

bishops,  deans,  and  chapters — why  not 
abolish  them  ?*'  Sir,  in  answer  to  that,  I 
say  in  the  first  place,  that  the  proposal 
would  be,  in  fact,  abolishing  the  episcopal 
character  of  our  Church.  It  would  alter 
the  whole  system  of  the  Establishment. 
But,  again — conceding  for  arguments 
sake,  that  ail  these  dignitaries  were  sirept 
away,  and  that  their  whole  revenue  were 
thrown  into  the  average,  it  would  not 
yield,  even  then,  to  each  clergyman,  ao 
average  much  exceeding  300/.  per  annum. 
1  am  not,  for  one,  prepared  to  say  that  this 
income  is  in  excess.  On  the  contrary,  I 
feel  that  it  is  not  an  income  from  which  I 
am  prepared  to  make  any  deduction,  when 
I  consider  the  duties  cast  upon  the  clergy, 
and  the  large  means  of  usefulness  which 
are  open  to  them  ;  when  I  think  on  their 
charity  and  their  benevolence,  and  the 
claims  upon  both.  On  these  grounds,  I 
am  not  disposed  to  make  any  deduction 
from  the  income  now  assigned  to  the  paro- 
chial clergy  of  the  Established  Church. 

Another  suggestion  has  been  made,  by 
which  a  fund  should  be  raised  solely  by 
pew-rents,  and  by  which  the  sittings  in 
the  Chnrch  should  be  applied  to  maintain 
the  fabric  of  the  Church.  Sir,  1  should 
be  very  reluctant  to  acquiesce  in  this 
principle,  stated  without  limitation.  Then, 
indeed,  I  must  appear  to  justify  a  second 
part  of  the  urgent  cry  to  which  I  have 
already  alluded ;  tl)en  it  might  be  said 
that  1  did  propose  to  rob  the  poor  of  their 
rights.  Sir,  I  think,  if  all  admission  to 
our  churches  were  made  dependent  on 
money  payment,  we  should  rob  the  poor 
of  their  rights  ;  which  I  will  never  consent 
to — and,  therefore,  if  there  be  any  who 
impute  such  an  intention  to  me — to  his 
Majesty's  Ministers — or  to  those  who  may 
support  the  plan  we  propose,  such  persons 
do  us  a  manifest  injustice.  Sir,  I  contend 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government,  on 
the  contrary,  to  provide,  as  far  as  is  prac- 
ticable, seats  for  the  poor ;  and  instead 
of  limiting  or  abridging  their  rights,  I  pro* 
pose  in  my  Bill  to  confirm  and  extend 
them.  If  we  were  to  place  the  support 
of  the  fabric  of  the  Church  upon  the 
system  of  pew-rents,  without  regard  to 
the  rights  of  the  poor,  or  without  pro- 
viding adequate  means  of  religious  in- 
struction to  the  poorer  classes,  1  say,  that 
it  would  be  a  vicious  settlement  of  the 
question.  Therefore,  I  utterly  and  entirely 
disclaim  all  intention  of  wishinfr  to  pro« 
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vide  exclusively  by  pew»rents  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  fabric  of  the  Church  ;  reserving 
to  myself,  in  the  further  developeroeot  of 
my  plan,  the  right  of  suggesting  the 
appropriation  of  pew-rents,  paid  by  the 
rich  for  the  support  of  that  fabric,  and 
thus  extending  the  means  of  religious  in- 
struction to  the  poor. 

Another  plan  to  which  I  shall  advert 
is  of  a  very  different  character;  and  this 
is  the  scheme  of  those  who  are  so  surpris- 
ingly contented  with  our  vestry  system, 
that  they  are  anxious  that  Church-rates 
should  remain  in  their  present  condition ^ 
and  only  wishing  to  obtain  a  liUle  addi- 
tional authority  and  control  over  those 
who  vote  the  rates,  namely,  the  persons 
who  are  called  on  to  pay  them.  This  plan 
is  set  forth  in  some  resolutions  entered 
into  at  a  meeting  of  the  Archdeacons  of 
England.  I  entertain  the  deepest  respect 
for  these  gentlemen ;  but  they  will,  I  am 
sure,  allow  me  to  comment  freely  upon 
their  opinions,  as  expressed  in  these  reso^ 
lutions.  One  of  the  resolutions  is — 
"  That  this  meeting^  earnestly  deprecates 
all  interference  with  the  principle  of 
Church-ratest  being  persuaded  that  no 
other  mode  of  attaining  the  same  object, 
equally  safe  and  permanent,  can  be  de- 
vised." Now,  Sir,  if  there  be  any  force 
in  the  opinion  of  my  noble  Friend — if 
there  be  any  force  in  the  opinion  of  Lord 
Spencer — or  if  there  be  any  force  in  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tarn  worth,  in  adverting  to 
this  subject,  it  is  impossible  to  acquiesce 
in  this  ecclesiastical  judgment  of  the 
Archdeacons.  But,  Sir,  this  is  not  all. 
Like  the  postscript  to  a  lady's  letter,  the 
most  important  part  of  the  communication 
remains  for  the  last.  The  second  resolu- 
tion is—*'  That  nothing  more  is  reauired 
than  additional  enactments  for  oetter 
raising  or  making  the  rate,  and  for  se- 
curing the  rate-payer  every  possible  satis- 
faction as  to  the  faithful  application  of 
the  monev  so  raised."  Now,  Sir,  let  us 
inquire  what  may  be  these  additional 
enactments  1  Either  that  power  should 
be  given  to  churchwardens  to  levy  a  rate 
without  the  consent  of  the  vestry ;  or  to 
give  to  the  magistrates  at  quarter  Ses- 
sions, the  power  to  impose  a  rate  upon 
parishes,  without  the  consent  of  the  pa- 
rishioners. Neither  proposition  can  be 
maintained,  or  even  tolerated,  for  one  mo- 
ment, let  it  come  from  what  quarter  it 
may. 


I  now  proceed  to  another  proposition, 
which  I  approach  with  much  qiore  of  re* 
spect  as  well  as  of  doubt  and  hesitation ; 
the  propositions  made  by  Lord  Grey^ 
Government, — the  proposition  made  by 
Lord  Spencer  to  this  House.  I  must  be 
permitted  to  discuss  that  proposition,  and 
state  to  the  Committee  the  reason  why  I 
think  it  is  open  to  objection;  and  that  the 
House,  though  I  admit  that  it  contained 
an  improvement  of  the  existing  law,  would 
not  now  be  warranted  in  adopting  it. 
Lord  Spencer  proposed  that  a  sum  of 
250,000^  should  be  voted  by  Parliament 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the  fabric 
of  the  Church.  That  proposition  wat 
submitted  to  the  House.  No  one  proposed, 
distinctly,  to  negative  it,  but  amendments 
were  moved  to  this  effect, — "  That  wntU  it 
was  shown  that  the  funds  of  the  Church 
were  inadequate  for  the  purposes  of  tlie 
Church,  the  House  was  not  dispose^  to 
entertain  the  proposition."  My  noble 
Friend  did  not  persist  in  his  plan.  His 
Majesty's  Government  fee!  the  utmost  re- 
spect, of  course,  for  a  plan  in  which  so 
many  of  them  formerly  eoncarfed.  Btt| 
I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  stating  to  the 
House  the  reason  why  I  think  that  propo- 
sition, though  good  in  many  respects, 
ought  not  to  be  made,  and  why  another 
and  a  preferable  proposition  ought  to  b^ 
adopted.  In  the  finA  place,  the  House  is 
to  recollect  that  the  present  system  of 
church  rates  is  one  which  allows  to  the 
parishioners,  in  vestry  assembled,  the 
power  of  saying  aye,  or  no,  to  any  pro- 
position for  a  rate.  It  is,  in  pojnt  of  fact, 
founded  on  the  constitutional  principle  of 
parochial  government.  I  object  to  this, 
not  on  the  ground  of  any  Injustice,  be- 
cause I  think  in  all  communities  the  ma- 
jority must  have  a  power  of  governing  on 
such  subjects,  but  because  these  vestry 
meetings  lead,  as  they  are  calculated  to  lead 
to  perpetual  discord  and  contest.  Still,  I 
say,  that  if  the  parishes  of  England  have 
a  free  right,  as  at  present  they  have,  to  say 
whether  1,0002.  or  600^  shall  be  levied 
from  themselves  and  expended,  I  am  not 
surprised  that  they  should  say,  ^'We 
don't  choose  that  our  money  should  be 
expended  upon  objects  in  which  we  are  so 
deeply  interested,  without  our  opiiiioii 
havmg  been  once  asked  upon  it."  That  is 
the  first  objection  which  is  fairly  applicable 
to  Lord  Althorp's  plan.  It  would  deprive 
the  parishes  of  the  control  they  now  pos- 
sess. But  there  is  another  objectioo,  wbicli 
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I  think  18  more  powerful,  and  to  ray  mind 
appears  quite  decisive ;  and  I  wish  my 
noble  Friend,  who  was   a  party  to  that 

rroposition,  to  give  me  his  attention  while 
state  this  objection.     In   a  publication 
which  has  recently  issued  from  the  pre^s, 
in  defence  of  Church-rates, — and  which 
has  obtained  a  circulation  proportionate  to 
the  ability  by  which  it  is  characterised, — 
I  find  it  stated,  that  in  5,000  parishes  no 
rales  are  levied,  and  that  more  than  one- 
third  of  the  parishes  of  England  are  free 
from  this  burden.    I  find  it  so  stated,  and, 
though  I  have  no  direct  evidence  of  it,  I 
assume  the  statement  to  be  correct.     But 
I  know  this  confirmatory  fact, — that,  by 
the  Charity   Commissioners'   Report,   in 
▼ery   many   instances  in   parishes,   there 
does  not  seem  to  be  a  necessity  for  the 
levying  of  any  Church-rates  at  all,  because, 
in  those  parishes  provision  is  already  made, 
by  the  endowments  of  pious  persons,  for 
the  maintenance  and  erection  of  churches. 
In   the  county  of  Norfolk,  for   instance, 
there  appear  upwards  of  100  parishes  that 
have  some  endowments  for  their  churches: 
I  do  not   affirm,  nor  do  I  know  whether 
those  endowments  are  adequate ;  but  to 
take  the  extreme  case  stated,  that  of  5,000 
parishes  in  which  it  is  said  that  there  are 
now  no  Church-rates collected.and  wherever 
there  may  be  an  existing  adequate  endow- 
Qient,  is  it  fair  to  tax — which  you  do  if 
you  raise  theChurch-rates  from  the  general 
taxation  of  the  country,— is  it  fair  to  tax 
tl)0<e  parishes  who  have   funds  adequate 
to  maintain    their  churches — is  it   fair  to 
tax  them  for  the  support  of  other  churches 
in  other  parts  of  the  country?     I  contend 
that,  there   being   subsisting  endowments 
in  mmv   parishes  connected   with  the  es- 
tabh'shed     religion    of    (he    country,  it  is 
unjust,  because  it  is  partial,  to  levy  an  in- 
discriminate tiiXHtion  throutrhout  the  king- 
dom for  the    general  ntaiiitenanre   of  ihe 
rhurihe<.      I  mav  be    permitted  to  stale 
one  instance    in  illus  ration.     I  find  that 
in  the  reijfn  of  Queen  Mary  a  charter  was 
wnnite  ),  an!  ronsiderable   properiv  given 
to  d    rorpor  tion  at  Shefiield,  called    the 
Church   Burgesses  ;     that    those   persons 
who  have    now   adequate    funds    for  the 
maintenance  of  the  church   at  Sheffield, 
that  they  do  maintain  the  church  at  Shef- 
field, and  thut  all  Church-rales  at  Sheffield 
have  ceased.  Would  it  not  be  rather  hard, 
in  thi<  case,  to  say  to  the    inlvabitants  of 
Sheffielil,  *•  You  are  to  make  a  provision 
f«r  the  nainteuapce  of  churches  in  other 
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places  where  no  such  endowments  exist  V 
The  difference  of  religion  in  the  case  of 
Scotland  and  Ireland  will  give  this  argu- 
ment additional  force.  It  was  frequently 
asked,  on  the  part  of  Scotland,  when  Lord 
Al thorp's  plan  was  brought  forward, — 
**  Why  should  we  be  taxed  for  the  support 
of  the  Episcopal  Church  in  England  ? 
For,  if  funds  for  the  maintenance  of  that 
church  are  taken  from  the  general  taza* 
tion  of  the  country,  you  do,  in  fact,  com- 
pel us  to  aid  in  its  support.'*  And  I  think 
I  could  recognise  something  of  the  old 
spirit  of  opposition  to  episcopacy  by  which 
the  Scottish  covenanters  were  actuated,  in 
the  tone  in  which  some  Gentlemen  echoed 
these  sentiments.  I  say,  then,  of  the  plan 
of  Lord  Spencer,  that,  thoagh  it  was  a 
great  step  in  advance,-~though  it  tended 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  pernicious  conflicts 
which  have  so  long  raged  between  Dissen* 
ters  and  Churchmen,— *it  was  based  upon  a 
principle  which  I  cannot  admit  to  be  free 
from  all  just  objection.  Nor  were  the  ob- 
jections entertained  to  this  plan  entirely 
confined  to  Dissenters.  I  find  in  71^ 
Quarterly  Review — ^a  publication  certainly 
in  no  wise  connected  with  the  dissenting 
body — the  following  observations  :— 

.  '*  If  the  plan  he  adopted  of  upholding  the 
churches  out  of  the  national  purse,  and  the 
repairs  be  charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fond, 
where  is  the  relief  to  the  Dissenter?  for  the 
principle  by  which  he  is  mad^— indireeiJy  to 
be  sure,  but  still  substantially — ^to  contribute 
to  the  maintenance  of  a  building  which  he 
never  enters,  is  just  in  as  full  force  as  under  % 
system  of  lates." 

.1  do  not  concur  in  all  the  arguments 
contained  in  the  paper  from  which  T  have 
read  an  extract;  but  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  asserting  my  conviction,  that,  by  taking 
the  course  here  alluded  to,  we  should  but 
have  adopted  a  palliative,  and  a  kind  of 
half  measure,  which  would  not  have  been 
considered  as  satisfactory  or  final  by  a 
large  body  of  his  Majesty's  subjects. 

»Sir,  I  have  thus  endeavoured  to  prove, 
that  the  present  state  of  the  law  is  defec- 
tive ;  and,  secondly,  that  the  varioos  re- 
medies which  have  been  suggested  would 
not  tum  out  to  be  effectual.  I  know  I 
have  occupied  the  House  at  great  length; 
but  I  am  resolved,  even  at  the  hazard  of 
trying  their  patience,  to  omit  nothing 
that  may  recommend  the  plan  that  I  am 
about  to  introduce,  or  may  protect  the  sup- 
porters of  that  plan  from  misrepresentation. 
Sir,  the  plan  of  his  Majesty's  Government— 
the  plan  which  I  am  now  about  to  explain 
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to  the  House— proposes  to  abolish  Church- 
rates  altogether ;  not  for  the  purpose  of 
leaving  the  fabric  of  the  Church  unpro- 
fxded  for,  but  with  a  yiew  of  providing  for 
its  repair,  and  maintaining  it  in  a  manner 
equally  permanent,  equally  fixed,  as  be- 
fore, but  by  a  mode  differing  from  the  pre- 
sent in  this  main  and  essential  distinction, 
that  while  the  present  system  seeks  for  its 
support  through  contests  painful  in  their 
prosecution,  and  doubtful  in  result — while 
m  levying  rates  it  creates  religious  ani- 
mosity— we  propose  to  maintain  the  fabric 
of  the    Church    without   injury   to   the 
Church  itself,  or  to  any  class  of  persons, 
and  under  a  system  by  which  these  heats 
and  animosties  will  be  extinguished.    Our 
Bill  provides  for  Church-rates  out  of  a  sur- 
plus to  be  created  by  a  better  management 
of  lands  which  are  now  the  property  of  the 
Church,  and  in  the  hands  of  the  arch- 
bishops,   bishops,   deans,    and    chapters 
throughout  England.      Hon.  Gentlemen 
will  understand  that  I  do  not  propose  to 
touch  the  income,  whether  in   glebe  or 
tithe,  of  any  one  of  the  parochial  clergy 
throughout   England ;  neither  do  I  mean 
to  interfere  with  the  settlement  of  the  in- 
come of  any  archbishop  or  bishop  as  fixed 
and  regulated  by  the  Bill  of  last  Session, 
and  recommended  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners.     I  do  not  propose  to  vary 
any  ecclesiastical   arrangement  made,  or 
proposed  to  be  made,  last  year.    My  pro- 
posal is,  that,  out  of  the  lands  in  posses- 
sion of  the  higher  ecclesiastical  corpora- 
tions, means  may  be  provided  for  support- 
ing the  fabric  of  the  Church.     I  think 
that  by  this  means  a  sum  of  250,000/.  a- 
year,  at  the  least,  may  be  secured.     Such 
was  the  amount  proposed  to  be  taken  from 
the  Consolidatea  Fund,  by  Earl  Spencer. 
If  this  can  be  done  without  injury  to  the 
Church,  I  believe  that    those  who  are 
anxious  for  the  abolition  of  Church-rates 
will,  and  I  know  that  they  ought  to,  be 
content;  and  I  hope  also  to  satisfy  all 
who  are  desirous  to  put  an  end  to  contests, 
injurious  alike  to  Churchmen  and  Dis- 
senters-^two  classes  who,  notwithstanding 
differences  in  faith  and  discipline,  should 
be  combined  for  the  attainment  of  the 
common  object   of  promoting   improve- 
ment, religious,  social,  and  political.    Sir, 
I  propose  to  create  a  commission  for  the 
management  of  the  Church  estates. 

1  was  sure  that  the  word  "  commission" 
would  be  followed  by  a  cheer  from  the 
gallant  Member  for  liincoloy— *&$  I  om 


sure  that  light  will,  to-morrow,  succeed  to 
the  rising  of  the  sun.     But  let  hon.  Mem- 
bers hear  a  little  more.     I  propose,  that 
there  shall    be     a   commission    for    the 
management  of  the  Church  lands,  to  con- 
sist of  eleven  persons;  of  these,  five  to 
be    of    high    rank,    ecclesiastical     rank* 
namely,  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  the 
Archbishop  of  York,  the  Bishop  of  Lon- 
don, the  Dean   of  St.    PauVs,   and   the 
Dean  of  Westminster:  the  others  to  be 
the   Lord    Chancellor,    the   Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department   for  the 
time  being,   the   First  Commissioner  of 
Woods  and  Forests  for  the  time  being  (for 
reasons  I  shall  presently  explain),  nnd.  as 
in  the  Tithe  Bill,  I  propose  that  there  be 
three  paid  commissioners,  one  of  them  to 
be  appointed  by  the  Archbishop  of  Can  • 
terbury,  and   the   two  others  to  be   ap- 
pointed by  the  Crown.     Such  is  the  con 
stitution  of  the  commission  th  it  I  recom- 
mend.     Hon.   Gentlemen    will    observe, 
that  the  object  of  ihe  appointment  of  this 
commission  is  solely  for  the  management 
of  the  Church  lands.    I  do  not  propose  that 
the  legal  estate  shall  be  transferred  to  them ; 
on  the  contrary,  I  think  the  legal  estate 
should  remain  as  at  present,  but  that  the 
management  of  the  Church  lands  should, 
as  in   the  case  of  the  Crown  lands,  be 
transferred   to    these   Commissioners.     I 
then    propose    that  the    present  leasing 
powers  of  the  Church  shall    altogether 
cease,     [Hear^    hear,]    Gentlemen  will, 
when   they   have  followed   me    through 
my    arguments,    be     enabled    to  judge 
whether  any  injustice,  either  to  the  Church 
or  to  individuals,  is  intended.     I  need  not 
refer  to  the  present  system  of  leasing-^ 
the  power   of  taking  fines — of  granting 
leases  for  lives,  of  leases  for  years,  and  the 
power  which  the  bishops,  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  deans  and  chapters,  possess 
of     granting     concurrent     leases.       All 
these  must    be    familiar    to  hon.   Gen- 
tlemen who  may    have    considered    the 
subject;    and,  if  not,    in   the  course  of 
my  address,  the  proposition    I  have   to 
make  will  be  sufficiently  explained.    Thr 
greater  portion  of  the  income  derived  from 
the  Church  lands  is  raised  by  fines  upon 
the  renewal  of  leases.     The  rents  are,  for 
the  most  part,  fixed,  and  they  constitute 
a  comparatively  small  portion  of  the  in- 
come.    The  Church  is  thus  in  the  state 
of  a  person  who  lives  by  raising  money 
upon  a  reversion,  which,  where  the  re- 
newals are  made  as  at  present,  is  decidedly 
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tbe  moit  iim>rovid«ot  of  all  modes  of  pro- 
Q«cdiiig«  £verv  hon.  Gentleman,  at  all 
aeqxiainted  with  the  world,  moit  know 
diat  auch  U  exactly  the  conduct  of  a 
spendthrift.  I  propose*  therefore,  that 
the  system  of  levying  fines  shall  be  en- 
tJfely  discontinued,  and  that  tbe  present 
leases  be  allowed  to  run  out,  then  to  be 
renewed  on  certain  conditions  in  reference 
to  their  full  value.  It  will  be  said,  no 
doubt,  and  said  with  justice,  that  if  my 
plan  stopped  here — if  the  measure  which 
I  have  to  propose  were  limited  to  this  con- 
dition only-«-a  great  injustice  would  be 
done  to  ihe  lessees.  They  have,  in  many 
eases,  inherited  their  leases  from  their  an- 
cestors"— those  leases  have  been  the  ob- 
jects of  mortsage  and  of  family  settle- 
ments ;  and  tney,  therefore,  may  be  con- 
sidered to  hold  their  lands  under  a  qualified 
species  of  right.  It  cannot,  of  course,  be 
considered  as  a  strictly  legal  right,  but  one 
which,  at  least,  entitles  the  lessee  to  some 
equitable  consideration.  Our  Bill  is 
founded  upon  the  admission  of  such  a 
principle.  For,  however  great  the  incon- 
veniences which  we  wish  to  remove,  we 
ought  not,  in  endeavouring  to  remove 
them,  to  injure  the  rights  of  individuals. 

The  Bill  which  I  propose  to  introduce 
is  founded  on  the  principle  of  giving  a 
reasonable  consideration  to  the  rights  of 
the  present  lessees*  We  not  only  propose 
that,  according  to  the  improved  value  of 
the  lease,  the  existing  tenants  of  the 
Church  should  be  entitled  to  a  right  of 
pre-emption,  but  that  such  right  should  be 
secured  by  allowing  his  renewal  at  five 
per  cent,  below  the  improved  value.  This 
is  the  principle  adopted  with  the  tenants 
of  Crown  lands ;  and  I  propose,  with  re- 
sjpect  to  the  tenants  of  the  Church,  to  give 
them  the  same  advantage*  But  I  am  far 
from  satisfied  with  this — I  do  not  think 
it  fully  meets  the  equity  of  the  case.  If 
we  merely  continued  the  system  of  leases, 
I  think  a  great  portion  of  our  duty  would 
still  be  unperformed.  Any  one  who  has 
seen — not  only  in  agricultural  districts, 
but  in  large  cities — the  course  of  improve- 
ment which  is  interrupted,  and  great 
national  undertakings  checked,  by  the  un« 
certainty  of  church  leases,  must  admit 
that  we  could  not  be  satisfied  with  the  re- 
gulations to  which  I  have  alluded.  I  pro- 
pose, therefore,  to  give  the  existing  tenant 
not  only  the  pre-emption  of  the  lease,  but 
the  power  of  purchasing  the  fee-simple  of 
the  Church  estate,  subject  to  an  increased 


rent  payable  to  the  Commissioners.  When 
I  say  a  fixed  rent,  I  mean,  that  when  the 
rent  has  once  been  ascertained,  it  ahall 
afterwards  fluctuate  according  to  the  vaiti^ 
of  corn.     It  may,  therefore,  be  called  a 
corn  rent,  and  the  fluctuations  will  be 
calculated  upon  the  principle  laid  down  in 
the  Tithe  Act  of  last  Session.     I  propose 
that  the  Church  leasees  shall  be  enabled 
to  purchase  the  fee-simple  of  the  land  at 
the  rate  of  twenty-five  years'  purchase,  the 
existing  leases  being  valued  at  the  rate  of 
four  per  cent.     If,  for  instance,  a  tenant 
has  a  lease  equal  to  fourteen  years*  pur- 
chase, that  interest  shall  be  estimated  at 
four  per  cent.:    the  difference  between 
that  sum  and  twenty.five  years'  purchase 
of  the  improved  value  of  the  fee-simple, 
shall  be  the  amount  the  tenant  will  be 
called  upon  to  pay  for  the  enfranchisement 
of  his  land.      Hon.    Members  are  not, 
however,  to  suppose,  that  the  plan  which 
it  is  my  duty  to  propose  will  make  it  im- 
perative upon   every  lessee  to    pay  this 
amount  of  difierence  in  actual  money.    In 
order  to  facilitate  the  transaction,  1  pro- 
pose that  the  amount  should  be  commuted 
into  an  increased  rent,  to  be  added  to  the 
rents  and  fines  which  are  now  payable.     I 
ofler  to  the  tenant  the  entire  enfranchise- 
ment of  his  land — I  ofiPer  to  make  that 
which  is  now  an  uncertain  and  doubtful 
tenure  a  tenure  fixed  and  certain— a  ten-' 
ure  in  fee  simple — one  which  will  secure 
to  the  Church  not  only  that  which  ahe 
now  receives,  but  also  that  surplus  upon 
which  I  confidently  rely  as  a  substitute 
for  the  present  church-rates.     There  will 
also  be  clauses  to  enable  persons  who  are 
life-renters  to  raise  money,  as  well  as  to 
effect  the  exchange  of  lands.     By  these 
clauses  the  life-renters  will  have  power  to 
exchange  Church  lands  for  others  which 
may  be  more  suitable  to  their  views  and 
enjoyments.     Sir,  in  cases  in  which  per- 
sons being  sublessees  hold  leases  under  a 
covenant  of  perpetual  renewal,  or  renewal 
toti€B  quotiesj  their  rights  will  also  be  re- 
garded, and  their  interests  will  be  rego.. 
lated  as  in  the  case  in  dealing  with  Ihe 
sub-lessees  of  Crown  estates.     Tbe  sub- 
lessee will  have  the  power  of  appearing 
before  the  Commissioners,  of  proving  hii 
interest  in  the  land,  and  obtaining  from 
them  such  decision  as  the  justice  of  tbe 
case  may  demand. 

Sir,  I  have  already  stated,  that,  by  mj 
plan,  the  rights  of  the  present  dignitaries 
will  Dot  be  at  all  affected  \  and,  to  ordat 
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to  provide  more  espectally  for  such  cases, 
yft  propose,  that  ff  a  bishop  pleases,  he 
may  contrntte  to  keep  tip  his  receipts  as 
under  the  present  system  of  fines  and 
rents.  There  is  nothing  in  the  Bilt  to 
prerent  his  continuing  that  practice,  so  far 
as  he  is  concerned ;  though  we  hope  he 
may  find  tt  more  to  his  advantage  to  ac- 
cept the  provisions  of  this  Bill  at  once. 
Bat  (be  moment  that  the  present  incum- 
bents* interest  ceases,  their  successors  will 
come  absolutely  under  the  provision  of  the 
Act.  Sir,  1  believe  that  the  funds  which 
the  Bill  provides  will  be  n^ore  than  ade- 
quate for  all  the  purposes  for  which  this 
is  intended*  It  is  our  intention,  by  the 
Bill  we  are  about  fo  introduce,  to  enact 
that  the  surplus,  after  paying  the  present 
fines  to  the  bishops  and  ecclesiastics,  and 
after  providing,  in  addition,  for  the  charge 
of  churcli.rates,  shall  form  a  reserve 
fund,  and  shall  be  applicable  to  the  en- 
dowment of  small  livings.  Next,  I  have 
already  stated  that  in  many  parishes  there 
exist  local  funds  applicable  to  the  repairs 
of  chorches.  I  am  decidedly  of  opinion 
that  these  funds  ought  to  be  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Commis- 
sioners intrusted  with  the  administration 
of  the  Church  estates.  Those  funds  we 
accordingly  propose  to  bring  under  the 
control  of  the  Commissioners,  though  not 
to  vest  them  in  their  hands.  I  have 
omitted  to  state  that  the  commission  to 
which  I  have  alluded  will  be  charged  with 
the  primary  duty  of  paying  over  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  as  at  pre- 
sent constituted^  the  sum  of  250,000/. 
per  annum,  to  provide  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  Church,  the  amount  of  the 
existing  fines.  Another  source  of  income 
which  will  be  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  Commissioners  will  be  the  pew-rents. 
i  am  very  far  from  being  desirous  of  limit- 
ing the  attendance  of  the  people  on  the 
service  of  the  Established  Church,  to 
those  who  will  pay  a  sum  of  money  for 
their  sittings.  Nothing  can,  in  my  mind, 
be  more  unjust,  nothing  more  injurious, 
and,  therefore,  nothing  deserving  to  be 
more  strongly  deprecated.  It  would  be 
most  improper  to  raise,  between  the 
poorer  classes  and  their  religious  duties, 
obstacles  of  this  description.  But,  un- 
doubtedly, where  pew-rents  have  been  re- 
ceived,— and  in  all  cases  where  they  can 
justly  be  demanded  from  the  rich,  they 
ought  to  be  received, — they  should  be 
•mployed  for  the  support  of  the  Chorcb. 


This  is  already  the  case  in  many  parish^) 
of  the  metropolis.     In  the  parish  of  St. ' 
James,  the  pew-rents  produce  a  sum  fully, 
adequate    to    the    maintenance    of    the 
Church;    and  the  church-rates   in  that 
parish  have  consequently  ceased   to  be 
collected.     There  are  many  other  parishes 
in  which  a  similar  practice  prevails.     I 
propose  intrusting    the    management  of 
these  pew- rents,    first   to    a    committee 
elected  by  the  pew-renters    themaelves, 
reporting  to  the  bishop  and  the  commis- 
sioners :  the  former  will  be  enabled  to  take 
care  that  these  pew«rents  shall  not  be  coU 
lected   in   the  parish,  unless    upon    the 
condition  that  free  sittings  shall  be  pro- 
vided  for  the  poor  on  a  scale  more  liberal 
than  the  present.     I   know  not  whether 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  have 
been   taking  notes,  may  be  inclined  to^ 
quarrel   with  roe  on  this  subject:    they 
may  possibly  object  on  the  ground  that 
they  consider  the  levy  of  such  rents  un* 
just  in  all  cases;  but  they  certainly  can* 
not,  with  any   pretension   to  truth  and 
fairness,  find  objection  on  the  score  that 
we  leave  the  wants  of  the  poor  unprovided 
for:    on  the  contrary,  it  is  of  the  very 
essence  of  the  Bill  that  a  provision  should 
be  made  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
poor,  and  a  provision  far  lander  than  that 
which  at  present  exists.    The    Bill  will 
enact  that  the  minister  and  church  wardens, 
with  the    consent   of  the  bishop,   shall 
reserve,  at  the  least,  one  fifth  part  of  the 
seats   as   free  for  the   poor;  and   if  the 
same  have  been   usually  let   previously, 
then  one  third,  as  if  the  church  had  been 
erected  under  the  Church-building  Acts ; 
or  one  half,  if  pews  have  not  been  usuallj 
let  before.     As  I  observed  in  the  outset/ 
it  has  been  imputed  to  me,  and  to  those 
with  whom  I  act,  that  we  are  disposed  to 
rob  the  poor  of  their  rights.     The  House 
will  now,  I  think,  be  satisfied  that  tbig 
accusation   is  most    unfounded.     I   feet 
that  I  am  compelled  to  press  this  points 
because  there  is  none  upon  which  a  strong 
feeling  can  be  more  easily,  nor,  if  true,  be 
more  justly  excited.     The  provision  which 
it  is  proposed  to  introduce  into  this  Bill 
upon  the  subject  of  free  sittings  in  the 
churches,  is,    I  believe,  of  a  larger  and 
more  liberal  nature  ihan  that  which  at 
present  exists ;  and  if  the  only  difference 
which  subsists  between  hon.  Members  and 
myself  has  relation    to  the    subject    of 
extending  a  greater  degree  of  accommoda- 
tion to  the  poor,  I  do  not  believe  that  thejt 
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can  jastly  quarrel  much  on  this  score. 
They  will  find  me,  upon  this  subject,  at 
all  events,  ready  to  carry  my  principle  as 
far  as  they  may  desire.  It  is  also 
proposed  by  the  bill  which  I  shall  ask 
leare  to  mtroduce,  that  the  whole  of 
the  present  system  of  visitation 
feet,  and  fees  upon  the  swearing  in  of 
churchwardens,  shall  be  abolished.  In 
this  respect  my  proposition  is  the  same  as 
that  of  Earl  Spencer.  For  ray  part,  I 
cannot  see  how  any  benefit  can  possibly 
be  derived  from  the  perpetuation  of  the 
present  foolish  system  of  swearing  in 
churchwardens,  when  all  that  is  required 
may  be  done  without  expense,  either 
before  magistrates  or  neighbouring  surro- 
gates ;  and,  by  the  alteration  I  propose, 
a  saving  of  from  150,000/.  to  180,000/. 
per  annum  will  at  once  be  efiPected. 

I  now  proceed  to  a  point  of  very  con- 
Biderable  importance.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
must  be  aware  that  a  very  large  debt  has 
been  already  contracted  on  the  security  of 
the  Church-rates.  Public  and  private 
money,  both  to  a  very  great  extent  has 
been  advanced.  How  is  this  to  be  pro- 
vided for?  I  must  say,  as  one  most 
friendly  to  the  reform  of  the  existing 
system  of  Church-rates — I  will  say,  as  one 
feeling  deeply  convinced  of  the  necessity 
of  maintaining  Uie  Established  Church, — 
that  it  would  be  unjust  to  seek  to  attain 
these  objects,  however  useful,  by  proposing 
that  a  debt,  contracted  under  the  sanction 
of  the  ordinary  laws  of  the  land,  and 
vvarranted  by  Acts  of  Parliament,  should 
be  in  any  the  slightest  degree  affected  or 
impaired  in  its  security  of  repayment. 
Well,  then.  Sir,  as  by  my  Bill  there  will 
be  an  end  put  to  Church-rates  absolutely 
for  the  future,  it  will  be  necessary  that 
the  whole  amount  of  debt  already  incurred 
by  the  parishes  should  be  secured  on  the 
parochial  rates.  It  would  not  be  just 
that  we  should  relieve  property  from  en- 
gagements already  contractea.  Those 
debts  should  still  be  made  good  out  of  the 
funds,  and  by  the  persons  by  whom  they 
Hre  now  owing.  I  will  not  bring  forward 
9L  proposition  founded  on  any  other  prin- 
ciple; I  should  shrink  from  making  any 
which  I  believed  to  be  practically  unjust, 
or  which  contained  within  itself  the  ele- 
ments of  injustice.  It  would  be  surely 
most  unjust  to  transfer  to  one  man's 
shoulders  a  burthen  contracted  by  another. 
The  parties  who  now  owe  this  debt,  are  the 
^parties  who  are  bound  to  pay  it. 


{COMMONS} 

Sir,  it  is  now  necessary  to  state,  for  tb« 
satisfaction  of  the  Committee,  that,  out 
of  the  income  of  archbishops  and  bishops 
and    other    ecclesiastical    functionaries, 
which  amounts  to  541,000L,  my  measure 
only  affects  that  portion  which  is  repre- 
sented by  fines,  and  which  amounts  to 
260,000/,    I  do  not  mean  to  diminish,  in 
any  degree,  the  actual  receipts  of  any  one 
archbishop,  bishop,  dean,  or  other  digni- 
tary.    I  have  already  alluded  to  the  mode 
by  which  1  expect  to  obtain  an  adequate 
surplus;  and,  to  make  a  subject  which  U 
conplicated  in    itself  somewhat  more  in- 
telligible, I  shall  explain  it  by  an  illus- 
tration.    My  object  will  be  to  prove,  that 
the  Committee  may  rely  on  obtaining  an 
increased  revenue  of  250,000/.  by  the  in- 
troduction   of  an    improved  system    of 
managing  the  estates  of  the  Church.     In 
the  first  place,  I  shall  be  asked  on  what 
authority  my  reasonings  rest.     I  cannot 
hesitate  to  name  my  authority,  more  par- 
ticularly when  I  can  refer  to  a  gentleman 
for  whom  I  have  a  great  respect  and  re- 
gard, and  to  whose  ofificial  assistance,  oq 
the  present  and  on  former  occasions,  I  owe 
great  obligation.   I  mean  Mr.  Finlayson — 
a  gentleman  whose  authority  will  not  be 
objected  to  on  either  side :  indeed,  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  when  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen wished  to  oppose  our  Irish  Church 
Bill,  the  authority  of  Mr.  Finlayson  was, 
to  them,  all  and  every  thing.    His  calca- 
lations  were  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
House,  and  they  endeavoured  to  prove, 
from  the  conclusions  to  which  they  led, 
that  our  proposition  was  indefensible.  Mr. 
Finlayson  is  the  authority  to  which  I  now 
appeal.     As  the  question  is  an  abstruse 
one,  I  shall  rather  state  Mr.  Finlayson's 
conclusions,  than  endeavour  to  follow  his 
reasoning  in  much  detail ;  but,  as  I  am 
bound  to  prove  that  this  sum  of  250,000^ 
can   be  obtained   in  the  way  I  suggest, 
those  who  are  prepared  to  oppose,  or  to 
support,  my  plan  are  equally  interested  in 
giving  me  their  attention.     I  shall  come  to 
the  result  without  going  through  all  the 
calculations.    The  point  to  be  discovered 
by    Mr.    Finlayson   was— the    improved 
rental  of  the  Church  lands.    This  was  to 
be  inferred  from  the  value  of  the  fines  re- 
ceived ;  the  average  subsisting  terms ;  and 
the  rate  of  interest  allowed  to  the  lessees 
on  renewal.     From  these  elements  the 
rental  is  inferred.     Now,  taking  the  leases 
for  lives  and  the  leases  for  years  together, 
the  average  subsisting  term  may  fairly  b^ 
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estimated  at  twenty«four  years ;  the  aver- 
age rate  of  interest  allowed  upon  renewals 
may  be  assumed  at  seven  per  cent. :  the 
amount  of  fines  is  260,360/.  From  these 
data  the  deduced  rental  would,  I  feel  con- 
fident, be  considerably  within  the  mark ; 
and  I  am  satisfied  that  the  fullest  investi* 
gation  would  confirm  this  supposition. 

The  computations  to  which  I  am  about 
to  refer  are  founded  on  the  best  data 
within  my  reach,  and  will,  I  am  convinced, 
be  fully  confirmed  by  the  actual  facts.  I 
have  endeavoured  to  ascertain  the  real 
value  of  this  property  of  the  Church  from 
the  following  elements ;  the  amount  of 
fines  received;  the  average  duration  of 
the  subsisting  terms ;  and  the  rate  of  in- 
terest allowed  to  the  Church  lessees.  Re- 
sults deduced  from  thence,  by  a  close  and 
scientific  inquiry,  have  afterwards  been 
brought  to  a  test  derived  from  the  actual 
examination  of  Church  leases  in  particular 
dioceses ;  and  the  comparison  has  given  a 
complete  confirmation  to  the  theoretical 
discovery*  The  fines  received  are  as 
follow : — 


Archbishops  and  bishops 
Deans  ana  chapters  .  . 
Prebendaries,  &c. 


.  74,812 
164,069 
21, 760 

£260,631 


These  fines  are  calculated  to  be  distri- 
buted in  the  following  proportion : — 

Fines  on  lives         .  •         150,671 

Fines  on  terms  of  years        .       109,960 

£260,631 


Now  I  am  inclined  to  estimate  the  sub- 
sisting leases  as  leading  to  the  following 
results  :«— 

Years. 
Average  subsisting  leases  for  lives  .  29'6 
Average  subsisting  leases  for  years  .  15*7 

giving  a  general  average  of  twenty-four 
years*  I  assume  the  average  rate  of  in- 
terest allowed  at  seven  per  cent. ;  I  believe 
that  the  closest  investigation  would  bear 
out  this  hypothesis  :  and  from  these  facts 
Mr.  Finlayson  is  enabled  to  deduce  the 
value  of  the  rental  of  these  estates.  That 
rental  may  be  assumed  to  be,  at  the  very 
least,  1,323,000/.;  and  in  stating  this 
amount  I  feel  satisfied,  from  Mr. 
Finlayson's  calculation,  that  I  am  placing 
the  estimate  very  considerably  below  the 
mark ;  but  even  at  this  rental  I  can  show 
what  is  my  probable  surplus.    Assuming 


the  total  rental  to  be  1,323,0001.  aulQaet 
to  the  existing  term  of  twenty-four  years, 
that  sum  will  be  represented  by  an  annuity 
of  the  amount  stated,  deferred  for  twenty- 
four  years.  This  deferred  annuity,  turned 
into  an  annuity  in  possession,  will  be 
equal  to  516,000/.,  and  the  amount  will 
consequently  stand  as  follows  :— 

Immediate  income        •        t    £516,000 
Deduct  the  fines  .  361,000 

Surplus   applicable    to    church J^^ 
rates  and  received  fund  >     ••/*/,vw 

being  5,000/.  a  year  more  than  is  required 
for  my  immediate  object.  This  operation 
may  be  wholly  effected,  as  I  anticipate,  by 
the  sale  of  the  reversions  to  the  tenants  at 
the  rate  of  twenty-five  years'  purchase.; 
valuing  the  subsisting  terms  at  the  same 
rate,  by  allowing  interest  at  four  per  cent. 
But  it  will  be  s^ked  me  how  I  can .  feel 
certain  that  the  tenants  will  purchase? 
Sir,  my  conviction  arise  from  my  belief 
that  it  will  be  the  tenants'  interest  to  do 
so«  Let  me  entreat  the  leaseholders  to 
consider  the  proposition  which  I  make 
them.  I  propose  that,  on  he  conditions 
I  have  stated,  they  shall  be  permit  ed  to 
convert  their  present  most  uncertain  and 
unsatisfactory  tenure  into  a  fee-simple 
title,  subject  to  a  perpetual  rent.  I  have 
stated  the  computed  rental  at  1,323,000/., 
subject  to  the  annual  fines  of  261 ,000/.  The 
tenants'  existing  interest  during  the  present 
leases  would  therefore  be  1,062,000/.  Sup- 
posing that  the  increased  commuted  rental 
amounted,  as  has  been  shown,  to  516,000/., 
the  tenants'  perpetual  interest  would 
amount  to  807,000/.  But  what  is  the 
actual  value  of  the  terminable  interest  in 
the  perpetual  estate  ?  From  the  best  in- 
quiry I  have  made,  I  am  led  to  conclude 
that  the  highest  average  value  of  these 
church  leases  cannot  be  taken  at  more 
than  twenty-one  years'  purchase.  Now, 
a  net  rental  of  1,062,000/.  at  twenty-one 
years'  purchase  amounts  to  22,302,000/. 
But  the  perpetuity  of  807,000/,  held  in 
fee-simple  may  be  valued  at  thirty  yeara' 
purchase:  807,000/.  at  thirty  years'  pur- 
chase amounts  to  24,210,000/.  Thus  it 
would  appear  that  although  the  tenants 
should  lose  in  income,  their  gain  in  ex« 
changeable  value  would-  amount  to 
1,350,000/.  These  figures  are  taken  aa 
affording  the  best  illustration  of  my  prin- 
ciple ;  and  the  practical  result  will,  I  feel 
convinced,  bear  out  the  reasoningt  Though 
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thirty  years'  purchase  may  not  be  obtained 
ID  certain  cases  for  the  fee- simple,  neither 
will  twenty -one  years'  purchase  be  given 
for  the  terms  s  and  it  is  the  difference  be- 
tween the  one  and  the  other  which  will 
determine  the  ouestion. 

If  I  am  asked  why  1  have  fixed  the  rate 
of  purchase  at  twenty-five  years,  1  reply, 
that  I  find  that  the  Legislatore  has,  in  an 
analogous  case,  acquiesced  in  this  rate. 
An  Act  passed  in  1827,  at  the  instance  of 
the  Bishop  of  Bath  and  Wells,  to  enable 
him  to  sell  the  reversion  of  an  episcopal 
estate ;  and  it  was  enacted  that  the  rever- 
sion should  be  sold  at  the  rate  of  twenty- 
five  years'  purchase.  It,  therefore,  cannot 
be  said  that  I  am  doing  any  injustice  to 
the  Bishops,  or  the  lessees,  in  adopting 
this  principle,  which  has  already  been 
sanctioned  by  King,  Lords,  and  Commons. 
I  may  be  asked,  upon  what  authority  I 
consider  seven  per  cent,  as  the  average  rate 
of  interest  allowed  upon  renewals  of  church 
leases?  For  the  present  I  shall  not  ap- 
peal to  other  witnesses,  but  shall  content 
myself  to  answer  this  question  by  reading 
an  extract  from  a  publication  of  a  digni- 
tary of  the  Church,  the  Rev.  Sydney  Smith, 
bearing  on  this  subject :  — 

''  I  he  Legislature  has  not  always  taken  the 
same  view  of  the  comparative  trustworthiness 
of  bishops  and  chapters  as  is  taken  by  the 
com  mission.  Bishops'  leases  for  years  are  for 
twenty-one  years,  renewahle  every  seven. 
When  seven  years  are  expired,  if  the  present 
tenant  will  not  renew,  the  bishop  may  grant  a 
concurrent  lease.  How  does  his  lordship  act 
upon  such  occasions?  He  generally  asks  two 
years'  income  for  the  renewal,  when  chapters, 
not  having  the  privilege  of  granting  such  con- 
curring leases,  ask  only  a  year  and  a  half;  and 
if  the  bishop's  price  is  not  given,  he  put  a  son 
or  a  daughter,  or  a  trustee,  into  the  estate,  and 
the  price  of  the  lease  deferred  is  money  saved 
for  his  family.  But  unfair  and  exorbitant 
terms  may  be  asked  by  his  lordship,  and  the 
tenant  may  be  unfairly  dispossessed  ;  therefore 
the  Legislature  enacts,  that  all  those  concur- 
rent leases  must  be  counter^signed  by  the  dean 
and  chapter  of  the  diocese,  making  them  the 
safeguards  against  episcopal  rapacity,  and,  as 
I  hear  from  others^  not  making  them  so  in 
vain.'* 

I  may  state  more  generally  that  the  pro- 
position I  have  made  is  not  without  a  con- 
elnsive  legislative  precedent :  I  allude  to 
the  precedent  afforded  by  the  statutes  for 
the  management  of  the  Crown  lands.  In 
1794,  the  case  of  the  Crown  lands  was 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  Par- 
liament.    A  report  on  the  subject  was 


made  by  the  Surveyor  General  of  lb* 
Woods  and  Forests,  m  the  year  1797 ;  In 
which  Report  it  was  set  forth,  as  it  might 
be  now  with  regard  to  the  Church  estates, 
that  the  Crown  lands  were  greatly  mil* 
managed ;  that  there  was  a  great  check  to 
all  improvement  in  consequence  of  the 
system  of  leases  renewed  on  fines ;  and 
that  by  such  means  the  rental  was  wholly 
inadequate.  A  proposition  was  made  that 
the  whole  of  the  leases  should  be  allowed 
to  run  out — that  they  should  then  be  re- 
let ;  a  preference  being  given  to  the  lessees 
in  possession,  at  a  deduction  of  one  eighth^ 
in  consideration  of  their  supposed  tenant 
rights.  When  this  proposition  was  con* 
sidered,  two  statesmen,  whose  names  are 
entitled  to  the  highest  respect,  attended  as 
members  of  the  Treasury  Board.  They 
took  this  Report  into  consideration ; — and, 
to  give  the  utmost  weight  to  the  resolution 
adopted,  I  need  only  mention  that  the 
members  of  the  Government  to  whom  I 
allude  were  Mr.  Pitt  and  the  present 
Marquess  Wellesley.  So  far  from  havings 
any  doubt  as  to  the  policy  of  carrying  into 
effect  the  recommendations  of  Mr. 
Fordyce,  the  Surveyor  General,  Mr.  Pitt 
and  Lord  Wellesley  entirely  agreed  with 
him;  and,  indeed,  in  one  point  went 
beyond  him.  Mr.  Pitt  thought  it  un- 
reasonable to  give  a  reduction  of  one  eighth 
to  the  tenant  in  possession.  He  decided 
that  he  could  only  allow  one  twentieth,  or 
five  per  cent. ;  and  this  was  all  the  favour 
which  was  granted  to  the  Crown  lessees 
in  consideration  of  their  claim  for  renewal. 
The  first  principle  upon  which  we  now  pro. 
pose  to  act  was  thus  adopted  by  the 
Treasury  of  1797,  although  the  same  ob- 
jections were  then  made  by  the  Crown 
lessees  as  may  generally  be  now  advanced 
by  the  tenants  of  the  Church.  A  memorial 
was  laid  before  the  Treasury,  on  the  nart 
of  the  lessees  of  the  Crown,  which,  irom 
the  signatures  to  it  was  not  likely  to  have 
been  considered  as  uudeserving  of  the 
most  serious  and  respectful  consideration. 
This  memorial  set  forth  that  their  leases 
were  taken,  or  purchased,  under  an  ex* 
pectation  of  renewals,  upon  the  payioent 
of  the  releasing  fine,  and  a  small  reasonable 
increase  of  rent,  in  the  same  manner  as 
the  renewals  under  the  Crown  were  usually 
granted*  The  memorial  added,  that  the 
tenants  had  acted  under  the  expectation 
that  they  had  a  clear  tenant  right;  that, 
in  reliance  on  the  right,  they  had  laid  oot 
Urge  sums  of  money,  in  the  imprOTSineni 
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of  the  land  ;  and  that,  by  the  mortgage 
of  these  lands,  money  had  been  borrowed, 
and  securities  given,  for  the  fortunes  of 
children  and  the  jointures  of  wives.  This 
memorial  is  signed  by  the  Duke  of 
Marlborough,  and  the  Duchess  of  Dorset, 
Lord  Essex,  the  Duke  of  Leeds,  Lord 
Balcarras,  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  and 
many  other  persons  of  influence  and  im- 
portance. I  mention  this  to  show  that  a 
memorial  more  entitled  to  attention,  from 
the  names  affixed  to  it,  is  seldom  addressed 
to  the  Treasury.  But  to  what  did  that 
memorial  lead?  Did  it  lead  to  the  result 
of  setting  aside  the  arrangements  of  Mr. 
Pitt?  On  the  contrary,  these  arrange- 
ments were  persevered  in  ;  and  the  result 
has  been  the  extraordinary  improvement 
of  the  Crown  lands,  as,  under  the  new 
system,  those  who  possessed  the  property 
as  tenants,  acquired  a  far  more  permanent 
tenure  than  they  had  formerly  enjoyed. 
It  may  be  well  to  mention,  before  I  pass 
to  another  subject,  that  in  this  memorial 
the  parties  state  that  the  terms  imposed 
upon  the  Crown  lessees  are  so  very  hard 
that  the  lessees  will  never  acquiesce.  Now, 
1  have  had  (he  curiosity  to  obtain  a  return 
of  the  number  of  persons  who  signed  this 
petition,  the  number  of  the  Crown  tenants 
interested,  and  the  number  of  those  who 
afterwards  renewed  on  the  terms  of  Mr. 
Pitt.  From  this  account  1  deduce  the  fol- 
lowing curious  result ; — there  were  eighty- 
five  lessees  represented  by  the  memori- 
alists; and  those  who  refused  to  renew, 
amounted^to  the  small  number  of  fifteen 
only.  Fifty-one  renewed ;  and  the  eighteen 
remaining  were  only  prevented  from  re- 
newing solely  because  their  lands  were 
taken  for  public  uses.  I  have,  therefore, 
in  my  favour  the  authority  of  the  Legisla- 
ture in  the  steps  taken  deliberately  for  the 
more  productive  management  and  im- 
provement of  Crown  lands  ;  and  I  have  a 
proof  that  this  step  was  taken  without  real 
prejudice  to  the  Crown  lessees  themselves. 
But,  in  addition  to  the  terms  granted  by 
Mr.  Pitt,  I  propose  to  the  Church  lessees 
the  more  important  advantage  of  pur- 
chasing their  lands  at  a  fixed  and  advan- 
tageous rate. 

Now,  Sir,  I  shall  endeavour  to  bring 
my  concluding  observations  within  as  nar- 
row a  compass  as  is  practicable.  I  have 
first  sought  to  prove,  that  the  present  state 
of  the  law  is  wholly  indefensible.  1  have 
endeavoured  to  show,  that  various  remedies 
baTB  been  suggested  to  which  ofcgections, 


more  or  less  powerful,  exist.  1  have  cn« 
deavoured  to  describe  to  the  House  the 
nature  of  the  remedy  which  I  propose; 
and  I  have  finally  proved  that  my  propo- 
sition comes  recommended,  not  only  by 
reason,  but  by  precedent  and  authority.  I 
am  not  one  to  undervalue  the  rights  of  the 
Church  in  this  matter, — far  from  it.  But 
will  hon.  Gentlemen  carry  their  opposition 
so  far  as  to  say  that  the  Church,  in  re- 
ference to  its  temporal  interests,  is  to  be 
considered  as  being  more  sacred  and  in« 
violable  than  the  Crown  ?  Wilt  hon. 
Gentlemen  say,  that  the  lessees  of  the 
Church  are  entitled  to  more  con- 
sideration than  the  lessees  of  the 
Crown?  Surely,  both  stand  precisely 
on  the  same  footing.  The  Church  pro- 
perty I  view  in  the  same  light  as  I  view 
the  Crown  property.  The  Church  lessees 
I  consider  in  the  same  condition  as  the 
Crown  lessees.  And  if  this  be  so,  we 
then  have  got  the  authority  of  the  Legis- 
lature in  favour  of  my  proposition.  We 
are  entitled  to  say,  that  our  remedial 
measures  are  adapted  to  the  nature  of  the 
case,  and  are  supported  by  the  hishest 
precedent.  Are  we  not  entitled,  there- 
fore, to  claim  a  fair  consideration  for  our 
measure ;  and,  above  all,  are  we  treated 
justly  if  it  be  denounced  as  adverse  to 
the  Church  ?  I  know  that,  when  any  one 
from  this  side  of  the  House  expresses  his 
attachment  to  the  Established  Church, 
there  is  too  frequently  a  disposition  mani- 
fested by  our  opponents  to  signify  theif 
distrust  of  that  declaration.  §ir,  it  wilt 
be  for  this  measure  to  speak  for  itself.  It 
will  be  for  hon.  Gentlemen  to  weigh  well 
the  probable  consequences  of  this  mea- 
sure. 

I  well  know  the  difficulty  as  well  as  the 
importance  of  all  Church  subjects  at  the 
present  time.  I  feel  the  difficulty  and 
danger  of  approaching  them.  So  far  back 
as  the  year  1237,  one  of  our  ancient  sta- 
tutes begins  by  a  solemn  wamine,  circtim- 
specti  agatis,  in  rebus  tangentious  Epis» 
copum.  If  this  warning  was  necessary  six 
centuries  since,  it  is  at  the  least  as  neces- 
sary in  1837,  in  reference  to  the  politics 
of  our  times;  because,  if  any  person,  and 
more  especially  a  Whig,  presumes  to 
touch  this  subject,  except  with  the  greatest 
circumspection  and  care,  be  is  exposed  to 
be  stigmatised  as  an  enemy  to  the  Church, 
and  as  one  who  wishes  to  overthrow  that 
Establishment.  I  assert  that,  though  all 
will  be  benefitted,  it  is  the  Chnrch  tb«t 
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will  derive  the  greatest  advantage  from  the 
proposed  arrangement.  Is  it  nothing 
that  rest  and  peace  should  be  given 
to  the  Church?  Is  it  nothing  to  the 
Church  of  England  that  a  time  should 
arrive  when  there  shall  be  no  more  of  these 
annual  meetings,  at  which  discord  and 
strife  predominate^  and  at  which  theolo- 
gical asperities  are  embittered  by  a  union 
with  questions  of  money  payments?  I 
think  all  theological  controversies  are  dan- 
gerous when  they  are  not  approached  in 
the  spirit  of  moderation  and  charity.  But 
if  yott  seek  to  add  to  that  danger  in  the 
case  of  any  particular  church,  bind  up 
your  theological  argument  with  the  impo- 
sition of  taxation ;  select  as  the  place  of 
discussion  a  popular  meeting,  to  which  all 
parties  are  freely  admitted.  Continue  this 
system  if  you  wish  to  endanger,  and 
finally  to  overthrow,  any  institution,  how- 
ever sacred.  Continue  this  system  if  you 
wish  to  pervert  all  Christian  charity  into 
hatred  and  fanatical  malignity.  If  such 
be  your  object,  perpetuate  a  system  of 
distraction,  which  it  is  the  object  of  my 
Bill  to  destroy. 

Again,  I  contend,  the  Church  would 
have  a  further  and  most  essential  benefit 
from  my  proposition.  The  management 
of  these  lands  would  be  taken  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  Bishops  and  other  dignitaries ; 
and  every  thing  which  tends  to  raise  the 
character  of  the  heads  of  the  Church  must 
improve  the  condition,  and  extend  the 
usefulness  of  the  parochial  clergy  also. 
I  wish  to  touch  this  part  of  the  subject 
very  lightly  ;  but,  have  we  never  heard  of 
suspicions  that  proceedings  occur  with  re- 
gard to  fines  and  renewals  of  Church 
leases,  which  lower  the  clergy  of  this 
country  in  public  estimation  ?  Does  not 
the  mode  in  which  the  bargains  have  been 
struck, — and  further,  does  not  the  power 
which  a  young  bishop,  or  young  digni* 
tary,  possesses,  of  running  his  life  against 
the  interest  of  the  lease, — do  not  these 
causes  introduce  a  collusion  and  a  jealousy 
far  from  being  useful  or  creditable  to  all 
parties  ?  I  find  the  following  passage  in 
this  pamphlet  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Sydney 
Smith,  to  which  I  have  already  referred. 
The  author  is  discussing  the  mode  in  which 
the  patronage  of  Bishops  is  disposed  of : — 

^  The  worst  case  is  that  of  a  superannuated 
Irishop.  Here  the  preferment  is  given  away, 
and  must  be  given  away,  by  wives  and  daugh- 
tion,  or  by  sons,  utterly  unaequainted  with 
fcolesiattical  matters;  and    the  poor   dying 


patron's  paralytic  hand  is  guided  to  the  sig- 
nature of  papers,  the  contents  of  which  he  is 
utterly  unable  to  comprehend.'' 

If  this  be  true  with  respect  to  the 
church  patronage  of  bishops,  is  it  not 
equally  true  with  respect  to  the  grant  of 
ecclesiastical  leases?  Will  not  a  plan 
which  puts  the  leasing  power  of  the  Bishops 
upon  a  better  principle,  and  removes  from 
our  prelates — I  will  not  say  all  tempta* 
tion,  but — all  suspicion, — will  not  such  a 
plan  be  eminently  beneficial  to  the  Church? 
Further,  if  there  be  an  advantage  in  this 
to  the  bishops,  I  humbly  contend  there  is 
also  an  enormous  benefit  to  the  lessees. 
Let  it  not  be  asserted,  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  an  argument  here— or  let  it  not  be 
said  elsewhere,  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
obstacles  to  the  passing  of  this  Bill — that 
the  Church  lessee  has  a  defined,  legal, 
tenant  right  of  renewal,  capable  of  enforce* 
ment,  and  one  for  which  be  is  entitled  to 
claim  compensation.  He  has  no  such  right 
— he  stands  precisely  in  the  same  position 
with  the  Crown  lessee.  Though  almost 
afraid  of  the  charge  of  pedantry  and  pre* 
sumption  in  venturing  to  quote  a  high 
legal  authority,  I  must  ask  permission  to 
refer  to  the  observations  of  Mr.  Butler^  ia 
his  edition  of  Coke  upon  Littleton ,  upoa 
the  question  of  tenant  rights,  as  bearing 
on  this  subject  Mr.  Butler  observes 
that— 

**  Tiie  favour  which  is  shown  to  old  tenants, 
by  granting  them  a  renewal  of  their  leases, 
preferably  to  a  stranger,  has  given  them,  in 
the  eye  of  the  law,  an  interest  beyond  their 
subsisting  term,  and  this  interest  is  generally 
termed  their  tenant  right  of  renewal.  This  is 
particularly  applicable  to  leases  from  the 
Crown,  from  the  Church,  from  Colleges, 
or  from  other  Corporations.  These  circum- 
stances have  produced  what  is  called  tenant 
right.  Attempts  have  been  made  to  establish 
an  obligation  m  landlords  to  renew,  but  they 
have  not  succeeded.  The  renewal,  therefore, 
is  still  a  matter  of  favour  and  of  chance  ;but  is 
so  far  valuable,  that  it  enhances  the  price  of  the 
property  on  sales." 

How,  then,  can  that  be  considered  a 
right  which,  in  the  words  of  Mr.  Butler,  k 
thus  left  to  "  favour  and  chance  ?''  I  will 
say,  further,  that  those  who  are  interested 
in  ecclesiastical  leases  well  know  to  what 
they  are  now  exposed,  and  to  what  they 
are  only  compelled  to  submit*  They 
know  not  only  the  amount  of  renewals, 
but  the  charge  of  fees ;  and  they  knov, 
to  their  cost,  that  every  lease  is  a  matter 
of  heavy  co9ts^  payable  to  tbe  seoretaiiet 
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and  ofiBcers  of  the  bishops.  All  this  will 
be  necessarily  abolished  under  the  pro- 
posed Bill.  They  will  also  have  the  power 
of  exchanging  Church  lands  for  other  lands 
of  equal  value,  a  power  which  at  present 
they  do  not  possess. 

In  anticipation  of  some  of  the  objections 
which  may  be  urged  on  the  part  of  the 
lessees,  I  ask  permission  of  the  Committee 
to  read  an  instructive  passage  from  a 
speech  which  was  delivered  upon  this  sub- 
ject in  the  House  of  Commons^  so  long 
since  as  the  year  1600;  which  may  give 
to  the  shrewdness  of  modem  times  some 
aid  from  what  is  called  the  **  wisdom  of 
our  ancestors/'  A  Bill  was  introduced  in 
the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  to  prevent  bishops 
from  giving  leases  in  reversion,  until  within 
three  years  of  the  expiration  of  the  exist- 
ing tenure.  A  country  gentleman  then 
stood  up,  as  country  gentlemen  may  now 
do,  and  opposed  the  Bill,  contending,  that 
It  would  be  prejudicial  to  the  Church,  to 
the  bishops,  and  to  their  tenants.  His 
argument  was  to  the  following  effect  :-— 

.*  This  Act  would  be  prejudicial  both  to  the 
bishop  present,  and  the  successor,  and  their 
servants,  and  to  ihe  bishop's  own  fkrmets  and 
tenants.  To  the  bishop  present,  in  the  main- 
tenance of  his  estate,  which  cometb  only 
by  continual  fines;  which,  if  they  be  taken 
away,  then  are  they  not  able  to  maintain  that 
hospitality,  or  keep  that  retinue  either  belong- 
ing to  their  place,  or  answerable  to  their 
living;  for  consider  the  revenue  of  the  greatest 
bishop  in  England,  it  is  bat  2,200/.  per  annum" 

Observe,  the  greatest  income  then  enjoy- 
ed by  a  Bishop  was  2,200/.  ayear  [Colonel 
Sibthorp, — That  was  200  years  ago,]  Very 
well.  But  this  is  not  all ;  let  me  proceed. 
This  gentleman  thus  continued  : — 

'^  Whereof  he  payeth  for  annual  subsidy  to 
the  Queen  5Q0l,  per  annum.'' 

Now,  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  by 
his  remark,  implied,  that  the  income  of 
2.200/.  was  at  that  time,  equal  to  what 
the  income  of  a  bishop  is  at  present. 
[Colonel  Sibthorp.--HG2Lt  I]  The  hon. 
Member  agrees  with  me.  Very  well.  But 
if  he  contends  that  the  income  of  the 
bishops  should  be  raised  in  reference  to 
the  altered  value  of  money,  he  cannot  ob- 
ject to  raise  the  nominal  amount  of  the 
subsidy  on  the  same  principle,  and  in  the 
same  proportion.  What  bishop  now  pays 
one  6fth  of  his  income  as  a  subsidy  to  the 
State?  The  speech  from  which  I  have 
quoted,  goes  on  to  argue,  that  it  would  be 
i  great  hardship  if  the  bishops,  who  were 


so  poorly  endowed,  and  who  had  a  heavy 
subsidy  to  furnish, — if  they  were  disabled 
from  providing  for  their  old  and  faithfol 
servants,  by  granting  them  leases  in  re- 
version. But  the  chief  ground  on  which 
this  Gentleman  opposed  the  Bill  was  the 
following : — 

"  And  what  damage  we  shall  do  both  to  the 
bishop  and  to  his  successor,  his  revenue  being  so 
benencial  to  her  Majesty,  I  refer  to  all  your 
judgments.  To  the  successor  it  must  needs 
be  more  hurtful ;  for,  when  he  first  cometh 
in,  he  payeth  first  fruits,  and  yet  is  not  allowed 
to  make  his  benefit  by  fines,  which  all  bishops' 
farmers  are  contented  to  do,  so  that  he  is  cast 
one  whole  year's  revenue  behind  hand ;  and, 
perhaps,  hath  no  power,  neither  to  make 
leases  in  twelve  or  sixteen  years.  This,  Mr; 
Speaker,  will  be  a  cause  to  induce  the  mi- 
nisters of  the  word  not  to  seek  bishoprics, 
whereby  we  may  bring  the  clergy  both  to 
poverty  and  contempt,  from  which  they 
have  ever  been  carefully  defended  and  pro* 
vided  for,  even  by  the  most  ancient  statutes 
and  laws  of  this  realm  now  extant.  Hurtful  it 
is  to  their  servants,  for  this  may  be  every  man's 
case.  We  know  many  good  gentlemen's  sons 
served  bishops ;  and  how  can  they  reward  their 
long  and  faithful  service,  but  only  by  means 
of  granting  over  of  these  fines,  or  some  other 
means  out  of  the  spiritual  functions.  But  this 
Act  is  good  for  the  courtier ;  but  I  must  speak 
no  more  of  that.  Lastly,  Mr.  Speaker,  myself 
am  farmer  to  a  bishop ;  and  I  speak  this  as 
in  my  own  case,  (on  my  knowledge)  to 
the  House;  that  it  is  ordinary  upon  every 
grant,  after  four  or  five  years  ever  to  fine  and 
take  a  new  lease.  But,  I  refer  it  to  the  cousin 
deration  of  the  House  to  do  their  pleasures 
herein;  only  this  I  certify,  that  I  have  the 
copy  of  the  Bill  the  last  Parliament  exhibited 
to  this  purpose,  which  I  having  compared,  to- 
gether with  the  present  Bill,  do  find  them  to 
be,  word  for  word,  all  one ;  and  that  was  re-* 
jected ; — and  so,  I  doubt  not,  if  the  reasons 
be  well  weighed,  but  this  will  have  the  like 


success. 


Thus  it  appears,  that  it  was  not  be« 
cause  the  interests  of  the  Church,  or  be- 
cause the  principles  of  public  justice, 
would  be  compromised  by  the  Bill,  that 
this  good  Member  of  Parliament  opposed 
it,  but  because  he  was  the  farmer  of  a 
bishop. — [Hear!  hear!]  I  am  xejoiced 
that  hon.  Gentlemen,  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  cheer  this  suggestion;  they,  there-* 
fore,  disavow  an  opposition  which  rests  on 
these  selfish  grounds.  Those  who  say,  that 
the  whole  of  this  property  should  belong 
to  the  Church,  and  those  who  maintain 
that  it  should  be  the  property  of  the  lea-* 
see,  unite  in  their  cheers*  But  if  there 
be  any  who  maintain  that  this  reven»0Q*< 
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iry  value  is  the  property  of  the  Church, 
then  they  ought  to  take  it  from  the  les- 
sees; and  if  the  lessees  have  a  legal  right 
to  keep  it  for  themselves,  then  they  must 
not  unite  with  their  opponents  to  give  it 
to  the  Church.  Therefore  I  may  have 
some  chance  of  the  votes  of  each  of  these 
cheerers  against  the  others ;  and  they  may 
support  me  in  sanctioning  a  vote  for  the 
application  of  their  funds  to  provide  for 
Church-rates;  hut  they  cannot,  with  any 
consistency,  confederate  together.  Let 
not  those  who  wish  to  get  this  property 
for  the  Church,  and  those  who  wish  to 
regain  it  for  the  lessee,  unite ;  for  it  can- 
not, without  a  miracle,  be  applied  to  these 
two  and  opposite  objects. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
cheers  me.  Sir,  this  brings  me  to  consider 
whether  it  can  be  argued  that  this  snrplus 
does  or  does  not  belong  to  the  Church » 
Sir,  I  maintain,  that  it  does  not  belong 
to  the  Church,  but  that  it  does  belong  to 
the  State,  though  I  only  contend  for  its 
application  to  a  strictly  ecclesiastical  use.  1 
have  an  authority  to  that  e£fect  on  my 
side,  and  I  entreat  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  this  authority*  I  call  your 
attention  to  this  authority,  in  order  that 
1  may  protect  myself  and  the  Government 
from  the  accusation  that  we  are  sanction- 
ing or  recommending  any  misapplication 
of  Church  property.  My  first  authority 
may  not  have  weight  with  Gentlemen 
opposite,  but  it  is  one  on  which  we  at 
this  side  rely,—  it  is  the  authority  of  Lord 
Spencer.  The  case  we  seek  to  make  out 
is  this; — that  when  we  give,  by  law,  a 
new  value  to  Church  lands,  we  acquire  a 
right  to  apply  the  funds  derived  from*  this 
new  value  to  such  purposes  as  the  Legis- 
lature may  sanction.  I  have  the  authority 
of  Lord  Spencer  for  this.  That  noble 
Lord  in  1833,  in  introducing jhe  measure 
relative  to  the  Church  of  Ireland,  said, — 

'*  Even  those  who  declared  that  it  ii  unjust 
and  improper  to  interfere  with  the  revenues  of 
the  Church  will  agree  with  roe,  that  if  by  the 
Act  of  Parliament  which  will  be  introduced, 
on  this  subject,  any  new  value  is  given  to  be- 
oeBces,  that  new  value,  so  created,  would 
not  properly  belong  to  the  Church  j  and  what* 
ever  is  raised  by  il  may  be  immediately  appro- 
priated to  the  exigencies  of  the  State 

I  feet,  therefore,  that  those  gentlemen  who 
object  to  any  interference  with  Church  pro- 
perty will  fully  and  readily  agree  to  this  pro- 
position. If,  therefore,  as  I  have  already  ob< 
served,  an  increased  value  will  be  created  by 
the  contemplated  Act  of  Parliament,  then  1 


have  a  right  to  assume  that  that  inereased 
value  cauot  be  claimed  by  the  Church.  I  there- 
fore feel  that  even  those  individuals  who  object 
to  the  interference  with  Church  nroperty, 
or  the  appropriation  of  it  to  any  other  than 
Church  purposes,  may,  without  any  soruplOy 
agree  with  me  in  tlic  proposition  that,  what* 
ever  additional  proceeds  are  realised  by  the 
new  system,  may  be  applied  to  such  purposes 
as  Parliament  may  think  fit." 

'  But,  Sir,  this  is  not  the  only  authority 
to  which  I  can  appeal  on  this  subject. 
I  am  entitled  to  claim  that  of  my  noble 
Friend  opposite,  also  (Lord  Stanley). 
Nay,  he  goes  beyond  what  I  contend  for. 
My  proposition  does  not  imply  that  you 
are  authorised  to  apply  the  increased  value 
to  the  purposes  of  the  State  generally.  I 
only  ask  the  House  to  affirm  that  it  may 
be  applied  to  the  purposes  of  Church- 
rates, — that  is,  to  an  admitted  ecclesias- 
tical purpose.  My  noble  Friend  has  gone 
further:  he  maintains  the  doctrine,  that 
the  surplus  may  be  applied,  without  limi« 
tation,  to  the  uses  of  the  State.  Then  let 
it  not  be  said,  that  my  plan  interferes  with, 
and  is  inimical  to  the  interests  or  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Establishment;  for  it  is 
founded  on  principles  more  moderate 
and  limited  than  the  principles  of  my 
noble  Friend,  whose  attachment  to  the 
Established  Church  has  never  been  ques« 
tioned.  My  noble  Friend,  in  proposing 
the  Irish  Church  Temporalities  Act,  pro* 
posed  to  increase  the  value  of  Church 
property,  but  he  also  proposed  to  devote 
the  increased  value  to  state  purposes: 
whereas  we  propose  to  devote  it  to  pur- 
poses that  are  definite  as  well  as  ecclesi- 
astical : — 

"  What  is  it  we  propose?  That  the  land 
shall  remain  charged  with  a  certain  corn-rent; 
and  that  the  tenant  shall  have  no  power,  nor 
the  Bishop  either,  to  alter  that  arrangemcni. 
The  tenant  shall  pay  a  regular  sum — a  larger 
sum — the  amount  to  be  calculated  by  a  public 
accountant.  To  whom,  then,  shall  be  the 
benefit  of  this  payment  ?  The  right  hon.  Ba* 
ronet  the  Member  for  Tam worth  says,  *  to 
the  Church,'  I  say,  *  to  the  State.' " 

And  again  :— 

'^  Why  do  I  say  that  this  is  applicable  to 
the  State?  What  is  the  present  valoe  of 
Church  property  ?  The  Bishop,  by  the  con- 
ditions which  vou— the  State —have  imposed 
upon  him,  and  on  which  he  holds  his  land, 
cannot  grant  a  lease  for  a  longer  period  than 
twenty-one  years.  The  lease,  sucgect  to  this 
condition,  if  brought  into  the  market,  is  worth 
about  twelve  years  and  a  half  purchase.  Yoq 
pass  an  Act  which  increases  the  value  of  those 
ieasei*  U  *  i>e  extent  of  seveni  eight,  or,  it  aa«y 
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h^f  nine  yean'  purchase.  Whatever  the  in- 
creased value  is,  you  give  it  to  the  Church. 
She  does  not  possess  it  without  the  Act  of  the 
Legislature ;  and  I  ask  if  you,  by  your  Act, 
give  an  increased  value  to  Church  property; 
has  the  Church  any  right,  or  can  she  have  any 
claim,  to  say, — '  It  is  to  rae  you  must  pay  this 
increased  value,  which  my  properly  never  had, 
and  never  could  have  had,  but  by  your  Act? 
I  say,  it  is  perfectly  consistent  with  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  revenue  of  the  Church  ought  not 
to  be  appropriated  to  other  purposes,  that  you  ! 
should  appropriate  to  secular,  or  any  other 
purposes^  the  increased  value  you  now  give 
to  Church  property,  convertible  into  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence,  which  it  never  would 
have  been  without  your  own  Act/' 

I  say,  it  is  not  competent  for  my  noble 
Friend  to  object  to  the  principle  on  which 
we  act.  He  may  not  agree  in  our  plan, — 
be  is  not  bound  to  assent  to  it ;  bat  then 
he  is  not  at  liberty  to  say  that  we  violate 
any  principle,  when  proposing  to  increase 
the  value  of  Church  lands.  We  propose 
to  appropriate  the  new  funds,  not  to  the 
State, but  to  the  Church.  ''The  bishops," 
the  noble  Lord  then  truly  asserted,  "  can- 
not grant  leases  for  more  than  twenty-one 
^ears^  the  value  of  wl^ch  lease  is  about 
twelve  and  a  lialf  years*  purchase.  If  you 
pass  an  Act,  which  increases  the  value  of 
the  leases  to  the  extent  of  eight  or  nine 
years,  are  you  to  give  that  increased  value 
to  the  Church  ;  or  should  you  not,  rather, 
when  by  an  Act  of  the  Legislature,  you 
increase  the  value,  give  the  benefit  of  it  to 
the  State,  bv  applying  it  to  secular  pur- 
poses?" I  ao  not  use  the  high  name,  and 
the  great  authority  of  my  noble  Friend, 
for  ttie  purpose  of  throwing  any  difficulty 
in  his  way.  I  admit  there  is  a  difference 
between  the  two  cases  of  England  and 
Ireland,  and  no  doubt,  I  shall  be  told  so. 
Let  us  hear  that  argument  when  the 
Irish  Church  Bill  comes  under  consider* 
ation.  I  repeat^  I  do  not  use  the  high 
name  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  weight 
of  his  authority,  for  the  purpose  of  em- 
barrassing him  ;  but  to  meet  the  charge 
and  the  invective  directed  against  us  out 
of  doors,  and  the  suggestion  that  we  are 
actnated  by  a  spirit  prejudicial  to  the  Es* 
tablished  Church.  I  contend,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  we  seek  to  apply  this  property 
to  what  is  strictly  an  ecclesiast  cal  pur- 
pose. Now,  in  the  discussion  to  which  I 
allude,  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth,  said,  he  would  not 
object  to  appropriate  a  part  of  the  revenues 
of  the  Church  to  what  were  striclly  eccle- 
siastical  purpQiei;  and  beadmittedi  furtberi  I 


that  the  repair  of  the  Church  h  an  eccle- 
siastical use.  I,  therefore,  have  the  au- 
thority of  both  my  noble  Friend  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  for  my  line  of  argu- 
ment. T  am  reluctant  to  refer  to  historical 
facts,  or  to  detain  the  House  by  quoting 
from  antiquarian  authorities ;  but  to  those 
who  love  antiquity,  I  say,  look  to  the 
origin  of  Church-rates.  Even  so  late  as 
the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  when  funds 
were  i-equired  for  the  repair  of  St.  Paul's 
Cathedral, — what  was  done?  Why  the 
Queen,  at  once,  had  recourse  to  the 
clergy,  and,  by  imposing  a  heavy  tax- 
ation upon  the  Church,  she  produced 
funds,  and  laid  down  the  principle  that 
the  ecclesiastical  estates  might  justly  be 
made  to  contribute  to  the  repairs  of  the 
fabric.  The  account  of  the  transaction  is 
as  follows : — 

"In  the  year  1561  a  fire  happened  in  St. 
Paul's  Cathedral,  which  burnt  down  the  lofty 
spire,  and  otherwise  damaged  the  edifice.  The 
Queen,  Elizabeth,  resolved  to  have  the  damage 
speedily  repaired;  and  what  steps  did  the 
Queen  take  to  efiect  this  object  ?  <  Being/ 
as  Strvpe  observes^  *  cburoh  work,  she  n&^ 
oned  the  bishops  and  clergy  would  espeoiatiy 
be  contributors  thereto.'  She  sent  a  letter, 
there  fore,  to  the  archbishop,  *  that  he  should 
consult  with  the  bishops  of  his  province,  and 
the  chief  of  the  clergy,  to  devise  among  them 
some  convenient  way  for  collecting  money 
from  them  for  that  use.'  The  archbishop  ac- 
cordingly issued  bis  order  to  the  bishop  of 
London,  and  the  other  Bishops  of  his  pro- 
vinccy '  that  they  should  contribute  the  twen* 
tieth  part  of  their  promotions  in  the  diocese  of 
London,  and  the  thirtieth  part  elsewhere,  with 
the  exception  of  stipendiary  curates,  and  be- 
neficed men,  exempt  by  statute  from  first 
fruits,  unless  they  should  be  brought  to  con- 
tribute by  good  persuasion  of  the  Bishops, 
and  to  pay  one  fortieth.'  Some  of  the  clergy 
being  backward  with  their  payments,  Queen 
Elizabeth's  council  issued  a  letter  to  the  arch- 
bishop, desiring  him  to  collect  the  arrears,  and 
informing  him  that  'further  orders'  would  be 
taken  if  the  clergy  should  refuse  to  pay.  Such 
was  the  mode  adopted  by  Queen  £Uizabeth 
for  repairing  St.  Paurs." 

Again  in  the  time  of  Charles  3nd.,  many 
of  the  leases  of  Church  lands  having 
been  allowed  to  expire  in  the  time  of  the 
Commonwealth,  and  a  vast  sum  by  way 
of  fines,  being  due,  and  most  undoubtedly 
the  property  of  the  clergy  of  that  day, 
a  course  somewhat  similar  was  taken* 
The  Church  had  an  undoubted  right  to 
these  fines  in  law  and  justice-^ the  lessees, 
too,  were  fairly  entitled  to  be  considered 
in  the  renewal  of  their  leases*    But  wm. 
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either  of  these  principles  strictly  adhered 
to  ?  No  such  thing.  Part  of  these  funds 
were  applied  in  rebuilding  St.  Paul  s,  and 
another  portion  of  the  money  was  wholly 
diverted  from  ecclesiastical  purposes. 
Then,  again,  as  to  the  lessees ;  so  far  from 
any  preference  being  given  to  those  who 
might  have  been  entitled  to  consideration, 
the  lessees,  who  suffered  for  their  at- 
tachment to  their  King  and  to  their 
Church,  were,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  in  many 
cases,  set  aside ;  and  the  incumbents  are 
said  to  have  looked  more  to  their  profits 
as  landlords,  than  to  any  other  consider- 
ation. An  account  of  these  transactions 
is  to  be  found  in  the  writings  both  of 
Burnet  and  of  Clarendon,  and  may  be 
referred  to  as  most  curious  illustrations  of 
the  subject  now  before  the  Committtee.* 

^Eairact  from  Bishop  Burnet's  History  of  the 
Reign  of  King  Charles  the  Second* 
'^  Almost  all  the  leases  of  the  Church  estates 
over  England  were  fallen  in,  there  having  been 
no  renewal  for  twenty  years.     The  leases  for 
years  were  determined ;   and  the  wars  had 
carried  off  so  many  men,  that  most  of  the 
leases  for  lives  were  fidlen  into  the  incumbent's 
hands.    So  that  the  Church  estates  \i^ere  In 
them;   and  the  fines  raised  by  the  renew- 
ing the  leases,  rose  to  about  a  million  and  a 
half.    It  was  an  unreasonable  thing  to  let 
those  who  were  now  promoted,  carry  off  so 
great  a  treasure.   If  the  half  had  been  applied 
to  *the  buying  of  tithes,  or  glebes  for  small 
vicarages,  here  a  foundation  had  been  laid 
down  for  a  great  and  effectual  reformation. 
In  some  sees,  40,000/.  or  50,000/.  was  raised, 
and  applied  to    the  enriching  the    bishops' 
families.  Something  was  done  to  Churches  and 
Colleges— in  particular  to  St.  Paul's  in  Lon- 
don ;  and  a  noble  collection  was  made  for 
redeeming  all  the  English  slaves  that  were  in 
any  part  of  Barbary.    But  this  fell  far  short  of 
what  might  have  been  expected.     In  this  the 
Lord  Clarendon  was  heavily  charged,  as  hav- 
ing  shown  that  he  was  more  the  Bishops' 
friend  than  the  Church's.    It  is  true,  the  law 
made    those    fines    belong    to    the    incum- 
bents;  but  such  an  extraordinary  occasion 
deserved  that  a  law  should  have  been  made 
on  purpose. 

"  And  with  this  overset  of  wealth  and  pomp, 
that  came  on  men  in  the  decline  of  their  parts 
and  age,  they,  who  were  now  growing  into  old 
age,  became  lazy  and  negligent  in  all  the  true 
concerns  of  the  Church  :  they  lefl  preaching 
and  writing  to  others,  while  they  gave  them- 
selves up  to  ease  and  sloth." 

"^^^^^"^^"■^ 
Extract  from  the  Life  of  Clarendon,  written 

by  himself, 

"The  old  bishops  who  remained  alive,  and 
such  deans  and  chapters  as  were  numerous 
•""^"•Kh  for  the  corporation,  who  had  been  I 


Before  I  sit  down,  I  will  take  the  liberty 
of^  referring  to  one  ftirther  authority  oa 
this  subject,  well  worthy  of  our  consider* 
ation.  It  may  be  urged,  that  such  of  the 
petitions  for  the  abolition  of  Church-rates 

long  kept  fasting,  had  now  appetites  propor-i 
tionable.    Most  of  them  were  very  poor,  and 
had  undergone  great  extremities ;  some  of  the 
bishops    having    supported    themselves    and 
their  families  by  teaching  schools,  and  submit- 
ting to  the  like  low   condescensions;    and 
others  saw  that,  if  they  died  before  they  were 
enabled   to  maike  some  provision  for  them, 
their  wives  and  children  must  unavoidably 
starve;    and  therefore,  they  made  haste   to 
enter  upon  their  own.      They  called  their  old 
tenants  to  account  for  rent,  and  to  renew  their 
estate  if  they  had  a  mind  to  it ;  so  the  old 
tenants  and  the   new  purchasers  repaired  to 
the  true  owners  as  soon  as  the  King  was  re- 
stored, the  former  expecting  to  be  restored 
again  to  the  possession  of  what  they  had  sold, 
under  an  unreasonable  pretence  of  a  tenant 
right  (as  they  called  it),  because  there  re- 
mained yet  (as  in  many  cases  there  did)  a  year, 
or  some  other  term,  of  their  old  leases  unex- 
pired, and  because  they  had,  out  of  conscience^ 
forborne  to  buy  the  inheritance  of  the  ChurcU 
which  was  first  offered  to  them,  and  for  the 
refusal  thereof,  and  Aich  a  reasonable  fine  as 
wad  usual,  they  hoped  to  have  a  new  lease, 
and  t(K]^  re-admitted  to  be  tenants  of  the 
Church/TBie  other,  the  purchasers  (amongst 
which  there  wer^sorae  very  infamous  persons)^ 
appeared  as  confident,-aQd  did  not  think  that, 
according  to  the  clemencj-that  was  practised 
towards  all  sorts  of  men,  it>w»l<l  be  thought 
justice  that  they  should  lose  ^«  entire  sum 
they  had  disbursed  upon  the  faith^f  that  Go- 
vernment, which  the  whole  kingdom  9^™*"®d 
to :  but  that  they  should,  instead  of  tfi.*"^®' 
ritance  they  had  an  ill  title  to,  have  ai*?^ 
lease  for  lives  or  years  granted  to  them ''^ 
them  who  had  now  the  right.  But  the  bish? 
and  clergy  concerned,  had  not  the  good  for- 
tune to  please  their  old  or  their  new  tenants. 
They    had    been    very    barbarously     used' 
themselves,  and  that  had  too  much  quenched 
all  tenderness  towards  others.     They  did  not 
enough  distinguish  between  persons;  nor  did 
the  suffering  any  man   had  undergone    for 
fidelity  to  the  King,  or  his  affection  to  the 
Church  eminently  expressed,  often  prevail  for 
the  mitigation  of  his  fine ;  or  if  it  did  some- 
times,  three  or  four  stories  of  the  contrary,  and 
in  which  there  had  been  some  unreasonable 
hardness  used,  made  a  greater   noise,  and 
spread  farther,  than  their  examples  of  chanty 
and  moderation.    And  as  honest  men  did  not 
usually  fiire  the  better  for  any  merit,  so  the 
purchasers  who  offered  most  money,  did  not 
fare  the  worse  for  all  the  villanies  they  had 
committed.    And  two  or  three  unhappy  in- 
stances of  this  kind  brought  scandal  upon  the 
whole  Church,  as  if  they  had  been  all  guilty  of 
the  same  excesses,  which  they  were  far  from/' 
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M  Gorae  from  DisseDthig  bodies,  are  enti- 
tled to  less  weight  than  if  they  came  from 
members  of  the  Establishment.  But  the 
prayer  of  those  petitions  I  6nd  to  be  sup- 
ported by  an  authority  of  the  most  un- 
questionable orthodoxy — the  authority  of 
one  of  the  dignitaries  of  the  Church — 
a  divine  of  great  learning,  and  great  emi- 
nence, in  the  University,  of  which  he  was 
a  member  and  an  ornament.  I  allude  to 
the  late  Dr.  Burton,  canon  of  Christ 
Church,  and  Regius  Professor  in  the 
University  of  Oxford.  His  words  and 
arguments  are  most  emphatic,  and,  indeed, 
they  warrant  conclusions  going  far  beyond 
my  resolutions.  The  following  is  an  ex- 
tract from  his  ''  Thoughts  on  the  Separa- 
tion of  Church  and  State : " — 

**  If  a  person  is  not  a  member  of  the 
Church  of  England,  I  can  hardly  think  it 
right  to  make  him  pay  for  the  repair  of  the 
fabric,  or  for  any  of  the  appendages  of  a  wor- 
ship in  which  he  takes  no  part.  I  am  aware 
that  there  is  a  practical  difficulty  in  admitting 
this  doctrine;  because,  when  the  churchwarden 
goes  to  collect  the  rate,  it  holds  out  a  pecu- 
niary inducement  to  eTe%  person  to  say  that 
be  is  not  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England.; 
and  thus,  not  only  will  many  parish  churches 
go  without  repair,  but  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  persons  may  be  tempted  to  tell  a  falsehood 
in  a  matter  of  religion :  it  will,  in  fact,  be  a 
man's  interest  (in  a  worldly  sense)  to  attend  no 
place  of  public  worship.  I  have  sometimes 
thought,  that  the  Legislature  might  reasonably 
call  upon  every  person  in  the  country,  who  is 
now  liable  to  be  rated  to  church  and  poor,  to 
pay  a  small  annual  rate  (and  it  need  be  but 
very  small)  to  the  maintenance  of  some  place 
of  public  worship.  It  would  hardly  be  intole* 
rant  in  a  Christian  Legislature  to  require  that 
every  person  in  the  country  should  declare 
himself  to  belong  to  some  form  of  Christianity. 
In  parishes  where  there  are  no  Dissenters,  the 
whole  of  this  rate  would  be  expended,  as  now, 
for  the  repair  of  the  parish  church,  or  for  uses 
connected  with  the  ritual  of  the  Church  of 
England.  In  parishes  where  there  are  several 
sects,  the  money  would  be  divided  in  propor- 
tion to  the  relative  members  belonging  to  each 
sect :  and  it  might  be  made  imperative  upon 
each  sect,  as  upon  the  Church  ot  England,  to 
appoint  some  responsible  officer,  who  should 
account  publicly  for  the  expenditure  of  the 
money.  If  it  should  happen  that  the  Church 
of  England,  or  any  of  those  sects,  did  not  want 
that  exact  sum  in  any  particular  year,  I  can 
see  no  objection  to  its  being  put  by  as  a  fund 
in  case  of  need ;  but  the  rate  should  be  col- 
lected every  year,  and  thus  no  pecuniary  in- 
ducement given  to  any  person  to  declare  himself 
a  member  of  the  cheapest  church.  There  may 
be  difficulties  in  the  plan,  of  wliich  I  am  not 
aware,  and  I  only  put  it  forward  to  be  con- 
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sidered  bv  others ;  but,  at  all  events,  the  pay« 
ment  of  Cfhurch-rates  by  Dissenters  ought  to  be 
abolished.  If  they  feel  the  payment  to  be  a 
grievance,  it  is  one." 

I  have,  therefore,  the  authority  of  the 
Regius  Professor  of  Oxford  for  the  course 
I  am  pursuing. 

I  will  just  say  one  word,  in  explanation, 
before  I  sit  down.  If  the  alternative  I 
propose  should  fail,  viz.-^if  the  lessees 
should  decline  to  conver  their  tenures 
into  perpetuities,  or  if  that  conversion 
should  produce  a  sum  below  my  estimate, 
this  contingency  is  provided  for  by  another 
mode  of  raising  money.  In  such  event, 
though  I  do  not  anticipate  its  occurrence, 
I  propose  that  we  should  have  the  power 
of  advancing  from  the  Treasury,  upon  the 
security  of  the  Church  lands,  repayable 
out  of  the  produce  of  these  Church  lands^ 
on  the  same  principle  on  which  advances 
are  frequently  made  to  other  public  bodies 
for  public  purposes.  These  advances,  if 
required,  will  meet  and  supply  every  pos« 
sible  deficiency.  I  do  not  believe  that 
this  power  will  ever  be  exercised.  I  do 
not  believe  it  will  be  found  necessary  to 
resort  to  such  collateral  security  ;  but  I 
know  perfectly  well  how  our  proposition 
would  be  dealt  with  if  I  had  not  proposed 
this  collateral  security.  I  know  it  would 
have  been  said — ''  All  your  calculations 
are  matter  of  doubt  and  uncertainty — 
we  cannot  rely  upon  the  realisation  of  the 
increased  fund  you  promise  us — ^we  shall 
leave  the  support  of  the  Church  depend- 
ent upon  a  mere  contingency.''  I  think 
I  have  proved  to  demonstration,  that  the 
proposed  Bill  would  supply  the  means  of 
meeting  every  necessity ;  yet,  to  obviate 
all  cavil  and  objection,  if  it  should  become 
requisite  to  make  an  advance  from  the 
Treasury,  to  give  effect  to  a  measure 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  giving  peace  to 
the  country,  and  security  to  the  Church, 
it  is  but  right  that  such  an  application  of 
the  resources  of  the  State  should  be  sanc- 
tioned—should be  adopted. 

I  thank  the  House  most  sincerely  for 
the  attention  they  have  given  me.  I  Itnow 
the  statement  I  have  made  has  been  ex- 
tremely long  and  tedious.  But  I  have 
had  much  to  explain.  I  have  endeavoured 
to  make  that  explanation  as  intelligible 
as  I  possibly  could.  It  has  been  with  the 
view  not  only  of  convincing  the  Commit* 
tee,  but  for  the  further  purpose  of  avoiding 
misconception  out  of  doors,  that  I  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  go  thus  fully  into 
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the  argument.  If»  by  any  effort  of  Riine^ 
I  can  prevent  it,  I  will  not  allow  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  are  inclined  to  support 
me — I  will  not  allow  my  Colleagaes  in  the 
Government — to  be  open  to  the  imputa- 
tion, that  the  plan  which  I  have  been 
authorised  to  introduce,  shall  be  stigma^ 
tised  as  a  plan  of  persons  who  seek  *'  to 
deprive  God  of  his  honour,  or  the  poor 
of  their  rights."  The  measure  is  founded 
on  the  mobt  conscientious  regard  to  the 
interests  of  religion.      I  have   shown    to 


the  Dissenter  that  it  will  give  him  a  full    of  peace." 


ation ;  and  I  shall  condade  by  once 
humbly  and  earnestly  thanking  the  Hociie 
for  the  very  kind  manner  in  wbicfa  it  has  \m^ 
tened  to  me ;  and  by  repeating  my  earoeat 
hope,  that  a  candid  examinatioii  of  mj 
proposition  may  prove  to  the  two 
whose  interests  and  feelings  most  be 
sidered,  that  it  is  the  earnest  desire  of  his 
Majesty's  Government,  if  it  be  impotMbic 
to  produce  between  Churchmen  and  Dis 
senters  the  ''  unity  of  the  spirit,"  that  it 
may  at  least  combine  them  by  the  **  bond 


I  conclude  by  moving  the  adoptioD  of 
the  resolution  I  hold  in  my  hand. 

The  Chairmnn  then  put  the  reaolntton 
as  follows : — *'  That  it  is  xhe  opinion  of 
this  Committee,  that  for  the  repair 
and  maintenance  of  parochial  churches 
and  chapels  in  England  and  Wales,  and 
the  due  celebration  of  divine  worship 
therein,  a  permanent  and  adequate  provt* 
sion  be  made  out  of  an  incrmed  valoa 
given  to  Church  lands,  by  the  intfodoc* 
tion  of  a  new  system  of  oiaiiagniieDtfaBd 
by  the  application  of  the  proofcda  ef  pew- 
rents;  tlie  coHeetion  of  Chnrcfa-ratea 
ceasing  altogether,  from  a  day  to  be  de- 
termined bv  law  :  and  that,  in  order  to 
facilitate,  and  give  early  eficct  to  this  reso* 


r. 


tion,  the  Commissioners  of  his  Majesty's 


and  ertectual  relief;  and  I  have  shown  to 
the  persons  who  have  lent  their  money, 
on  the  security  of  Church-rates,  that  their 
ri^ht  will  be  protected^  and  their  claims 
adequately  secured.  I  hope  that  I  have 
done  all  this,  but,  to  do  it,  it  has  been 
necessary  to  fortify  myself  with  many 
high  authorities — to  refer  to  the  former 
opinions  and  names  of  Gentlemen  op- 
posed to  me.  I  never  allude  to  names  and 
opinions  for  the  purpose  of  taunt  or  vitu- 
peration ;  I  have  made  these  references 
for  the  purpose  of  supporting  my  owb 
argnment  by  the  weight  of  their  aothority, 
and  the  arguments  they  have  advanced. 
Would  that  I  might  hope  we  could  ap> 
proach  ibis  sobject  without  the  bias  of 
contentious  or  party  feeling — ^woulJ  th^t 

it  might  be  considered  simpW  on  its  own    T»ea5ury  be  authorised  to  make  advances 
loerils!  oo  the  security,  and  repayable  out  of  Ihe 

Sir,  I  do  not  qaArwl  with  the  course    produce,  of  such  Church  lands." 
an^npKted  the  ether  r^^h-t,  by  the  rJ^.tj      M«*.  Hime  wbhed  to  know  what  the 
boQ   B4rvMi^t^ihe  Men.Vicr  focTi.m«c:;:i:    "tc't  hen.  Gentleman  meant  to  do  where 
I  rather  rv^\v«  th^t  tb.£  $ur^->:u  a  «a>    ^\&-i>n^5  v^re  in  debt?  He  understood  the 
made  by  hiiQ«  It  h^s  bicy^a  rM«:..x  jii.'p^v^':    :  ;:';t  ::c3.  Gcotleman  to  say,  that  the  abo- 
byme«  I  lejv^Ice,  aster  the  Tesc'.u:^^a  $  a1,      :xa  c<  Ca.:rch-rmles  should  take  place 
have  been  r«ad,and  theexp!ana:ic*r.  £;tca«  -  :rj=i  a  certiia  day,  bat  that  where  parishes 
that  the  people  will  have  an  cp^''T:a::".T    w^^e  «  c<^  the  same  rates  as  those  now 
of  examining  their  details.     I  thick  the    :b  ''r>re  ««re  tc"  be  contrnoed. 
Interval  that  most  elapse,  will  prevents;      Tbe  Cl':'u:^Z:r  of  the  Exchequer  %k\A^ 
cry  from  bvingr  raised,  sug||;:esting  either,    tKit  w>«^  pirlsljes  were  in  debt,  those 
Ihal  W#  bsM  fofffftiittn  the  fair  cl^tajt  of  dcUs  cne^t  be  r^bd  out  of  a  parochial  rate 
iU^  U«MrM,  W  lh»l  Wft  Uhvh  forg/iiu-n  t'r^    to  be  \e%H^  li.i  thev  are  fully  liquidated. 
p$flttHUtrhi  \ultittt%ik  ($f  ||i6  Church  it»ei/;  |      The  Aiunnt-G^^ermihe!^^  leave  to 
—  lh»l  WK  lirtv*  HhAttf^alntfi  ths  petitions  '  say  that,  in  the  event  of  a  parish  being  in 
of  iImi  D)M«rjUr«,  or  ovf:r looked  our  ohlu   df  bt,  it  wj^isot  a  vcluntary payment;  but 
(•lions  Uf  the  es(ahli*he4  cUrgy.     Uiider  ]  it  w;is  a  con'ip~lf:'rT  payment  on  a  man^ 
tb**e  rirrumfttancei,  |  rejoice   that  t»m^  <  /Inrnns^be'ivz  f'^M.xcd^  o?ou  application  to 
will  be  atfbrded  for  the  full  conMrkrat.on    the  Court  of  Kirg*s  Beoch.    The  parish 
of  this  important  question.     I   Iciov  U,ml    autiioritics  had  toe  power  to  levy  a  rale  to 
It  may  be  difllirult  lo  ^oIIaw  astat<m/.u    pay  that  debt.    This  case,  however,  was 
Ilka   mme,  even    if  it  had    ber-n    rcoi-.ni- ,  widely  <iiffereni  fmm 'hat  of  a  Church -rale, 
'''•nded   by   powers  suj^eii^^r  to  ilr.«<»    I  '  wh:ch  could  not  be  imposed  but  by  a  vo- 
pottrsi,      It  emhrscet  a  v;.*i  vsriety  of   Inntsry  proceeding;   because  unless  the 
^ii^r,  on  which  no  hon.  Member  could  i  rr.uy  niv  of  the  rate>payere  approved  of  it 
^>«sljr  pltd|ehi«salf  without  full  consider- 1  it  could  not  b«  iavied. 
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Sir  Robert  IngU$  said,  that  tfter  tht 
manner  in  which  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  had  been  excited  and  sustained 
by  the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend^  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  was  cer- 
tain that  no  Member  could  rise  on  the 
present  occasion  under  circumstances  of 
greater  disadvantage  than  himself.  Though 
he  did  not  approve  of  the  plun  of  his  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  now  propounded  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  it  would  be  more 
satisfactory  to  him  in  the  first  place  to 
stiite  the  points  on  which  he  agreed  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite^  He  con- 
curred with  his  right  hon.  Friend  in  four 
of  the  propositions  he  had  laid  down  this 
night  to  the  Committee.  He  must  reverse 
their  order,  and  come  first  to  deal  with  the 
last  point  urged  by  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
His  right  hon.  Friend's  last  propositioti 
was,  that  under  no  circumstances  would  he 
consent  to  a  separation  in  this  country  be- 
tween Church  and  State.  In  that  senti- 
ment he  most  fully  and  completely  con* 
curred  $  but  it  ought  not  to  be  lost  sight 
of,  that  much  of  the  arguments  brought 
forward  by  the  Dissenters  against  the 
present  system  of  Church-rates  might  be 
said  to  be  founded  on  the  existing  con* 
nexion  between  the  Church  and  the  State. 
He  therefore  was  glad  to  have  the  authority 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  pledged  as 
strongly  as  any  man  could  pledge  himself, 
that  he  would  not  consent  to  any  separa- 
tion. The  next  point  to  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend  adverted  was,  that  under  no 
circumstances  would  he  ever  consent  to 
what  was  popularly  called  the  voluntary 
principle.  In  this  declaration  he  also  re* 
jolced.  The  third  proposition  was  one  in 
which  he  felt  that  aesree  of  interest  which 
Ailly  justified  his  nght  hon.  Friend  in 
appealing  to  him  upon  it.  The  proposition 
was,  that  he  never  would  consent  to  any 
measure  which  would  deprive  the  poor  of 
a^ess  to  the  religion  of  their  country. 
There  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  touched 
on  a  point  deeply  interesting  to  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  community,  who,  because 
the  gospel  was  preached  to  them,  valued 
the  religion  or  the  land  of  their  birth. 
The  fourth  proposition  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was,  the  immense  importance  of 
the  subject— a  subject  on  which  he  stated 
that  he  almost  forgot  himself  in  its  consi- 
deration. He  would  not  use  that  expres- 
sion in  the  way  of  taunt  to  his  fight  hon. 
Friend,  but  there  had  been  those  now  con- 
nected with   his  Majesty*8  Qorernment 


who  had  not  only  forgotten  ibenaelvei, 
but  had  also  forgotten  their  own  previous 
afguments.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
said,  that  he  would  first  consider  the  evils 
of  the  existing  system  of  Church-rates^ 
and  that  he  would  then  state  the  proposed 
remedies  for  those  evils.  Now,  though 
he  admitted  that  those  evils  were  undeoi* 
able,  yet  he  was  not  prepared  to  recom- 
mend the  doctrine  propounded  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend — a  doctrine  moet  haxard* 
ous  in  principle  and  calculated  to  be 
destructive  of  all  Governments  The  prin^ 
ciple  of  resisting  the  law  until  the  lew 
should  yield  was  not  new,  though  it  had 
a  most  injurious  tendency.  And  yet  such 
was  the  substance  of  the  argument  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  who  had  instanced  the 
augmented  numbers  of  the  opponents  of  the 
existing  system,  as  an  argument  in  favour 
of  the  proposed  change,  ought  his  right  hon* 
Friend  not,  ratherthan  sogive  way,  say  that 
so  long  as  the  law  exists  so  long  shall  it  be 
enforced,  and  therefore  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  no  right  to  make  the  resistance  of  the 
law  a  ground  for  its  repeal.  The  case  of 
Sheffield,  with  hs  endowed  ecclesiastical 
corporation,  bad  been  cited  by  the  right 
hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but 
might  well  be  removed  from  the  arguments 
he  had  adduced,  for  he  would  ask  his 
right  hon.  Friend  whether  out  of  the  whole 
population  one  person  in  a  hundred  had 
refused  the  payment  of  Church-rates  t  Yet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  merely  asked 
the  legislature  to  abandon  the  law,  but  16 
repeal  it.  If  the  ecclesiastical  report 
which  had  been  cited  was  worth  anything, 
it  was  worth  double  the  value  which  tiM 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  placed  upon  it  j 
for  it  not  only  showed  the  evils  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  relied,  but  also  the 
remedies  to  which  he  had  avoided  any 
allusion.  But  the  great  question  waS| 
not  the  detail  of  the  plan  now  laid  before 
the  House,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  that  hon.  Members  could  ttol 
now  be  expected  to  meet  him  on  those 
details.  He  had  claimed  a  right  to  be 
judged  by  his  actions,  and  not  by  anjr 
prejudice  raised  out  of  doors'^he  had 
prayed  that  he  might  not  be  met  by  the 
cry  of"  The  Church  in  danger."  Now  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
read  the  petitions  presented  againit 
Church-rates  by  those  whose  opinions  he 
professed  to  respect-^he  asked  him  if  thev 
did  not  state  their  objections  to  a  Church 
Eftablishmenty  %jjA  be  woald  alio  Mk  kim 
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if  it  was  not  as  belonging  to  that  Establish- 
ment that  Church-rates  were  now  attacked? 
It  could  not  be  denied  that  the  objection 
did  not  lie  to  the  amount  of  Church-rates, 
but  to  the  principle  on  which  they  were 
based.     The  objection   to  that  principle 
want  against  the  Church  as  an  Establish- 
ment, and  went  to  destroy  its  nationality. 
If  the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  adopted  to-morrow,  though  a  fund 
might  be  found  sufficient  for  all  Church 
purposes,  yet  the  nationality  of  the  Church 
of  England  would  be  destroyed,  and  it 
would  be  considered  as  a  Church  not  sup- 
ported by  the  nation,  but  by  itself.     He 
would  not  then   enter  into  the  question 
respecting  the  law  of  Church-rates,  or  the 
mode  of  collecting  them,  but  he  would 
contend  that  they  formed  a  portion  of  the 
•states  of  the  Church,  and  that  she  held 
them  by  a  tenure  which  was  older  than 
that  which  secured  the  title  of  any  other 
property  whatever  to  its  possessor;  and 
that  those  rates  were  held  by  the  Church 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the  worship 
thereof.     Long  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons existed  as  a  body,  the  Church  had  a 
right  to  this  property,  and  there  was  not 
a  house  or  an  estate  in  England  which  had 
been     bought    and.   sold    that   had    not 
been  bought  and  sold  subject  more  or  less 
to  payment  of  Church-rates.     He  would 
ask  any  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  had 
not  himself  purchased  his  house,  or  occu- 
pied his  land,  with  a  distinct  statement  oa 
the  part  of  the  person  from  whom  he  re- 
ceived his  property  that  it  was  subject  to 
such  an  outgoing?     He  would  then  ask 
whether  it  was  consistent  with  common 
sense,  and,  he  would  add,  with  common 
lionesty,  for  the  party  who  held  the  pro- 
perty to  turn  round,  and  say  to  those  who 
Iiad  this  interest  in  it,  "  our  conscience 
will  not  permit  us  to  respect  your  interest, 
or  to  pay  this  rate  V    He  was  quite  will- 
ing to  have  the  case  decided  by  the  cus- 
tomary condition  of  bargain  and  sale ;  and 
if  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  would  appeal  to  any  given 
number  of  auctioneers   in    London,    he 
would  find  that  the  oatgoing  of  Church- 
rates  was  always  taken  into  calculation, 
as  well  as  the  outgoings  arising  from  the 
aewer-rate,  the  poor-rate,  or  any  other 
rate.    Could  it  then  be  deemed  consistent 
with  common  honesty,  that  a  Dissenter 
having  purchased  a  house  under  the  con- 
dition that  he  should  pay  so  much  less  to 
hia  landlord  because  he  would  have  to 


pay  Church-rates,  should  say,  that  although 
his  conscience  would  not  prevent  him 
paying  his  rent,  yet  it  would  not  allow  him 
to  pay  the  Church-rates?  He  believed 
that  no  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  Church- 
man or  Dissenter,  would  defend  such  a 
course  as  that.  Let  them  object  if  they 
pleased  to  church-rates  or  to  tithes  on 
political  grounds,  and  he  believed  the 
objectors  to  the  latter  were  fewer  thao 
those  who  objected  to  the  former ;  but  let 
them  not,  whatever  objections  they  might 
urge  against  the  one  or  the  other,  put 
those  objections  on  the  ground  of  askmg 
for  a  relief  on  the  score  of  conscience.  It 
was  utterly  inconceivable  that  property 
which  a  man  held  to-day  subject  to  the 
payment  of  Church-rates  should  cease  to 
be  so  if  transferred  to  a  Dissenter  to-mor- 
row. Absurd  as  was  this  doctrine,  it  had 
been  stated,  but  nothing  could  be  more 
delusive.  If  carried  into  practice,  it 
would  be  at  once  a  premium  for  hypocrisy, 
an  encouragement  to  dissent,  and  a 
penalty  on  adherence  to  consistent  prin- 
ciple. He  believed  no  one  would  attempt 
to  defend  it,  or,  at  least,  could  defend  tt, 
either  in  or  out  of  the  House,  by  sober 
argument;  and  he  was  glad  to  observe 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  recognised  the 
truth  of  that  opinion.  Under  this  view  of 
the  subject,  then,  resistance  to  the  pay- 
ment of  Church-rates  was  unreasonable 
and  indefensible.  It  was  unreasonable 
also  that  the  oldest  tenure  of  Church-pro- 
perty should  be  hazarded,  and,  what  was 
much  more  important,  that  the  existence 
of  the  Church  as  a  national  establishment 
should  be  put  in  jeopardy,  and  that  the 
recognition  of  the  Church  as  a  great  state 
blessing  should  be  compromised.  The 
national  existence  of  the  Church  was  com- 
promised, he  might  say  almost  sacrificed, 
by  the  plan  of  his  right  hon*  Friend.  By 
that  plan  the  Church  was  made  to  support 
itself,  and  he  defied  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  come  to  any  other  conclusion  than 
this — that  the  nation  as  a  nation  would 
cease  to  recognise  the  Church  in  the  cha- 
racter of  a  national  establishment,  if  all 
persons  who  professed  not  to  be  membera 
of  the  Church  of  England  were  to  be  re- 
lieved from  all  contributions  to  Church* 
rates  as  now  levied,  or  to  any  distinct 
fund  for  the  same  purpose.  It  was  not 
necessary  to  follow  his  right  hon  Friend 
through  all  the  remedies  he  had  mentioned. 
He  had  abandoned  four :  he  had  given  up 
the  proposition  of  annihilating  Chuxch- 
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fates;  he  would  not  throw  the  Church- 
rates  upon  the  clergy;  he  would  not 
throw  the  expense  of  the  repairs  of  the 
Church  on  the  pew-rents ;  and  he  had 
with  perfect  justice  repudiated  in  like 
manner  the  throwing  of  the  present  ex- 
penses, defrayed  by  the  Church-rates, 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund.  But  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  spoken  of  the 
latter  remedy  as  a  kind  of  make- 
weight to  his  other  plan,  and  it  was  argued, 
that  in  proportion  as  the  consolidated  fund 
was  touched,  would  the  conscience  of  the 
Dissenter  be  violated,  because,  whether 
he  paid  a  farthing,  or  the  sixth  part  of  a 
farthing,  he  would  still  pay  just  so  much 
towards  this  *'  odious  impost."  How  far 
the  plans  of  his  Majesty's  Government 
would  satisfy  the  lessees,  was  to  him  but  a 
very  minor  point ;  his  interest  was  much 
more  excited  in  behalf  of  those  who  had 
no  direct  representatives  in  that  House,  as 
the  lessees  had^he  meant  the  Church  and 
the  clergy.  He  was  more  anxious  about 
them  than  he  was  for  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  whose  welfare  his  right  hon. 
Friend  wished  to  serve^  particularly  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  came  from  the  north- 
ern parts  of  the  country.  But  he  would 
remind  all  those  who  were  so  anxious  to 
deal  with  Church  property,  that  they  ought 
to  feel  they  were  dealing  with  the  property 
of  those  who  had  no  regular  representatives 
in  that  House.  The  great  principle  of 
appropriation  having  been  decided  in  that 
House  last  year,  and  the  House,  or  rather 
Parliament,  having  assumed  the  right  of 
transferring  the  property  raised  in  one 
county  or  diocese  to  another,  it  was,  per- 
haps^ of  less  consequence  now  to  observe, 
that  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  proceeded  on  precisely  the 
same  principle,  though  on  a  smaller  scale, 
in  settling  the  question  of  Church-rates. 
He  apprehended  that  he  did  not  mis- 
understand his  right  hon.  Friend  in  sup- 
posing that  he  had  stated  that  50,000/. 
a-year,  some  said  70,0002.  a-year,  was 
raised  in  the  different  parishes  of  England, 
from  the  estates  vested  in  each  for  the 
repairs  of  the  Church ;  and  that  sum,  it 
appeared,  was  also  to  be  taken  and  merged 
ID  the  great  gulf,  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  now  opening  for  the  destruc- 
tion of  Church-rates*  Had  not  his  right 
hon.  Friend  also  proposed,  that  the  im- 
proved rents  should  be  paid  over  to  the 
Commissioners^  and  was  he  not  thereby 
departing  from  a  principle  which  he  had 


professed  to  respect  ?  It  might  be  cmi- 
sidered  as  a  matter  of  minor  importance^ 
but  it  affected  a  great  principle.  In  sub- 
stance, he  objected  to  the  plan  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  because  it  would  go  to  de- 
stroy the  national  character  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  to  release  the  nation 
from  its  present  obligation  to  support  that 
Church ;  and  because  it  would  discourage, 
instead  of  support,  the  principle  of  a 
national  Church,  which  had  been  hitherto 
considered  as  part  and  parcel  of  the  Con- 
stitution. He  could  not  conceive  that  this 
plan  would  in  any  degree  give  increased 
stability  to  the  Church,  although  it  had 
been  said  it  would.  There  was  but  a  very 
small  minority  of  the  parishes  in  England 
in  which  Church-rates  had  been  success- 
fully resisted,  and  he  believed  that  many 
of  the  most  respectable  Dissenters  would 
be  found  amongst  those  who  supported  the 
Church,  and  paid  the  rates.  One  of  the 
petitions  which  he  had  that  evening  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  was  signed  by  a 
numerous  body  of  Dissenters,  who  did  not 
consider  it  to  be  at  all  inconsistent,  or 
any  violation  of  their  conscience,  to  pay 
tribute  to  whom  tribute  was  due  ;  and  ha 
wished  the  doctrine  of  that  great  man 
among  Dissenters,  by  whose  name  they 
most  claimed  a  title  to  respect — he  meant 
Matthew  Henry — was  more  generally  and 
strictly  adopted  and  acted  upon  by  those 
who  professed  to  be  his  descendants,  or  to 
belong  to  the  same  body  of  which  he  was 
an  ornament.  It  had  been  well  observed, 
in  a  former  part  of  the  evening,  that  our 
Saviour  worked  a  miracle  to  pay  tribute, 
at  a  time  when  the  seat  of  authority  was 
filled  by  those  of  whose  principles  and 
practice  he  did  not  approve;  and  Matlhew 
Henry  had,  in  his  Commentaries  on  the 
Scriptures,  ex^re^Bed  himself  in  such  a 
manner  upon  that  part  of  our  Saviour's 
life,  that  he  must  venture  to  tell  it  to  the 
House,  begging  them  to  remember  that 
he  was  not  quoting  a  Churchman,  but  a 
Dissenter,  and  that  the  argument  was  not 
one  of  his,  but  of  one  of  the  great  leaders 
of  dissent,  Matthew  Henry,  who  said,  that 
at  the  period  alluded  to  in  New  Testa- 
ment history,  the  temple  had  become  a 
den  of  thieves,  and  the  temple  worship  was 
made  a  pretence  only  for  evil  purposes;  butj 
continued  this  commentator,  "  church  dues, 
when  legally  imposed,  are  to  be  paid, 
notwithstandiner  the  existence  of  Church 
corruptions.  We  must  take  care  not  to 
use  our  liberty  as  a  cloak  for  covetousness 
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«r  ImDtiQtttncM.  If  Chrift  bimaelf,  the 
trt»i  founder  of  our  holy  religion,  paid 
If ib4l«,  who  »b»U  object  to  do  the  like  V* 
H#  tnistedi  theo,  that  those  who  spoke 
id  much  of  conscieQtiotts  ecruples,  would 
COHtidir  how  far  they  could  austain  their 
•rgumeiit  agaioat  the  authority  of  Matthew 
Heniy,  one  of  their  great  leaders,  or 
•gaiust  the  great  example  of  Him  who 
ought  to  be  considered  as  the  great  leader 
of  all  who  professed  to  be  Christians.  He 
would  not  attempt  to  go  further  into  the 
•ebeme  proposed  by  his  right  hop.  Friend, 
but  bo  would  reserve  any  observations  that 
might  be  necessary  to  a  future  stage  of 
this  discussion.  Be  had,  at  least,  endea- 
voiired  to  show  his  right  hon.  Friend,  that 
while  be  waa  anxious  to  agree  with  him, 
and  hailed  with  satisfaction  and  thankful- 
ness several  of  the  propositions  which  he 
bad  discussed,  he  could  not  agree  to  the 
fonaial  propoaition  upon  which  the  mea- 
aore  waa  founded.  The  first  position  which 
bis  right  hon.  Friend  had  taken  wa8»  on 
the  popular  dislike  to  Church-rates ;  but 
did  uot  that  resolve  itself  into  this  propo- 
sition^-^' Resist  the  law,  and  it  will  be 
repealed  ?'  Unless  they  were  prepared  to 
atrictly  maintain  the  law  in  the  first  in- 
atanca,  he  ventured  to  say  that  this  prin- 
ciple would  be  carried  out,  until  the  next 
Uitng  would  be,  a  demand  to  be  relieved 
froa  the  payment  of  rents,  on  the  ground 
of  conscientious  scruplea* 

Mr.  Qalfy  Knight  would  not  detain  the 
House  loni^,  but  he  wished  for  an  oppor- 
lunity  to  expresa  his  astonishment  at  the 
proposition  which  had   been  brought  for- 
ward by  bis  right  hon.  Friend.     It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  scheme  was  alto- 
gmber  an  attempt  to  get  rid  of  this  troubie- 
aome  question  by  an  act  of  spoliation  on 
the  Cbureh.     He  had  been  alwaya  anxious 
la  prevent  and  allav  reltgk>ua  contention, 
and  lo  afford   relief  to    bia    Dissenting 
biwtbren,  but  he  could  not  go  the  length  of 
saying  ibat  the  people  of  this  country 
Ottgbi  not  to  support  the  Church.  Neither 
cMsld  he  say,  that  the  Oovernmeat  ought 
not  to  provide  (W  the  religious  inatmction 
of  the  people ;  oa  the  eoatrary,  he  thooght 
it  waa  their  first  duty  to  do  that.    He 
Iboiight  that  any  man  who  lived  under 
the  pretectioa  of  the  hiwa  of  England 
aaight  be  fkirly  called  on  to  eontribute  to 
the  support  of  those  institutions  which  al- 
together made  England  what  it  was— a 
nora  safb  and  beneficial  country  to  live  in 
*•■  any  oilier.    If  it  waa  thought  jiat  to 


make  a  change  in  the  present  state  of 
things  in  connexion  with  this  subject,  bo 
must  say  that  the  scVieme  which  bad  bean 
proposed  was  not  suitable  for  that  purpose. 
The  case  of  Ireland  was  not  at  all  analo- 
gous; the  disposal  of  the  surplus  in  tbe 
funds  of  the  Irish  church  might  have  been 
a  very  wise  and  beneficial  measure,  but 
the  Church  of  England  was  very  difierently 
situated.  On  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  showing,  there  were  hundreds  of 
livings  in  England,  in  which,  after  all  the 
provision  that  had  been  made,  the  clergy- 
man was  no  better  paid  than  the  upper 
servant  of  a  nobleman.  If  anything  waa 
done  with  Church  property,  he  thought 
they  ought  rather  to  seek  some  means  of 
increasing  poor  livings.  With  regard  to 
the  trifling  amount  of  incidental  expenses, 
he  could  be  content  to  leave  them  to  be 
defrayed  by  the  zeal  and  liberality  of  the 
congregations  concerned,  but  be  must 
contend  for  the  principle  that  the  support 
of  the  Establishraeut  ought  to  come  from 
the  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  no  other  plan  could  be  pre* 
sented  to  the  House.  He  was  convinced 
that  no  scheme  for  alienating  Church 
property  could  be  brought  forward  con- 
sistent  with  common  honesty.  The  present 
proposition  proved  that  there  was  a  change 
in  the  opinions  of  the  Government,  and 
that  they  were  prepared  to  go  still  farther; 
indeed,  they  appeared  to  have  entered  into 
a  fraternisation  with  the  foes  of  tbe 
church.  If  his  Majesty's  Government 
intended,  as  by  this  measure  they  seemed 
to  intend,  to  give  satisfaction  only  to  one 
party,  to  make  the  reciprocity  all  on  one 
side,  then  he  thought  that  they  would  have 
betrayed  the  trust  reposed  in  their  handa. 
Mr.  Lennwrd  said,  that  as  he  had  pre- 
sented several  petitions  on  this  subject,  be 
was  anxious  to  aay  a  few  words.  The 
propoaition  made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  been  brought  forward  in  ao  clear  and 
lucid  a  manner^  that  he  had  no  difficulty 
in  giving  it  his  unqualified  support.  He 
bailed  the  measure  as  oae  calculated  to 
remove,  or  rather  lo  prevent,  growing  sirtfb 
and  animosity  in  the  different  parishea  of 
England,  The  hoa.  Baronet  had  apokea 
of  the  few  parishes  in  which  there  had 
been  a  auccesaful  resiatanoe  to  Choreli- 
ratesy  but  he  seemed  to  have  forgottea 
that  a  still  greater  resistance  to  them 
woak)  lake  place  unloaa  this  or  aome  iw- 
mcdial  aieaaure  were  pesaed.  Hie  cigikC 
hen.  Friend  had  compered  the  laaiataiice 


IMl 


CihircA-JhIei. 


{Marcb  3} 


ChmrehmRaUi^ 


IMS 


to  Ghurcli«iates  to  the  pl«gu««ipot  which 
would  fpread  throughoot  the  whole  coon- 
try  ;  and  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Oxford,  should  remember  how  much 
animosity  and  strife  would  increase  along 
with  that  spread  of  resistance  to  this  im- 
post. He  believed  the  burden  of  the  great 
mass  of  petitions  that  had  been  presented 
to  the  House  on  this  question,  would  be 
found  to  be  an  earnest  desire  on  the  part 
of  both  Churchmen  and  Dissenters  to  be 
relieved  from  this  source  of  continual  dis- 
cord. He  hailed  the  measure  as  one  which 
would  promote  the  safety  of  the  Church, 
for  while  Dissenters  were  compelled  to  pay 
Church-rates  against  their  will,  they  must 
necessarily  have  their  feelings  excited 
against  the  Establishment.  Intentions  and 
motives  had  been  imputed  to  the  great 
body  of  Dissenters,  in  which  the  very  spirit 
of  goodwill  and  tolerance  had  been  vio* 
lated.  Mr.  Fox  had  condemned  such  a 
Course  of  dealing  with  persons  of  an 
opposite  opinion  in  a  masterly  mannef, 
and  he  would  recommend  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  look  at  the  lessons  laid  down  by  that 
great  man.  After  some  further  remarks 
in  praise  of  the  measure,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man concluded  by  saying  that  he  hoped 
it  would  be  consented  to,  and  that  the 
settlement  of  this  great  question  would  no 
longer  be  delayed. 

Mt,  Goring: — It  is  with  extreme  re- 
luctance that  I  find  myself  compelled  on 
the  present  occasion  in  opposition  to  those 
Gentlemen  1  generally  6nd  myself  able  to 
support,  but  considering  that  in  the 
measure  which  is  now  brought  forward, 
notwithstanding  the  manner  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  varnished  his 
tale,  that  a  most  unjust  aggression  is  made 
on  Church  property,  and  that  I  am  called 
upon  to  make  a  sacrifice  of  principle  to 
expediency,  I  shall  not  one  moment  hesi- 
tate* 1  am  anxious  as  far  as  possible  to 
relieve  the  Dissenters  from  any  real 
grievances,  but  will  never  consent  to  do  it 
to  the  injury  of  the  Established  Church. 
I  supported  the  measure  brought  forward 
in  1834  by  Lord  Spencer,  because  I 
thought  it  would  relieve  the  Dissenters 
from  those  grievances  of  which  they  com- 
plain with  justice,  and  provide  for  the 
proper  maintenance  of  the  Established 
Church.  By  the  present  proposition  you 
are  depriving  the  Established  Church  of 
one  source  of  emolument  without  giving 
any  adequate  equivalent,  except  from  its 
^n  leeourcei,  infrtDging  on  that  allianee 


which  exists,  and  which,  I  trust,  will  never 
be  dissolved,  between  Church  and  Stat*. 
I  do  not  think  the  Church  possesses  more 
than  an  adequate  sum  for  its  support,  and 
that  the  money  you  now  propose  to  take 
is  required  to  afford  a  sufficient  main- 
tenance to  the  working  clergy,  and  in  this 
argument  I  am  borne  out  by  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman:  therefore  I 
cannot  consent  that  it  should  be  applied 
in  lieu  of  Church-rates,  to  enable  you  to 
give,  however  you  may  disclaim  it,  what  I 
consider  a  first  instalment  to  those  who 
advocate  the  voluntary  principle. 

Mr.  Plumptre  could  not  agree  in  opinion 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this 
would  be  a  healing  measure,  or  that  it 
would  be  productive  of  the  great  benefits 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  professed 
to  anticipate.  He  had  been  in  the  habit 
of  hearing  this  kind  of  language  uttered  in 
reference  to.  many  measures  which  how- 
ever were  not  found  to  verify  the  pro- 
mises with  which  they  had  oeen  pro- 
pounded. What  guarantee  was  there, 
if  this  measure  were  granted,  that  the 
Dissenters  would  not  come  forward  and 
demand  on  the  same  ground  to  be 
exempted  from  the  payment  of  tithes? 
He  had  never  listened  in  the  course  of  his 
whole  political  life  to  any  statement 
coming  from  a  Member  of  his  Majesty*! 
Government  with  so  much  astonishment 
as  to  that  which  had  been  uttered  this 
evening  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  alluded  more  particularly  to 
the  first  part  of  the  proposition,  which 
really  seemed  broadly  to  avow  the  prin- 
ciple that  a  tax  being  once  considered  un- 
popular by  any  section  of  the  King's  sub- 
jects, and  even  a  shadow  of  argument 
being  conjured  up  in  favour  of  its  abo- 
lition, it  was  the  duty  of  Government  at 
once  to  give  way.  That  such  a  course 
should  be  propounded  by  a  person  in  the 
responsible  and  important  situation  of 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seemed  to 
him  extraordinary,  if  not  unparalleled  in 
the  history  of  the  country.  His  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  had  truly  stated 
that  the  petitions  to  that  House  which 
had  l>een  got  up  on  this  subject  had  not 
been  confined  in  their  prayer  to  the  abo. 
lition  of  Church-rates.  They  avowed  an 
open  hostility  to  the  Established  Church; 
and  he  begged  leave,  in  connexion  with 
this  subject,  to  read  an  extract  from  a 
letter  addresaed  by  a  DisBenter,  known  to 
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himself,  of  respectability  and  talent,  ad- 
dressed to  a  Churchman  of  the  same 
character  in  the  City  of  Canterbury.  The 
letter  was  headed  "  Church-rates/'  and  it 
contained  the  following  paragraph  :-— 
**  Our  sentiments  materially  differ.  You 
bold  that  a  national  episcopal  establish- 
ment is  consistent  with  Christianity,  and 
advantageous  to  the  commonweal.  I  am 
equally  firm  in  my  persuasion  that  a 
national  establishment  in  particular  has 
inflicted  great  and  manifold  evils  on  true 
religion."  Now,  after  such  a  statement  as 
that,  introduced  too,  under  the  head  of 
''  Church-rates,"  he  wanted  to  know  what 
security  they  had  that  Dissenters,  en- 
couraged by  the  concession  and  conduct 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
would  not  come  forward  by  and  by  boldly 
to  require  the  demolition  of  the  Church 
Establishment  altogether?  The  object 
openly  professed  by  too  many  Dissenters 
at  present,  was  not  the  abolition  of  Church- 
rates,  but  the  abolition  of  the  Church  Es- 
tablishment, and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  those  who  agreed  with  him  in 
the  proposition  which  he  now  made,  did 
undoubtedly  afford  too  great  an  encou- 
ragement to  that  party.  Viewing  it  in 
this  light,  as  most  dangerous  to  the  Church 
Establishment,  he,  for  one,  should  give 
the  measure  his  most  determined  oppo- 
sition. 

Mr.  Aglianby  hoped,  and  believed,  that 
the  measure  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  give  great  satisfaction  to 
the  country,  and  prove  one  of  the  most 
healing  measures  ever  brought  forward  by 
a  libem  Administration.  He  only  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  one  or  two 
questions  on  which  the  country  should 
have  full  information,  affecting  the  holders 
of  ecclesiastical  leases.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  in  the  calculations  made  by 
Mr,  Finlayson  or  by  the  Government  any 
difference  had  been  contemplated  between 
the  leaseholders  under  bishops,  and  those 
under  the  deans  and  chapters  ?  One  part 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  in- 
duced him  to  believe  such  had  been  the 
case,  and  yet  he  was  not  altogether  sure 
that  he  had  duly  adverted  to  the  fact,  that 
in  the  case  of  bishops,  a  young  bishop 
might  run  his  life  against  that  of  the 
leaseholders,  while  in  the  case  of  the  deans 
and  chapters  there  was  almost  a  moral 
certainty  of  renewal,  because  the  more 
elderly  members  of  that  body  were  anxious 
to  renew,  that  they  might  have  the  beneEt ' 


of  the  fines  during  their  lives.  In  the 
latter  case,  therefore,  the  certainty  of  re« 
newal  being  greater,  the  marketable  value 
of  the  lease  would  be  higher  than  in  the 
case  of  bishops'  leases,  and  he  wished  to 
know  whether  that  had  been  taken  into 
consideration  ?  He  begged  also  to  inquire 
whether  the  new  valuers  would  have  to  es- 
timate the  actual  value  at  the  time,  or 
whether  a  given  number  of  former  fines 
should  form  the  groundwork  of  the  assess- 
ment? And  whether  the  principle  laid 
down  and  adopted  four  years  ago  with  re- 
spect to  bishops'  leases  in  Ireland  would 
be  adopted  in  the  present  instance  ?  la 
Durham,  Cumberland,  and  Northumber- 
land, a  large  portion  of  the  land  was  held 
under  leases  of  this  kind,  and  it  would  be 
very  desirable  that  sufiicient  time  should 
be  given,  in  order  that  the  opinion  of  those 
parts  of  the  country  should  be  taken  upon 
particular  parts  of  the  measure. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  his  proposition  was  common  to  leases 
under  bishops,  and  deans,  and  chapters, 
his  calculations  having  been  founded  on 
a  reference  to  the  whole  of  the  ecclesias- 
tical property  in  that  respect.  With  re- 
ference to  the  allowance  to  be  made  to 
lessees  in  possession,  he  must  say  it  was 
difficult  to  go  into  that  part  of  the  case 
without  a  much  more  full  exposition  of  the 
details  of  the  plan  than  he  could  now  pro- 
fess to  give ;  but  his  principle  was,  to  ofFer 
such  terms  to  existing  lessees  as  must  ob. 
viously  make  it  a  matter  of  great  advan- 
tage to  themselves  to  accede  to  one  or 
other  of  the  alternatives  proposed.  He 
did  not  think  he  could  adopt  the  provision 
of  the  Irish  Bill  with  respect  to  bishops' 
leases  in  this  measure.  With  respect  to 
the  other  point  touched  on— -the  extent  of 
time  whicn  should  intervene  before  the 
final  settlement  of  the  matter — ^he  quite 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend.  The  peo^ 
throughout  the  country  should  undoubted- 
ly have  the  means  of  accurately  judging 
of  all  the  details  of  this  measure.  What 
he,  therefore,  proposed  was,  that  they 
should  report  progress,  and  resume  the 
Committee  on  Friday  next.  When  the 
decision  of  the  House  had  been  pro* 
nounced  upon  the  resolution,  he  should, 
as  soon  after  as  possible,  introduce  his 
Bill.  The  Bill  should  then  be  printed-*- 
the  resolution  itself  would,  of  course^ 
only  express  the  principle,  on  which  the 
Bill  would  be  founded.  The  Bill  would 
then  be  circulated  throughout  tba  cpunti^i 
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and  sufficieat  opportunity  allowed  for 
comprehending  and  canvassing  it  before 
the  sense  of  the  House  was  taken  on  its 
details. 

Mr.  Ooulbum  did  not  rise  to  enter  into 
the  general  discussion  after  the  under- 
standing which  had  been  come  to  that  it 
should  be  postponed  to  a  future  occasion, 
and  he  was  sure  no  one  who  heard  the 
right  hoo.  Gentleman's  statement  could 
doubt  the  justice  of  the  application  which 
was  made  to  him  yesterday,  that  he  should 
not  call  for  an  immediate  decision  on  the 
merits  of  his  proposition,  involving  as  it 
did  principles  of  the  greatest  importance, 
as  well  as  a  great  variety  of  details  which 
required  time  for  consideration  even  by 
those  who  were  prepared  to  acquiesce  in 
the  principle.  He  merely  rose  that  it 
might  not  be  supposed  by  his  silence  that 
he  in  the  least  degree  acquiesced  in  the 
principle  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
proposition,  which  went,  if  he  understood 
It  aright,  to  divest  the  archbishops, 
bishops,  deans,  and  chapters  of  the  pro- 
perty they  possessed,  and  vest  it  in  the 
hands  of  Commissioners,  who  by  running 
out  the  leases  on  that  property  were  to 
receive  its  full  value  in  order  to  make 
present  provision  for  the  payment  of 
Church-rates ;  part  of  the  6nes  being  paid 
to  the  bishops,  the  remainder  was  to  be 
applied  to  Church-rates.  There  was 
another  point.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  that,  during  existing  in- 
terests, parties  should  retain  all  the  powers 
they  at  present  possessed  of  leasing 
those  lands. 

The  Chancellor  ^  the  Exchequer :  I 
did  not  so  propose. 

Mr.  Ooulbum:  He  certainly  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
so ;  at  least  with  respect  to  the  existing 
bishops  granting  leases. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
with  reference  to  existing  bishops,  the 
rents  now  reserved  should  be  paid  as 
before,  and  the  surplus  carried  to  the 
common  account,  or  they  might  elect  to 
take  the  average  of  the  fines  forthwith. 

Mr.  Ooulbum  continued  :  Then  out  of 
what  fund  would  the  money  be  paid  as 
an  equivalent  for  the  fines  they  would  have 
received  if  they  had  continued  to  grant 
leases?  This  was  more  essential  with 
respect  to  deans  and  chapters  than  with 
respect  to  bishops ;  because  in  the  case  of 
the  bishop  the  lease  depended  only  on 
9ne  life^  whereas  in  the  oUier  case,  it  de« 


pended  on  the  lives  of  the  whole  bodv. 
He  also  wished  to  know  how,  until  fundi 
were  available  for  the  arrangement  pro- 
posed. Church-rates  could  be  provided  for? 
He  only  desired  that  the  subject  should  be 
fully  understood:  for  the  present  he  would 
forbear  entering  into  the  discussion  of  any 
of  the  details,  contenting  himself  with 
protesting  against  the  principle  of  the 
plan  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man: 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  felt 
confident  that  the  terms  of  tiie  propo- 
sition would  at  once  be  accepted  gene- 
rally by  the  lessees,  which  would  produce 
the  annuity  of  516,000/.,  enough  to  pay 
the  present  fines,  and  also  the  250,000/. 
required  for  Church-rates.  But  if  that 
were  not  the  case,  there  would  be  the  funds 
arising  out  of  all  those  leases,  as  they  fell 
in,  the  power  of  charging  annuities  on 
the  lands,  and,  if  necessary,  advances 
might  be  made  from  the  consolidated  fund 
to  cover  temporary  deficiencies. 

Mr.  Goulbum  wished  to  put  another 
case.  There  were  funds  in  many  in- 
stances left  by  pious  and  benevolent  in- 
dividuals specifically  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  the  fabric  of  the  church  in 
their  particular  parishes.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  propose  to  transfer  the 
management  of  those  funds  from  the  trus- 
tees in  whose  hands  they  were  placed  to 
the  general  Commissioners,  to  be  applied 
by  them  to  general  church  repairs  in  other 
parts  of  the  country  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
glad  that  question  had  been  put  so  dis- 
tinctly ;  he  should  give  at  once  a  distinct 
reply  to  it,  in  order  that  no  apprehension 
might  prevail  on  the  subject.  Nothing 
in  the  world  could  be  more  unjust--^ 
nothing  could  be  more  foreign  from  his 
intentions,  than  that  those  parish  estates 
should  be  seized  and  confiscated,  and 
thrown  into  the  hands  of  the  Commission- 
ers, for  the  purpose  of  applying  them  to 
the  general  repairs  of  churches  throughout 
the  country.  Such  a  course  would  be 
quite  contrary  to  the  intention  of  the 
testators ;  all  he  wished  was,  that  there 
should  be  a  general  power  of  control  ex- 
ercised by  the  Commissioners,  in  order, 
for  instance,  that  the  bishop  might  see 
that  those  local  funds  were  duly  applied 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  particular  parish 
church  before  any  additional  advances 
Were  made  for  that  purpose. 

Colonel  iSii&tAaip  wished  to  know  how 
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many  auUtaot-commiMioners  would  be 
appointed  under  the  three  paid  general 
Commitsioneri^  and  what  would  be  the 
salariet  of  each  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ZA%uTtA 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  there 
would  be  no  necessity  for  a  large  establish- 
ment of  Commissioners  in  this  instance. 
He  bad  no  wish  to  fix  high  salaries — in 
fact,  he  wished  to  leave  that  matter  entirely 
with  the  House. 

Mr.  Hume  highly  approved  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill.  He  had  objected  to 
JLord  Spencer's  plan  of  commutiag  the 
Church-rates  and  charging  them  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  and  he  was  pleased 
to  find  that  four  years'  reflection  had  con- 
vinced the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
colleagues  in  the  Government,  that  that 
plan  was  untenable^  the  reasons  assigned 
to  that  effect  on  the  present  occasion  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  being  precisely 
those  which  he  had  urged  on  the  former 
occasion.  A  few  years  had  effected  a  great 
change,  and  they  had  now,  he  was  pleased 
to  think,  come  round  to  him.  He  was 
bound,  therefore,  to  express  his  entire 
approbation  of  the  principle  of  this  measure 
because  it  placed  the  burden  of  main- 
taining the  fabric  of  the  Church  on  its  own 
property.  In  that  view  it  would  produce 
the  most  healing  eflfect.  The  present  system 
was  at  once  most  unjust  and  oppressive. 
The  Church  he  was  quite  sure,  would 
stand  better  in  public  esteem  having  once 
got  rid  of  this  grievance.  Dissenters  called 
for  no  further  concessions.  He  bad  been 
with  400  delegates,  representing  700 
places,  who  fully  and  deliberately  resolved 
that  they  should  have  nothing  to  do  at 
present  with  anything  but  the  question  of 
Church-rates.  They  had  no  intention  to 
ask  for  anything  more  at  the  present 
moment.  Did  he  mean  to  say  they  would 
always  continue  of  that  opinion  ?  He  had 
seen  great  changes  within  a  few  years,  and 
be,  for  one,  should  not  beat  all  surprised 
to  see  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
sitting  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the 
House,  and  positively  out-doing  and  out- 
stripping the  present  Administration,  and, 
therefore,  he  maintained  they  should  not 
now  refuse  justice  to  those  who  were 
entitled  to  it  because  hereafter  individuals 
might  come  forward  and  demand  that 
which  they  thought  would  be  unjust. 
Dissenters  at  present  put  everything  else 
into  abeyance,  in  order  that  they  might 
BoVeiHbacnuw  Ministers  on  this  gitestion. 


And  they  were  right.  But  the  plan  bad 
been  objected  to  because  it  took  away^  it 
was  said,  from  the  property  of  the  Church. 
What  property  ?  The  right  of  pnttjoi^ 
their  hands  into  the  pockets  of  the  Dis- 
senters for  their  own  purposes.  The  hoo. 
Member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Plumptre)  bad 
represented  Dissenters  as  a  small  incon- 
siderable body  ;  he  ventured  to  say  they 
were  more  numerous  in  England  than 
Churchmen  ;  but  if  they  were  only  one- 
tenth  of  their  actual  number  what  right  had 
the  Legislature  to  continue  this  unjust 
exaction,  this  oppressive  tax,  this  mark  of 
degradation  upon  them  ?  There  was  only 
one  part  of  the  plan  he  did  not  like — the 
allowing  debts  which  he  admitted  had  been 
received  on  the  credit  of  the  Church-rates 
for  the  building  of  Churches  to  remain  for 
the  next  thirty  or  forty  years  payable  by 
Dissenters.  All  debts  contracted  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Church,  he  maintained, 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  property  of  the 
Church,  and  he  hoped  the  point  would 
still  receive  the  consideration  of  Govern* 
ment.  He  thought,  if  the  calculations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  well 
founded,  and  he  believed  them  to  be  so,  a 
complete  case  had  been  made  out  in  favonr 
of  the,  plan,  and  its  adoption  by  the  Legis- 
lature would,  he  was  sure,  do  much  to 
strengthen  the  position  of  the  Established 
Church  in  the  country. 

Sir  Edward  Knatchbuil  would  not  be 
tempted,  even  by  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  to  enter 
into  the  general  discussion  of  this  subject^ 
although  he  could  not  but  think  the  House 
was  under  the  deepest  obligations  to  bim 
for  having  so  explicitly  declared  himself* 
The  hon.  Member  had  undoubtedly  let  the 
cat  out  of  the  bag,  and  exposed  the  designs 
of  that  party  he  represented  in  that  House. 
He  merely  rose  to  put  a  question  to  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  respect  to 
pew  rents.  If  he  understood  his  proposi* 
tion,  it  amounted  to  this — that  in  the 
Churches  throughout  the  kingdom  a  certain 
portion  of  pews  should  be  set  apart  for 
the  poor ;  and  to  that  provision  he  gave 
his  most  hearty  support ;  but  with  respect 
to  the  remainder,  a  pew-rent  was  to  be 
exacted  of  all  who  were  not  included  in  the 
description  of  the  poor.  Was  that  really 
so  ? 

The  Chancellor  qf  the  Exchequer  said, 
there  were  certain  rights  which  tin* 
doubtedly  would  be  respected.  After  an 
abundant  and  more  #iteastro  pmrisiaii 
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had  been  made  for  the  poor,  the  remaioing 
pews  should  be  the  subject  of  arrange- 
ment  between  the  respective  parties  them* 
selves  and  the  clergyman  or  bishop. 

Sir  Edward  Knatchbull:— Would  the 
farmers  and  those  attending  the  parish 
churches  throughout  England  be  subject 
to  pew-rentSy  with  the  exception  of  some 
legal  rights  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. — • 
There  was  some  difficulty  in  entering  into 
the  details  at  present ;  but  there  would 
be  a  cIassi6cation  of  pew-rents  in  this 
way  : — those  who  had  rights  which  could 
be  legally  Established  would,  of  course, 
have  them  respected — the  poor  in  all 
cases  would  be  provided  for  ;  and  the 
intermediate  class  would >  with  the  approval 
of  the  Bishopt  make  their  own  arrange- 
ments* 

Mr.  James  thought,  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  bad  done  right  in  taking 
the  management  of  the  episcopal  incomes 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  Church.  He  par- 
ticularly approved  of  that  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  plan,  which  he  thought 
likely  to  obviate  that  carelessness  and  impro- 
vidence in  the  management  of  the  leases 
which  would  otherwise  inevitably  pre* 
vail. 

Mr.  Forster  approved  of  many  of  the 
provisions  of  the  plan  submitted  to  the 
House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
his  hopes  of  the  establishment  of  religious 
peace  m  many  parishes  had  vanished  when 
he  heard  that  portion  of  it  directing  that 
the  claims  on  parishes  with  regard  to 
church-rates  now  existing  should  be  dis- 
charged. The  popularity  of  the  impost 
would  not  be  increased  by  blending  it  with 
the  poor-rates,  nor  would  it  be  rendered 
more  secure  by  being  made  to  depend  on 
9k  writ  of  mandamus  in  the  court  of  Kiog*s 
Bench,  instead  of  a  vote  in  the  vestry,  as 
heretofore. 

Viscount  Sand<m  complained  of  the  ex- 
pression employed  by  the  Cbancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  styling  Church-rates 
lather  a  privilege  enjoyed  by  the  Church 
than  a  property  possessed  by  it*  If  they 
were  regarded  as  a  mere  privilege,  how 
came  it  that  a  debt  of  800,000/.  had  been 
contracted  on  their  security  alone  f  The 
truth  was,  that  they  were  an  ancient  and 
recognised  burden  on  the  landed  property 
of  the  coantry,  which  was  .taken  into  ac- 
coont  in  every  sale  of  land.  Since  this 
was  the  case,  he  bofied  that,  however 
luaiotnly  they  ougbt  wish  to  lonovo  eveiy 


grievance  attendant  on  the  present  mode 
of  levying  them,  they  would  not  consent 
to  transfer  this  charge  from  the  landed 
property  to  the  revenues  of  the  Church. 
The  Church  Commissioners  represented 
the  destitution  existing  in  the  Church  of 
England  to  be  very  great,  and  also  de- 
clared that  the  Establishment  was  totally 
inadequate  to  supply  the  spiritual  wants 
of  the  existing  population.  Yet  it  was 
proposed  by  this  measure  seriously  to  im* 
pair  the  resources  of  the  Church,  and  to 
curtail  even  the  means  which  it  now  pos- 
sessed to  supply  the  acknowledged  defici- 
ency of  religious  instruction.  The  right 
hon*  Gentleman  said,  that  this  measure 
did  not  diminish  the  patrimony  of  the 
poor ;  he  (Lord  Sandon^  maintained  that 
It  deprived  the  poor  of  the  only  patrimony 
they  possessed ;  that  it  withdrew  not  only 
from  the  existing  poor,  but  from  millions 
who  would  come  after  them,  their  only 
hope  of  possessing  the  inestimable  blessing 
of  an  efficient  and  well-endowed  ecclesi- 
astical establishment.  This  measure  wu 
introduced  solely  to  propitiate  the  Dis* 
senters,  who  formed  a  very  small  minority 
of  the  population,  amountmg  by  their  own 
calculation,  as  given  in  the  Cangrepa" 
iional  Magazine,  to  about  1 ,000,000  only, 
not  including  the  Weskyan  body.  It 
would  relieve  the  scruples  only  of  an  in- 
considerable portion  of  the  community, 
and  would  remove  a  burden  from  the 
landed  property  of  the  country  which  bad 
existed  from  time  immemorial*  He  should 
be  glad  to  support  any  measure  which 
would  promote  religious  peace,  but  he 
thought  that  it  would  be  paying  too  great 
a  sacrifice  for  it  to  deprive  the  poor  of 
their  only  property*  He  could  not  allow 
the  discussion  to  close  without  mentioning 
the  objections  which  he  entertained  to  the 
plan  brought  before  then,  and  he  thought 
it  right  that  the  country  should  know  the 
real  character  of  the  measure. 

Viscount  Howich  regretted  that  the 
noble  Lord  bad  not  thought  proper  to 
follow  the  example  set  him  t^  the  sfwakers 
who  had  previously  addressed  tho  House. 
He  thought  the  noble  Lord  bad  invidi- 
oosly  misrepresented  the  charactet  of  the 
measure :  he  was  not  afraid  to  discuss  its 
provisions  with  the  noUe  Lord;  and  he 
could  not  let  the  occasion  pass  withoot 
correcting  some  of  his  mitconceptioiis. 
The  noble  Lord  complained  that  his  right 
hon*  Friend  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Bxch^i 
quer)  tod  tcvmed   Cha«ob<aleB  tntfaer 
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a  privilege  than  a  property  of  the  Church ; 
vet  what  were  they  but  a  tax  voluntarily 
imposed  on  the  parishioners  by  themselves. 
A  great  many  parishes  had  refused  by  a 
vote  of  their  vestries  to  impose  this  tax 
on  themselves ;  and  it  must  be  regarded, 
not  as  a  bonajUde  charge  on  the  land,  dis- 
tinct from  the  Church,  but  an  ancient 
mode  of  taxing  it  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Church.  The  noble  Lord  had  asked  how 
a  debt  of  800,000/.  could  be  raised  on  the 
security  of  Church-rates  if  they  were  a 
mere  privilege  of  the  Church,  the  burden 
of  which  the  people  voluntarily  took  on 
themselves;  but  he  might  as  well  ask  how 
it  happened  that  a  national  debt  of 
800,000,000/.  had  been  raised,  depending 
on  no  other  securitv  than  the  consent  of 
the  people  of  the  country  to  tax  them- 
selves to  discharge  the  obligations  which 
it  imposed?  The  noble  Lord  supposed 
that  Church-rates  must  be  regarded  as 
the  property  of  the  Church,  since  the 
amount  of  them  was  always  considered  in 
transfers  of  landed  property.  Why,  when 
a  man  bought  a  house  in  London,  the  first 
question  he  asked  was,  what  was  the 
amount  of  the  public  and  private  taxes, 
and  both  were  taken  into  consideration. 
No  doubt  the  amount  of  Church-rates 
was  considered  in  all  sales  of  property,  but 
so  was  the  amount  of  Poor-rates.  The 
noble  Lord  complained  of  the  measure  as 
extinguishing  those  dormant  funds  which 
might  be  applied  hereafter  to  the  extension 
of  the  Church,  and  had  referred  to  the 
report  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
to  show  the  great  necessity  of  a  fund  suit- 
able for  that  purpose.  Now,  if  the  noble 
Lord  had  perused  the  whole  report,  he 
would  have  found  that  the  Commissioners 
had  not  considered  it  proper  to  apply  these 
dormant  funds  to  the  purposes  of  Church 
extension.  The  episcopal  members  of  the 
Commission,  as  well  as  those  who  belonged 
to  his  Majesty's  Government,  had  felt 
that  for  the  purpose  of  extending  the 
Church,  they  could  not  venture  to  propose 
a  measure  which  would  of  course  be  viewed 
with  much  suspicion  by  the  lessees.  The 
measure  which  was  now  proposed  would 
have  the  effect  of  considerably  increasing 
the  value  of  the  property  held  by  them,'and 
would,  it  was  anticipated,  tend  to  the 
general  relief  of  the  whole  country.  The 
noble  Lord  said  it  would  benefit,  not  the 
great  mass  of  the  population,  but  a  small 
minority  of  it.  The  Ministers  proposed 
it  with  no  such  views.    Of  course,  they 


were  anxious  to  relieve  the  Dissenters,  as 
they  were  to  relieve  anv  class  of  the  popu- 
lation who  were  suffenng  under  injustice, 
but  he  concurred  in  proposing  the  plan, 
because  he  believed  in  his  conscience  that 
it  would  greatly  benefit  the  Church,  in- 
crease its  security,  and  augment  its  in- 
fluence, as  well  as  relieve  the  Dissenters. 
Would  the  noble  Lord  tell  him  that  church- 
men did  not  often  object  to  a  rate  as  well  as 
Dissenters.  In  the  case  of  Manchester, which 
had  been  alluded  to  by  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
a  very  considerable  number  of  Churchmen, 
strenuously  opposed  the  rate,  because  they 
disapproved  of  the  system.  It  was  not, 
then,  a  fair  or  correct  representation  of 
the  measure  to  say,  that  it  did  not  protect 
the  interests  of  the  Church,  and  that  it 
satisfied  merely  the  unreasonable  clamours 
of  those  whom  the  noble  Lord  termed  a 
small  minority.  It  was  intended  to  remove 
that  which  the  friends  of  the  establishment 
had  long  felt  to  be  a  very  serious  obstacle 
to  its  usefulness,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  with  regard  to  the  very  inferior  con- 
sideration of  the  amount  of  revenue  appli- 
cable to  ecclesiastical  purposes,  it  would 
greatly  benefit  the  Church.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  had  made  all  his  calculations 
on  suppositions  so  infinitely  more  unfa- 
vourable than  the  reality,  and  had  thrown 
so  entirely  out  of  consideration  the  in- 
creased value  which  the  measure  would 
give  to  property,  that  he  had  not  the 
smallest  doubt  that,  in  a  very  few  years, 
a  large  surplus  would  remain  for  the  ex- 
tension of  the  Church,  and  the  augmen- 
tation of  small  livings,  an  object  which  he 
thought  of  great  importance.  He  was  per* 
fectly  willing  that  this  question  shoula  be 
debated  on  the  ground  of  the  real  benefit 
conferred  on  the  Church  by  the  plan  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend;  and  he  wished  to 
declare,  in  the  strongest  terms  it  was  pos- 
sible for  him  to  use,  his  dissent  from  that 
which  was  called  the  voluntary  principle, 
and  his  sincere  and  earnest  attachment  to 
the  Church  of  England.  He  believed  that 
the  surest  foundation  of  the  Church,  as  of 
all  our  other  institutions,  was  its  real 
utility  to  the  people.  Some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  had  spoken  seemed  to  entertain 
an  erroneous  idea  that  pew-rents  would  be 
levied  in  all  parishes.  He  wished  to  state 
that  they  would  never  be  levied  except  on 
the  proposal  of  the  minister  and  church- 
wardens, sanctioned  by  the  vestry,  and  in 
many  country  parishes  there  would  not  be 
the  slightest  occasion  for  imposing  them^ 
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Power  would  be  given  to  levy  them  in 
those  cases  where  there  was  a  very  con- 
siderable demand  for  pews  ;  parties  inter- 
ested might,  if  they  tnought  proper,  levy 
a  rent,  with  the  consent  of  the  diocesan, 
and  in  cases  where  pew-rents  had  not 
been  levied  before,  half  the  sittings  would 
be  free. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe  thought,  that 
the  principle  of  the  proposed  measure  was 
so  just  and  simple,  that  he  might  con- 
gratulate the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
in  the  name  of  his  constituents,  on  having 
brought  forward  a  plan  so  satisfactory. 
The  principle  on  which  it  was  founded  was, 
that  the  revenues  of  the  Church  should 
defray  the  repairs  of  the  ecclesiastical 
edifices  and  the  other  expenses  connected 
with  them,  so  that  no  burden  might  be 
thrown  on  the  general  taxes  of  the  country. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  said  that  he 
would  abolish  Church-rates,  without  doing 
injustice  on  any  parties ;  and  though  the 
details  might  be  somewhat  complicated, 
the  measure  he  had  now  proposea  would 
practically  abolish  Church-rates  without  in« 
flicting  any  wrong ;  and  it  was  clear  that 
the  Church  would  be  rather  a  gainer  than 
a  loser  by  the  change.  Neither  could  he 
perceive  that  this  measure  would  inflict 
any  hardship  on  the  deans  and  chapters 
unless  they  were  so  base  and  sordid  as  to 
take  unfair  advantage  of  the  proposition 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  Names  said,  that  though  he  was  not 
disposed  to  take  exception  to  the  measure 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  yet  as  his  right 
hon.  Friend  expected  a  surplus,  be  would 
state  that  there  were  many  parishes  in  the 
borough  he  represented  that  were  in  debt, 
and  as  there  was  to  be  a  surplus,  he  must 
set  up  a  claim  to  a  share  of  it,  to  be  ap- 
propriated in  a  different  manner  than  that 
proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend.  In  that 
parish  there  was  a  large  debt  for  building 
a  new  church;  now  he  should  be  very 
strongly  opposed  to  allowing  this  debt  to 
remain  on  the  poor-rates ;  for,  taking  both 
Dissenters  and  Churchmen,  what  good 
could  accrue  from  this  to  the  inhabitants  of 
Lambeth?  He  hoped  that  the  surplus 
would  be  applied  to  the  e^^tinction  of  debt 
in  such  cases.  He  gave  his  most  un- 
qualified approbation  to  the  measure,  and 
was  grateful  to  his  Majesty's  Ministers  for 
having  thus  grappled  witn  the  difficulties 
of  the  subject,  and  held  out  the  prospect 
of  religious  peace. 

HuGinm  said, that  when  the  question  of 


Church-rates  was  brought  forward  in  1833, 
Lord  Spencer  proposed  that  the  burdea 
should  be  transferred  from  the  Church- 
rates  to  the  Consolidated  Fund.  To  that 
proposition  he  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
give  his  most  unqualified  opposition,  and 
he  thought  that  no  government  would  again 
venture  to  bring  forward  one  of  so  mon- 
strous a  nature.  The  people  of  Scotland 
would  view  with  dissatisfaction  the  opposi- 
tion to  this  measure,  and  he  thanked  the 
government  for  it  on  their  part.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  great  advantage  would 
result  from  the  improvement  of  Church 
property,  from  the  difierent  tenure,  and 
the  consequently  greater  amount  of  capital 
that  would  be  expended  on  it.  The  noble 
Lord  had  said,  that  it  would  infringe  on 
Church  patronage,  but  he  denied  the  fact. 
The  measure  was  equally  for  the  relief  of 
Churchmen  and  Dissenters  and  if  the 
Dissenters  were  satisfied  with  it,  he  was 
sure  the  Church  people  ought  to  be  so. 

Mr.  Tennyson  UEyncouri  would  say 
but  one  word  to  express  his  assent  to  wtiat 
had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend  and  Col- 
league. The  debt,  if  aUowed  to  continue, 
would  be  a  great  burden  on  Dissenters,  and 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by 
some  clause  of  the  present  Bill  would  give 
them  relief. 

Mr.  G.  Palmer  said,  that  the  considera- 
tion of  the  question  embraced  the  principle 
on  which  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  in- 
duced to  bring  forward  the  measure — the 
act  itself  and  its  consequences.  Now 
it  appeared  that  the  sole  objection  to 
Church-rates  was  the  refusal  of  Dis- 
senters to  continue  to  pay  them.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  had  told  them 
that  the  Dissenters  were  a  very  large 
body  ;  but  did  the  hon.  Member  class  them 
all  as  one  body  —  those  of  different 
religious  denominations,  and  those  of  no 
religion  at  all  ?  Did  the  hon.  Gentleman 
suppose  that  one  party  will  acknowledge 
as  partners  the  various  other  classes? 
The  tendency  of  the  measure,  whatever 
was  its  object,  was  to  degrade  the  Esta- 
blished Church.  What,  for  instance,  did 
the  noble  Lord  intend  to  do  with  the  pro« 
perty  of  archbishops  and  bishops?  He 
had  been  assured  that  they  were  to  retain 
full  control  over  it,  but  they  were  now  told 
that  that  property  was  to  be  vested  in 
Commissioners,  to  save,  he  supposed,  those 
dignitaries  the  trouble  of  attending  to  their 
own  affairs,  and  to  reduce  them  in  fact  to 
state  pensioners.    His  Majesty's  Ministers 
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were  now  only  waiting  for  a  vote  of  (bat 
Hoiiaa  to  destroy  one-balf  or  one-tbird  of 
tbat  property,  or  for  any  other  measure 
tbat  might  prove  destructive  to  the  pre- 
servation of  the  true  principles  of  religion. 
The  Established  Church  bad  been  the  great 
bulwark  and  defence  of  Dissenters,  and  if 
tbat  were  once  cast  down,  they  would  fall 
themselves.  He  was  satisfied  the  House 
would  not  lend  itself  to  the  total  desecra- 
tion of  that  protection  of  religious  freedom 
which  was  the  pride  of  Englishmen. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  he  had  not  the  slightest 
wi^  to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  the  de- 
tails of  this  measure,  thinking  as  be  did 
that  it  would  be  much  better  to  reserve 
the  discussion  of  a  matter  of  such  serious 
importance  for  that  period  when  such  dis- 
cussion might  be  expected  to  end  in  some 
practical  result ;  and,  above  all,  in  order 
tbat  they  might  have  an  opportunity  of 
investigating  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
right  Hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of 
t^  Eichequer),  as  the  principles  of  that 
meaaure  were  not  quite  so  apparent  to  him 
as  to  the  right  hon.  Oeutleman.  At  the 
same  time  he  should  be  sorry,  on  tbia  oc* 
cation,  to  omit  any  reference  to  the  im- 
presstona  made  on  his  mind  by  the  state- 
ments of  the  right  boo.  Gentleman.  He 
thought  that  nothing  could  be  more  satis- 
&ctory  to  those  who  concurred  with  him 
in  opinion  than  the  declaration  made  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  to  the 
necessity  of  maintaining  the  Established 
Church.  He  had  no  fault  to  find  with 
this  position ;  but  he  doubted  whether  in 
practice  this  measure  was  in  exact  confor- 
mity with  this  principle.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer)  said  that  he  repudiated  altogether 
the  voluntary  principle.  But  did  his 
repudiating  the  voluntary  principle  neces- 
sarily imply  that  it  was  incumbent  on  the 
Scate  to  support  the  Established  religion? 
If  there  could  be  any  doubt  as  to  the  in- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  his 
own  express  words  left  no  doubt  as  to  the 
principle  on  which  he  meant  to  act*  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  would 
not  leave  it  to  the  voluntary  principle  to 
find  means  of  defence ;  and  he  added,  that 
it  ought  not  to  be  entrusted  to  the  volun- 
tary principle  to  find  means  of  religious 
instruction.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  it  was  at  least  as  incumbent 
on  them  to  provide  a  religious  establish- 
ment as  to  provide  an  army  or  a  navy  for 
tba  purposes  of  defenca.  The  moment  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  laid  down  that  po- 
sition he  excluded  altogether  the  question 
of  religion,  or  conscientious  scruples;  be- 
cause when  the  State  considers  it  nece^ 
sary  to  maintain  an  army,  it  doea  not 
inquire  whether  all  persons  approve  of 
war,  or  whether  they  think  it  necessary 
that  an  army  should  be  maintained ;  but 
on  an  enlarged  and  comprehensive  view 
they  stated  that  the  army  must  be  main- 
tained by  general  taxation,  and  they  nerer 
inquired  of  any  individuals  ihm  opiniooa 
as  to  peace  or  war.  All  that  was  necea. 
sary  was,  to  call  upon  all  to  contribute 
equally.  If  then,  the  right  hon.  Oeotle- 
roan  said  that  it  was  equally  incumbent  on 
them  to  maintain  a  religious  establishment 
as  to  maintain  a  fleet,  surely  it  was  equally 
incumbent  on  them  all  to  contribole  to. 
wards  the  support  of  that  establi^menl, 
without  inquiry  into  the  peculiar  opioioiia 
of  each.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
even  said  that  it  was  the  doty  of  the  State 
to  provide  free  sittinga  for  the  poor  of  the 
country.  But  did  the  right  hon.  Oeotlflb. 
man  propose  that  the  State  should  pmvtda 
freesitttnga?  Not  at  all.  The  right  hon« 
Gentleman  abandoned  all  means  whereby 
the  State  could  provide  free  sittings;  end 
notwithstanding  all  his  professions^  and 
the  resolution  that  it  was  necessary  to 
maintain  an  established  religion,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  meant  that  this  aaeasure 
should  have  this  effect— that  the  State 
should  not  provide  free  sittings,  but  tbat 
the  Church  should.  He  would  say  no- 
thing as  to  the  lessees  at  present*  There 
had  been  no  time  to  consider  as  to  Uie 
justice  of  refusing  lessees  of  Church  pro« 
party  to  contribute  towards  the  maiote^ 
nance  of  the  Church.  But  he  did  not 
object  to  this  measure  on  the  part  of  tbo 
lessees;  he  objected  to  it  on  much  higher 

f  rounds  than  the  interests  of  the  leasees. 
*he  noble  Lord  had  said  that  the  Church 
community  had  abandoned  the  idea  of  re« 
quiring  lessees  to  contribute  towardstheen* 
dowment  of  poor  livings.  Now  he  thought 
that  the  lessees  were  at  least  as  likely 
to  concur  in  any  measure  the  objector 
which  was  to  provide  for  the  small  uvtnge 
of  ministers  of  religion  in  populous  plaeee 
—they  were  as  likely  to  concur  as  any  who 
at  present  contributed.  But  by  this  pro-> 
posed  measure  not  only  were  the  Dissenteie 
relieved  from  contributing  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  fhbrtc  of  the  Church,  but 
the  landholders  were  relieved  also,  and 
the  charge  waa  continued  on  the  lewaea 
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of  the  Church.  Admitting  for  the  sake  of 
the  argument,  the  claims  of  the  Dissenters 
to  be  reliered  on  the  ground  of  conscien- 
tious scruples,  he  would  ask  why  should 
the  landholders  of  England,  who  were 
members  of  the  Established  Church,  be 
relieved  also.  Nothing  appeared  to  him 
more  just  than  the  principle  laid  down  by 
Uie  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  to  the 
necessity  of  the  State  providing  for  the 
Establishment;  but  it  appeared  to  him 
that  it  would  naturally  sever  the  connex-* 
ion  between  the  Church  and  the  State  if 
they  were  not  only  to  abolish  Church-rates, 
but  to  throw  the  whole  weight  of  them  on 
the  Church.  He  did  not  understand  why 
the  landholders  of  England,  who  were 
members  of  the  Established  Church,  should 
be  relieved  altogether  from  all  charges  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  fabric  of  the 
Church.  If  they  made  up  the  deficiency 
by  direct  contribution  from  the  State,  of 
course  his  objections  would  not  apply; 
but  at  present  the  effect  of  the  measure 
would  be  to  throw  the  whole  charge  upon 
the  lessees  of  Church  property,  relieving 
altogether  those  upon  whom  there  was  the 
strongest  obligation  to  contribute,  namely, 
those  members  of  the  Church  who  were 
possessed  of  large  property  which  had  been 
acquired  or  inherited  subject  to  this  charge. 
He  admitted,  with  the  Chancellor  of  Uie 
Exchequer  that  unfortunately  differences 
had  arisen  on  this  question.  As  one  of 
those  who  were  anxious  to  support  the 
Church  he  would  willingly  come  to  a  set- 
tlement of  this  question  ;  but  he  must  at 
the  same  time  say,  that  a  great  difference 
of  opinion  prevailed  on  the  subject  of 
Church-rates,  that  the  opposition  to  them 
was  mainly  confined  to  the  large  towns. 
But  be  had  also  no  doubt  that  in 
rural  parishes^-^uDless  distent  prevailed 
to  a  considerable  extent,  and  the  majority 
of  the  inhabitants  were  Dissenters— 
be  thought  that  with  respect  to  the  great 
mass  of  the  rural  parishes,  he  might  ven^ 
tore  to  say,  that  they  were  almost  univer- 
sally of  opiuion,  that  they  would  be  better 
if  left  alone.  Not  only  did  they  not  wish 
to  be  relieved,  but  he  believed  that  they 
felt  a  pride  when  they  looked  on  the 
venerable  fabric  which  was  their  chief 
architecturmi  ornament;  and,  apart  from 
religious  associations,  he  believed  that,  so 
far  from  relieving  their  tender  consciences, 
they  would  ofiend  them  by  relieving  them 
from  the  obligation  of  supporting  their 
Ohureh.    He  spoke  of  the  rural  parishes* 


But,  waiving  the  consideratido  whether 
or  not  this  charge  was  fairly  laid  ou  the 
lessees  of  the  Church,  if  he  came  to  the 
conclusion,  that  the  lessees  were  so  cir- 
cumstanced that  you  could  extract  from 
them,  in  some  way  or  other,  a  revenue  of 
250,000/.  a-year — if  he  came  to  that  con- 
clusion, then  he  should  feel  bound  to 
contend,  that  there  was  a  prior  claim  upon 
that  annual  revenue  than  any  that  could 
rise  from  the  obligation  of  supporting  the 
fabric  of  the  Church.  He  would  ask  any 
hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  the  facts  he 
would  briefly  state  to  the  House.  In  the 
diocese  of  Chester,  there  were  thirty- eight 
parishes,  containing  an  aggregate  popula- 
tion of  860,000  souls,  whilst  there  was 
only  church-room  at  present  provided  for 
97,000,  so  that  seven-eighths  of  the  popu- 
lation in  these  thirty^ight  districts,  were 
without  any  Church  accommodation.  lo 
the  diocese  of  York  there  were  twenty 
districts,  with  an  aggregate  population  of 
502,000,  and  yet  Church  accommodation 
was  provided  for  only  48,000,  or  one- 
eleventh  of  the  whole  population.  In  the 
diocese  of  Lichfield  and  Coventry  there 
were  sixteen  parishes,  having  an  aggregate 
population  of  235,000;  and  there  was 
Church  accommodation  for  only  29,000. 
From  what  fund  were  they  to  provide 
Church  accommodation?  If  they  could 
prove  that,  with  perfect  justice  to  the 
Church,  without  diminishing  the  inde- 
pendent station  of  the  bishops,  and  with- 
out injury  to  the  interests  of  the  lessees— 
if,  above  all,  they  could  raise  such  a  sum 
as  250,000/.  more  than  had  hitherto  been 
calculated  upon,  could  they  negative  the 
claims  of  those  populous  districts,  which 
ought  first  to  be  attended  to— orooold 
they  bestow  that  revenue  better  than  in 
providing  religious  instruction  for  those 
who  had  not  now  the  means  of  hearing 
the  woid  of  God.  He  woold  not  then 
enter  into  the  arguments  that  had  been 
used,  but  he  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  expressed  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  the  new  revenues 
charged  upon  the  pew-rents,  as  he  readily 
admitted  that  it  would  be  just  to  require 
from  those  who  had  the  means  of  pay- 
ment, and  were  known  to  be  in  afifloent 
circumstances,  or  rather  in  comfortable 
circumstances,  that  they  should  pay  for 
the  benefit  of  a  pew.  But  with  respect 
to  the  rural  parishes,  not  merely  as  re* 
garded  the  destitute  poor,  but  the  farmers 
of  the  country,  a  diflhrent  priuoiple  should 
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be  adopted.  If|  for  the  first  time  for 
centuries,  they  were  to  be  driven  from 
those  pews  which  they  looked  upon  as  a 
species  of  freehold  to  which  they  were 
entitled,  without  any  payment,  it  would 
create  in  their  minds  a  strong  feeling  of 
disgust.  But  he  uuderstood  the  noble 
Lord  (Howick)  to  make  a  clear  distinction 
with  respect  to  rural  parishes,  and  to  give 
an  assurance  that  they  would  not  be  sub- 
jected to  the  operation  of  this  measure, 
for  the  purpose  of  extracting  a  revenue. 
He  would  not  then  enter  further  upon  this 
subject.  He  merely  stated  the  impression 
made  on  his  mind  by  the  speech  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer;  and  he 
would  venture  to  say,  that  if  there  was  a 
sufficient  fund  disposable,  the  first  claim 
was,  either  to  raise  the  stipend  of  those 
ministers  who  had  not  200/.  a-year,  or  to 
attend  to  the  still  more  pressing  demand 
-—to  raise  from  the  condition  of  religious 
destitution  between  seven-eighths  and 
nine-tenths  of  the  people,  who  had  not  the 
means  of  hearing  what  that  religion  was, 
of  which  they  boasted  so  much. 

Mr.  Baines  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
making  an  observation  on  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon«  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
said,  that  there  was  only  Church  accom- 
modation for  one-eleventh  of  the  people 
of  the  diocese  of  York.  He  ( Mr.  Baines) 
happened  to  live  in  that  diocese,  and 
therefore  had  an  opportunity  of  judg- 
ing what  accommodation  there  was ; 
and  he  must  say,  that  his  own  impres- 
sion was,  that  there  was  not  a  town  or 
hamlet  in  the  whole  diocese,  that  had 
much  reason  to  complain  of  Church  ac- 
commodation. He  would  not  enter  into 
a  comparison  of  how  many  belonged  to  the 
Church,  but  he  would  ask,  how  many 
went  to  Church  ?  This  was  an  ingredient 
in  the  question  that  ought  to  be  consi- 
dered. If  they  found  that  in  all  towns, 
and  in  many  of  the  populous  villages,  there 
was  twice  as  much  Church-room  as  there 
were  persons  to  occupy  it,  they  would  be 
able  to  judge  if  Church-room  were  re- 
quired for  those  who  were  not  at  present 
accommodated.  There  was  another  point 
which  he  wished  to  call  to  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon .  Baronet.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  spoken  about  the  impropriety 
of  relieving  the  landed  gentry  from  the 
payment  of  Church-rates.  But  had  they 
not  relieved  the  gentry  of  Ireland  ?  They 
had  relieved  them  from  the  Church-cess, 


and  the  analogy  applied  in  this  instance. 
He  confessed  Uiat  he  was  a  little  asto- 
nished at  the  arguments  used  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  with  respect  to 
the  army  and  navy,  and  the  volontary 
principle,  and  he  did  not  wonder  at  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  laying 
hold  of  it,  for  he  thought  it  a  most  pre- 
posterous statement.  They  knew  that  the 
Church,  in  America,  was  supported  by  the 
voluntary  principle ;  but  who  ever  heard 
of  an  army  or  a  navy  being  so  supported  ? 
There  was  no  analogy  between  the  two 
cases.  It  was  neither  an  argument  for 
nor  against  the  voluntary  principle.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  should  be  exceedingly  cau- 
tious, when  they  were  seeking  for  illus- 
trations, to  make  them  applicable.  Fall- 
ing to  do  so,  they  very  often  damaged  the 
argument  they  were  meant  to  sustain. 

The  House  resumed ;  the  Committee  to 
sit  again. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Monday  f  March  6,  1837. 

MnruTis.]  Bills.  Raid  a  third  time  :«Viiiiiel|piI  Corpo< 
TBtioni  (Eogtead). 

Petitions  presented.  By  Lords  KxicTov,  Rsduoalb,  ti^ 
Earls  of  SBAmsBURY,  Falmoutb*  the  Bishops  of  Hsr». 
WOKD,  Lincoln,  and  Lord  Bmxlmy,  ftom  Wo3T«d»snip> 
too,  Clilton,  LeioestsTj  and  ▼axiooa  oUier  platm,  s^aiBst 
tiie  Abolition  of  Church  Rates.— By  Lord  Kxntoji*  from 
the  Guardians  of  the  River  Uni<nit  tar  Poor-laws  Amend* 
ment  BilL— By  the  Earl  of  JsnacT,  ftom  yacfoiia  plaees. 
that  the  House  will  resist  all  attempts  to  Intcifae  wltti  ita 
Independences,  Rights,  and  Privilq^es. — ^By  Lord  Hotr- 
LAND,  from  Carmarthen,  tat  the  Irish  MunldpaX  Corpo* 
rations  Bin 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

Monday f  March  6,  1837. 

MimTTSB.]    Bills.    Read  a  second  time:— Mint!  MmiMBk 
Peniteatiary. 

Carlow  Election.]  The  Speaker 
informed  the  House  that  he  had  received 
a  petition  from  the  Crown  and  Hanaper- 
office,  Duhlin,  complaining  of  an  nndae 
election  and  return  for  the  county  of  Car- 
low. 

Ordered  to  be  taken  into  consideratkm 
on  the  ]8th  of  April. 

PooR*LAWs.]  On  the  question,  that 
the  House  do  resolve  itself  into  Committee 
on  the  affairs  of  Canada* 

Mr.  Walter  said,  that  it  was  only  oot 
of  deference  to  the  recommendationB  of 
several  hon.  Gentlemen  that  he  had  given 
way  on  a  late  occasion,  and  withdrawn  the 
list  of  names  of  Gentlemen  whom  he  had 
proposed  should  form  the  Committee  on 
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the  Poor  Jaws.  That  selection  would,  be 
had  hoped,  have  proved  satisfactory  to 
the  country-— a  result  which,  he  roust 
confess,  he  did  not  augur  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  present  Committee.  It  had 
heen  his  intention,  that  every  interest 
should  be  fully  represented ;  but  on  the 
Committee  as  it  now  stood,  there  was  not 
a  single  Member  who  was  personally  con- 
nected with  the  manufactures  of  the  coun- 
try. He  felt  that  he  had  somewhat  too 
hastily  yielded  on  that  occasion  to  the 
force  of  the  external  pressure  on  not  going 
to  a  division  on  the  question.  He  must 
contend  that  the  Committee  was  unduly 
constituted ;  for  while  seventeen  Members 
of  it  were  opposed  to  his  (Mr.  Walter's) 
views,  only  four  supported  him.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  he  held  in 
the  highest  esteem  and  respect,  but  in 
case  of  indisposition  or  absence,  the  Chair 
might  fall  to  some  other  Gentleman  who 
might  be  influenced  by  strong  prejudices 
in  favour  of  the  working  of  the  Poor-law 
Bill.  If,  as  he  understood,  there  were 
any  Gentleman  on  that  Committee  who 
haa  been  employed  on  the  PoorJaw  Com- 
mission,  he  thou^t  such  a  person  was  a 
very  improper  judge  in  this  inquiry. 
Another  Member  of  the  Committee  had, 
as  he  had  heard,  acted  as  chairman  of  a 
board  against  whose  conduct  he  had  re. 
ceived  complaints.  Now,  ail  he  asked 
was,  to  have  these  influences  counter, 
balanced  in  some  degree  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  Gentlemen  holding  opinions  coin- 
ciding with  his  own;  in  short,  he  asked 
the  House  to  make  the  Committee  impar- 
tial •  His  proposal  of  adding  six  Gentle- 
men to  the  Committee  would  still  leave 
the  proportion  of  seventeen  to  ten.  With 
respect  to  the  statement  that  he  had  in 
an^  way  acquiesced  in  the  appointment  of 
this  Committee,  he  begged  to  say,  that  it 
was  totally  erroneous  and  unfounded.  He 
hoped,  such  as  had  felt  well  disposed 
towards  his  original  motion,  would  now 
support  his  present  attempt  to  obtain 
what  he  conceived  would  be  a  fair  and 
impartial  Committee.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving,  that  Major  Beau- 
clerk,  Mr.  Sergeant  Goulburn,  Mr.  Fresh- 
field,  Mr.  G.  F.  Young,  Mr.  Thomas  Att- 
wood,  and  Mr.  Hindley  be  added  to  the 
Committee  on  Poor-laws. 

Mr.  Hume  could  not  perceive  why  a 
question  like  that  of  the  operation  of  the 
amended  Poor-law  ought  to  be  made  a 
party  question  ;  nor  why,  in  this  instance, 

VQL.  XXXVI.  iZt] 


the  general  rule  should  be  departed  from# 
He  wished  the  noble  Lord  had,  in  the  first 
instance,  conceded  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire  the  Committee  as  he  had 
desired  it.  If  the  noble  Lord  had  done 
so,  all  pretence  would  have  been  taken 
away  from  the  hon.  Member  for  his  inabi- 
lity to  prove  the  cases  which  he  had  set 
up  in  that  House.  He  repeated  that  he 
saw  no  reason  why,  in  this  instance,  the 
general  rule  should  be  departed  from. 

Mr.  Villiers  had  never  spoken  to  any 
one  on  the  subject  of  the  Committee  since 
it  had  been  appointed.  He  was  not  a 
country  squire,  nor  a  party  man,  nor  did 
he  pretend  to  be  more  humane  than 
another ;  but  when  he  heard  of  the  sub- 
ject that  was  to  be  submitted  for  inquiry, 
he  was  prepared  to  go  into  that  inquiry 
with  the  intention  of  discovering  if  the 
Bill  had  worked  efficiently.  He  did  not 
desire  to  be  on  that  Committee — he  had 
not  solicited  to  be  put  on  it ;  but  having 
been  appointed,  he  certainly  was  most 
anxious  to  discharge  his  duty  fairly  and 
impartially. 

Major  Beauclerk  could  not  possibly 
serve  on  the  Committee  upon  the  question 
of  the  Poor-law.  All,  he  believed,  had  a 
bias  one  way  or  another;  and,  it  must  be 
said,  with  respect  to  the  present  Commit- 
tee, the  bias  of  the  majonty  was  certainly 
in  favour  of  the  Poor-law.  It  would,  he 
considered,  have  been  much  better  if  the 
Committee  were  more  half-and-half  on  the 
question  respecting  which  their  opinion 
was  to  be  delivered. 

Mr.  Cressett  Pelham  hoped,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  was  named  upon 
the  Committee,  he  would  act  upon  it,  and 
give  to  the  question  the  benefit  of  his 
labours.  He  might  be  allowed  to  say, 
that  there  were  times  at  which  the  services 
of  the  hon.  Member  were  called  for,  and 
when  he  was  not  as  active  as  he  might 
be. 

Mr.  Oottlbum  had  come  down  the  other 
night  prepared,  if  there  had  been  a  divi- 
sion, to  support  the  noble  Lord  with  his 
vote.  A  great  object,  he  thought,  in  the 
selection  of  the  Committee  would  have 
been  that  its  opinion,  when  delivered, 
should  produce  a  due  impression  upon  the 
public.  Unless  persons  were  persuaded, 
that  there  was  a  fair  representation  of 
sentiments  and  feelings  in  the  Committee, 
its  general  opinion,  when  delivered,  could 
not  carry  great  weight  with  the  country. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  pers«« 
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vered  in  making  sncb  an  alteration  in  the 
namea  of  the  Committee,  be  should  cer* 
tainly  have  his  support,  in  order  to  secure 
the  admission  on  the  Committee  of  per- 
sons whose  opinions  were  known  not  to 
be  quite  so  favourable  to  the  amended 
Poor-law. 

Mr.  Baines  was  connected  with  a  large 
manufacturing  district,  which  had  ex- 
pressed a  very  strong  feeling  adverse  to 
the  new  Poor-laws,  and  it  had  happened 
that  he  voted  against  the  passing  of  that 
measure.  So  far  the  objection  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  apply  with  much 
force  to  him«  He  certainly  considered 
that  the  Committee  was  fairly  constituted, 
and  that  they  were  acting  upon  principles 
which  would  be  satisfactory  to  that  House 
and  the  country. 

Mr.  Robimon  said,  that  the  simple  ques- 
tion was,  whether  the  Committee  was  so 
constituted  as  to  inspire  the  country  with 
confidence  in  their  decision.  He  had 
Btated  on  a  former  evening,  and  he 
thought  it  his  duty  to  state  now,  that  he 
had  rather  there  were  no  Committee  at  all 
than  one  constituted  as  the  present.  If 
he  had  any  weight  with  the  noble  Lord, 
he  would  entreat  him  to  place  the  addi- 
tional names  proposed  upon  the  Commit- 
tee, if  it  were  for  no  other  purpose  than 
to  avoid  the  imputation  that  the  Members 
now  on  the  Committee  had  a  bias  to  one 
side  of  the  question. 

The  Speaker  observed,  that  the  general 
rule  was  to  have  fifteen  Members  nomi- 
nated on  a  Committee.  In  this  case,  it 
was  specially  moved  to  have  the  Committee 
enlarged  to  twenty-one  Members.  Before 
any  new  names  were  added  to  that  Com- 
mittee, then,  that  resolution  must  be  dis- 
posed of  by  the  House.  The  point  of 
form  was,  in  his  opinion,  against  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire  had  subjected  iiim. 
self  to  that  difficulty  in  point  of  form, 
and  he,  therefore,  felt  it  a  great  relief  in 
not  having  to  obiect  to  particular  names, 
which  might  perhaps  be  considered  per. 
sonally  offensive.  He  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire  also^  was  either 
too  early  or  too  late  with  his  motion. 
There  had  been  a  regular  notice-day  on 
which  the  motion  might  have  been  brought 
on,  had  the  hon.  Member  thought  proper; 
bat  he  bad  put  off  his  motion  till  the 
Committee  had  actually  sat,  and  he  now 
mterrupted  the  regular  proceedings  of  the 


House.  The  hon.  Membiu*,  having  de* 
layed  for  so  long  a  time,  ought  to  have 
waited  until  he  had  a  case  against  the 
Committee  to  show  that  they  had  not 
acted  fairly.  The  hon.  MeoYber  might 
have  objected  when  the  Committee  was 
named — he  might  have  had  them  called 
over  name  by  name,  as  had  been  done 
with  such  force  and  effect  some  years 
since  by  Mr.  Tierney  upon  the  nomination 
of  a  Committee  of  Finance.  The  hon. 
Member  ought  to  hare  done  this,  or  he 
ought  to  have  waited  until  he  had  a  case 
to  bring  against  the  Committee.  Not- 
withstanding what  had  been  said  of  the 
Committee,  he  thought  it  very  fairly  re- 
presented the  feeling  in  that  House.  This 
was  not  a  party  question ;  persons  who 
supported  the  new  Poor-law  did  so  from 
no  party  attachment,  but  because  they 
thought  it  was  calculated  to  be  beneficial  to 
the  country.  If,  then,  he  excepted  persons 
from  the  Committee  merely  because  they 
preferred  the  new  Poor-law,  he  thought 
be  should  have  formed  a  very  unfair  Com* 
mittee  If  they  divided  on  the  qnsition 
of  repealing  that  Aot,  and  very  few  divided 
in  favour  of  the  repeal,  was  he  to  take 
one^half  of  a  Committee  from  the  few  in 
favour  of  repeal,  and  the  other  half  from 
the  vast  majority  against  it?  If  he  did 
so,  he  thought  he  would  be  forming  a 
very  unfair  Committee  as  representing  the 
whole  House.  He  was  perfectly  willing^, 
now  that  the  Committee  had  commenced 
its  sittings,  to  withdraw  his  own  name 
from  the  list,  and  allow  the  boo.  Member 
for  Berkshire  to  substitute  any  one  of  the 
Gentlemen  whose  names  he  had  just 
mentioned  in  his  room  ;  further  than  this 
he  could  not  go. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  observed,  that  if  the 
new  Poor-law  were  so  excellent,  and  if, 
as  they  were  told,  the  more  inquiry  the 
subject  received,  tlie  more  the  country 
would  be  satisfied  with  it,  then  in  that 
case  what  objection  could  there  be  to  the 
six  or  seven  names  proposed  ?  He  was 
certain,  that  the  greatest  injury  would  re- 
sult from  any  attempt  at  smothering  the 
inquiry. 

Tiie  House  divided  on  the  original  mo- 
tion, that  the  Order  of  the  Day  be  read  : 
—Ayes  152  ;  Noes  124 :  Majority  28. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Arheson,  Viscount  Baines,  Edward 

Aglionby,  fl.  A.  Barclay,  D. 

Alston,  Rowland  Bamait),  K  G. 

Anson,  Sir  George  Beniinck,  Lord  W. 
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Berkeley,  hon.  F. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Bernal*  E« 
Bewes,  T. 
Biddulpb,  Robert 
Bish,  Thomas 
Bradv,  D.  C. 
Brodic,  W.  B. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Byng,  George 
CallaghaD,  D. 
Campbell,  Sir  J* 
Cartwrighi,  W.  R. 
Cayley,  E.  S» 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chichester,  I.  P.  B. 
Churchill,  Lord  C. 
Clay,  W. 

Codrington,  Sir  E. 
Colborne,  fi.  W.  R. 
Collier,  J. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crawley,  S, 
Denlson,  John 
Dillwyn,  L.  W. 
Donkin,  Sir  R. 
Dnndat,  J.  C. 
EbringtoD,  Vlseount 
EUice,  £. 
Elpbinstpney  H. 
^stcourt.  Thos. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fazakerley,  J.  N. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Ferguson,  Robert 
Fergusson,  R.  C. 
Fitzgibbon,  hon.  B. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C- 
Fitzsimon,  C. 
Fort,  J. 
Oisborne,T. 
Ooring,  H.  P, 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Gully,  John 
liarcourt,  G.  G. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawcs,  B, 
Hawkins,  J.  II. 
Ilay,  Sir  And.  Leith 
Heatbcote,  John 
Ilobhouse,  Sir  J.  C. 
Hollandt  E. 
Ilowjck,  Viscount 
Hume,  J. 
Hutt,  Wm. 
James,  William 
JephsoD,  C.  D.  O. 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lambton,  lledworth 
Langton,  \Vm.  Gore 
Lefevre,  C  8. 
Lennox,  Lord  O. 
Leveson,  Lord 
LoebyJ. 


Long,  W. 

Lynch,  A.  H. 

Mackeoiie,  S. 

MaherfJohn 

Mangles,  J. 

M arjoribanks,  S. 

Marshall,  Wm. 

Marsland,  H, 

Methuen,  Paul 

Molesworth,  Sir  W. 

Morpethi  Viscount 

Mosley,  Sir  O. 

Murray,  rt.  hon.  J, 

Nagle,  Sir  R. 

North,  F. 

O'Brien,  W.  8. 

0*Connell,  J. 

O'Connell,  M.  J; 

O'Connell,  Morgan 

Qliphant,  Lawrence 

Ord.  W.  li. 

Oswald,  James 

Paget,  Frederick 

Parker,  John 

Perrott,  Jasper 

Pechelt,  Captain  R. 

Pendarres,  £.  W. 

Philips,  O.  R. 

Ponsonby,  J, 

Potter,  R. 

Poulter,  J.  S. 

power,  James 
Price,  Sir  Robert,  bt. 
Pryme,  George 
Pusey,  P. 

Rice,  rt*  hon,  T,  S, 
Rickford,  W. 
Roche,  William 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Ruthven,  E. 
Sanford,  E.  A. 
Scott,  Sir  £.  D. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smith,  Robert  V. 
Smith,  B. 
Stanley,  Edw.  J . 
Stanley,  W.  O. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  Edward 
Stuart,  V. 
Surrey,  Lord 
Tanered,  H.  W. 
Thomson,  C.  P. 
Thpmson,  Paul  B. 
Thornley.  Thomas 
Tracey,  C.  H. 
Trelawney,  8irW. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Tynte,  C.  J.  K. 
Verney,  Sir  H.,  Bt. 
Vernon,  Gran?.  II. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warbiirtop,  U. 


Ward,  Hen.  George 
Wemyss,  Captain 
Weyland,  Major 
Wigney,  Isaac  N. 
Wilbraiiam,  G. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 


Wood,  C. 

Wrightsdn,W.Battie 
Wrottesley,  Sir  J.,  &, 

TELLERS. 

Maule,  bon.  F. 
Steuart,  R. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Ainsworthy  P. 
Alsager,  Captain 
Arbuthnot,  hon.  II. 
Archdall,  M, 
Ashley,  Lord 
Baillie,  H.  D. 
Bainbridge,  E.  T. 
Baring,  F. 
Beckett,  Sir  J. 
Bell,  M. 
Blackburne,  J. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blunt,  Sir  C.  R. 
Boiling,  Wm. 
Bonharo,  R.  Francis 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 

Bruce,  CTL.  C« 
Buller,SirJ,B.Yarde 
Canning,  hon.  C. 
Canning,  Sir  S. 
Chandos,  Marq.  of 
Chaplin,  Col. 
Chapman,  Aaroo 
Chisholm,  A. 
Clerk,  Sir  G.,  Bt. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Compton,  11.  C. 
Conolly,  E.  M. 
Crawfoi^,  W.  S. 
Crewe,  Sir  O.,  Bt. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Dick,  Quintin 
Duocombe,  W. 
Eaton,  ll.  J. 
Egerton,  Lord  Fran. 
Etwall,  R, 
Fancourt,  Major 
Feetor,  John  Minet 
Feilden,  W« 
Fielden.  J. 
Finch,  George 
Follett,  Sir  W, 
Forester,  hon.  G. 
Fremantle,  SirT.W. 
Freshfield,  James  W. 
Gaskell,James  Milnes 
Gladstone,  Wm.  £. 
Gordon,  W» 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon*  11. 
Grimston,  hon.  £.  II. 
Guest,  J. 
Ilule,  R.  B. 
liaise,  James 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hereon  rt,  0.  S* 
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Hardinge,  Sir  H. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Hawkes,  T. 
Herri es,  rt.  hon.  J.  C. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Uotham,  Lord 
Humphery,  John 
Jones,  Wilson 
Jones,  Theobald 
Irton,  Samuel 
Kerrison,  Sir  Edw. 
Lawson,  Andrew 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lefroy,  rt.  hon.  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lister,  Ei  C. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
^Xackinnoo,  W.  A. 
Mabon^  Viscount 
Marsland,  T. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Miller,  Wm.  Heniy 
Mordauot,  Sir  J,^  Bt. 
Palmer,  Robert 
Palmer,  George 
Parker,  M. 
Patten,  J.  Witaou 
Pelham,  John  C. 
Pigot,  Robert 
Folhill,  Frederick 
Pollingtoo,  Visct. 
Powell,  Colonel 
Price,  S.  G. 
Price,  Richard 
Rae,  Sir  Wm.,  Bt. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rushbrooke,  CoL 
Ruthven,  £• 
Sandon.  Viscount 
Scholefieldi  Joshua 
Shaw,  F. 
Sheppard,  T« 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Sinclair,  Sir  George 
Smith,  A. 
Smyth,  Sir  H.,  Bt. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Edward 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Trevor,  hon.  G. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
V^esey,  hon.  T. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walpole,  Lord 
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Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Whitmore,  Thomas  C. 
Wilbraham,  B. 
Williams,  W. 
Wodehouse,  £. 


Affaitt  of 

Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W. 
Young,  J. 
Young,  Sir  W. 

TELLERS. 

Duncombe,  T. 
Walter,  John 


Affairs  op  Canada.]  The  Order  of 
the  Day  was  read,  and  the  House  went 
into  Committee,  to  take  into  consideration 
that  part  of  the  King's  Speech  which 
related  to  Canada.     . 

Lmd  John  Russell :  I  can  assure  you. 
Sir,  that  1  never  rose  with  so  much  re- 
turtance  to  m.tke  a  proposition  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  as  I  now  rise  to  pro- 
poiie  the  resoluti«'ns  of  which  I  have  given 
notice,  and  with  which  proposition  I  nieati 
to  conclude  the  obseivatiuns  I  am  about 
to  make.  It  is  my  duty,  and  it  is  the 
duty  of  his  Majesty's  Government  to  which 
1  belong,  and  of  which  I  stand  here  as  the 
representative  on  this  occasion,  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  the  afiairK 
of  Canada,  with  a  view  to  the  declaration 
of  what  is  our  sense  of  the  conduct  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people  of  Lower 
Canada,  and  to  ask  this  House  to  apply  to 
the  necessary  services  of  that  colony  those 
sums  of  money  which  ought,  in  the  regular 
course,  to  have  been  voted  by  the  colonial 
assemitly.  1  feel  that  it  is  necessary,  in 
order  to  justify  us  in  taking  such  a  course, 
to  show,  first,  that  there  is  a  necessity  for 
interference  on  the  part  of  Parliament ; 
and,  secondly,  that  that  interference  can- 
not be  other  than  that,  and  certainly  should 
not  stop  short  of  it,  which  I  shall  have  the 
honour  to  propose.  In  making  this  propo- 
sition I  do  so  with  very  great  reluctance, 
yet,  at  the  same  time,  I  feel  that  the  House 
of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  have  the 
advantage  of  being  represented  in  this 
House,  and  that  their  case  will  be  stated 
with  as  much  ability  as  they  can  desire  ; 
tnd  that  if  in  any  respect  I  shall  wrong 
them  by  the  proposal  I  shall  Itave  to  make 
to  this  House,  they  will  have  an  opportunity 
of  having  their  claims  fully  advanced,  and 
their  pretensions  put  in  the  most  favour- 
able light,  by  the  Gentlemen  who  have 
undertaken  to  support  their  cause.  It  is 
likewise  a  consolation  to  me  to  know,  in 
bringing  forward  the  affairs  of  Lower 
Canada,  that  the  pretensions  put  forth  by 
the  Assembly  of  that  province,  are  not 
supported  by  the  general  concurrence  of 
the  other  provinces  of  North  America  sub- 
ject to  the  Crown  of  Great  Britain.  It  is 
not  now  propoaed,  on  the  part  of  Upper 
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Canada,  that  there  shall  be  an  elective 
Legislative  Council ;  it  is  not  proposed  on 
the  part  of  New  Brunswick,  or  on  the  part 
Nova  Scotia ;  and  with  respect  to  all  these 
colonies,  I  may  say,  that  the  communica- 
tions which  have  taken  place  between  the 
Government  and  the  Houses  of  Assembly 
of  these  provinces,  tend  generally  towards 
a  satisfactory  adjustment — that  they  have 
the  prospect,  that  what  they  now  consider 
their  grievances  will  be  redressed  in  a 
manner  the  most  full  and  sufficient;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  Crown  has  every 
reason  to  expect  a  loyal  and  dutiful  con- 
currence on  the  part  of  the  Assemblies  of 
those  provinces.  Therefore,  we  have  not 
to  reproach  ourselves  with  having  to  con- 
tend against  the  general  demand,  and  the 
general  wishes  of  the  provinces  of  North 
America.  On  the  contrary,  all  the  demands 
are  from  Lower  Canada ;  raked  up,  as  I 
believe,  in  the  course  of  long  and  unfor« 
tunate  divisions,  and  the  consequence,  as 
I  believe,  rather  of  past  irritation  than 
demands,  founded  upon  real  and  prac. 
ticable  wants,  without  the  effectual  redress 
of  which  we  could  not  hope  for  future  and 
permanent  tranquillity.  In  so  saying,  I 
may  likewise  say,  that  I  do  not  intend—- 
and  if  I  do,  it  is  unintentional  on  my  part 
— I  do  not  propose  to  cast  censure  and 
reproach  on  the  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada 
for  the  course  they  have  taken.  I  consider 
that  this  course  so  much  resembles  the 
course  which  other  popular  assemblies  have 
on  similar  occasions  taken,  that  instead  of 
its  being  an  act  of  self-will  or  caprice,  or 
presumption,  it  seems  rather  to  be  the 
obligation  of  a  general  law  which  affects 
all  these  disputes  between  a  popular 
assembly  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  exe* 
cutive  on  the  other ;  and  the  course  of 
the  proceedings  which  generally  take  place 
strongly  impresses  this  lesson,  that  popular 
assemblies  are  hardly  ever  wrong  in  the 
beginning,  and  hardly  ever  rieht  at  the 
conclusion  of  such  struggles,  which  gene- 
rally commence  with  right,  and  end  with 
the  establishment  of  wrong.  They  are 
generally  struggles  which  begin  with  seek- 
ing a  remedy  of  well-founded  and  existing 
grievances,  and  end  with  a  declaration  of 
suspicion  and  distrust  of  all  authorities  at 
present  existing,  the  popular  party  endea- 
vouring to  set  up  some  new  and  unknown 
government,  by  which  they  suppose  there 
will  be  a  means  to  remedy  all  futara 
grievances.  But  if  they  succeed  in  their 
attemptsi  they  saldoia  and  in  proditeiof 
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the  benefits  that  are  expected  from  the 
new  institations.  The  province  of  Lower 
Canada  came  into  the  possession  of  the 
English  Crown y  in  consequence  of  the 
successful  war  which  ended  tn  the  peace  of 
1763.  It  contained,  at  that  time  about 
60,000  souls,  who  were  governed  according 
to  the  laws  of  the  arbitrary  monarchy  of 
France,  having  for  their  own  especial  law 
one  of  those  inconvenient  and  local  laws 
known  in  France  by  the  name  of  the 
Customs  of  Paris.  At  first,  the  British 
Government  wished  to  make  it  a  British 
colony,  to  give  it  a  constitution  like  the 
other  colonies  that  had  fallen  into  our 
hands,  and  make  it  like  other  British 
colonies  in  every  respect.  This  policy  was 
afterwards  changed ;  and  when  we  entered 
into  the  contest  with  our  other  North 
American  provinces,  care  was  taken  to 
separate  Canada  from  the  appearance  of 
resistance  to  the  British  Crown,  and  to 
induce  the  colonists  to  cling  to  tlieir  own 
customs,  and  to  become  again,  as  it  were,  a 
French  colony.  With  the  increase  of  the 
people,  and  the  influx  of  emigration,  it 
was  proposed  to  introduce  a  new  kind  of 
government  for  that  province,  and  Mr.  Pitt 
proposed  a  Bill  which  became  law  in  1791. 
I  think  it  will  be  doubted  now,  both  upon 
abstract  grounds,  and  the  grounds  ofexpe- 
rience^  whether  the  main  provisions  of  that 
Act,  or  some  at  least  of  them,  were  adapted 
to  secure  future  good  governnient  in  that 
country.  One  part  of  the  measure  of  1791 
was  to  establish  an  assembly,  which  should 
partly  consist  of  hereditary  members,  and 
partly  of  members  elected  for  life  by  the 
Government.  Another  part  of  the  measure 
was,  the  separation  of  the  provinces  of 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  with  the  inten- 
tion of  making  Upper  Canada  more  com- 
pletely English,  and  a  resort  for  those 
emigrants  who  flocked  thither  in  great 
numbers,  while  the  lower  province  was 
left  to  become  more  gradually  a  country  of 
a  mixed  proportion  of  French  and  British 
subjects*  I  will  not  at  present  touch  upon 
the  latter  of  these  two  provisions,  but  1 
will  take  the  liberty  of  saying  a  few  words 
with  respect  to  the  former.  It  seems  to 
me  that  it  was  intended  to  establish  in 
Canada  a  general  resemblance  to  the 
British  constitution,  which  1  think  impos- 
sible in  any  colony.  It  is  not  in  the 
power  of  any  one — ^as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  argued  last  year,  and, 
as  I  think,  was  very  generally  admitted — 
H  is  not  in  the  power  of  any  one  to  estab- 


lish in  Canada  an  assembly  which  should 
have  that  moral  influence  which  properly 
belonged  to  the  House  of  Lords  in  this 
country;    because  there  is  no  class   of 
persons  who  can  naturally  be  pointed  out 
as    an     hereditary    aristocracy    in    that 
country,  and  it  would  be  difficult  to  select 
for  life  any  persons  whom  the  rest  of  the 
community  would  generally  acknowledge 
to  be  worthy  of  that  great  honour.     It  is 
hardly  possible  that  in  the  natural  course 
of  events  the  different  governors  who  have 
been  sent  from  this  country  should  not 
take  different  views  of  the  nature  of  their 
duties,  and  of  the  persons  who  were  fit  to 
be  appointed ;  and  that  there  should  not 
come  to  be  in  the  end  a  very  great  diflS« 
culty  in  carrying  on  the  government  by 
an   assembly  thus  created,   without  any 
settled  svstem,  as  there  would  be  no  au* 
thority  hke  that  of  the  Kine  acting  through 
his  ministers,  which  should  be  responsible 
for  all  appointments  that  might  be  made 
The  evil  consequences  of  the  present  state 
of  things  is  agreed  to  by  all  parties.     The 
Assembly,  on   the  one  band,  eompiaine 
very  much  of  the  existence  of  the  Legisla- 
tive  Council.     The  petition  presented  to 
Parliament  last  year,  and  which  was  sent 
to  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
from  the  Constitutional  Association,  de« 
dared  that  the  power  was  a  very  danger- 
ous  one ;  that  it  had  not  altogether  been 
properly  executed  ;  and  that  there  ought 
to  be  some  new  check,  in  order  to  obtain 
a  proper  and  due  selection  of  the  legisU- 
tive  councillors.     So  far,  I  believe,  I  may 
conclude  that  there  is  some  fault  or  some 
defect  tn  the  constitution  of  the  Legislative 
Council ;  but  this  is  not  the  only  subject 
on  which  immediate   remonstrances  have 
been   made,  or  on   which  contests  have 
existed  for  a  long  time.     On  the  contrary, 
there  are  many  subjects  of  dispute,  with 
respect  to  the  nomination  of  judges,  with 
respect    to  the    diitposal   of    the   public 
money,  with  respect  to  the  prosecution  of 
certain  persons  who  were  defaulters,  and 
various  other  subjects,  which,  after  ron- 
tiniii ng  for  eight  years,  were  sldl  subjects 
of  dispute  in  the  provinces.     These  mat- 
ters had  been  referred  by  Mr.  Hus^kissiHi, 
whon  he  was  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  to  the  consideration  of  a  Select 
Committee  of  this  House;  and  amom;  the 
papers  printed  by  the  orrlfM-  of  the  House, 
there  is  a  minute  of  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen, 
which  wa!i  drawn  up  by  him  when  he  waa 
Colonial  Secretary,  in  which  the  qnestioa 
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is  treated  with  very  great  calmness  and 
moderation,  and  quite  to  demonstration. 
It  shows,  that  with  respect  to  all  the  sub- 
jects, with  the  exception  of  one,  which  I 
shall  mention  presently,  which  were 
brought  before  the  Committee  of  1828, 
the  remedies  provided  by  the  Government 
of  this  country  were  not  only  fully  that 
which  the  Canada  Committee  recom- 
mended, but  went  beyond  the  propositions 
made  by  the  Committee.  I  will  mention 
an  instance  of  this,  and  it  is  a  very  strong 
instance.  The  Canada  Committee  re- 
commended that  a  certain  duty,  which 
was  imposed  by  the  Act  of  1774,  should  be 
appropriated  by  the  House  of  Assembly 
itself  as  soon  as  that  House  of  Assembly 
should  make  permanent  provision  for  the 
support  of  the  judges,  ana  for  the  suoport 
of  a  certain  number  of  officers  of  the 
civil  government.  The  Government  of 
this  country  went  beyond  that  proposal, 
and  by  the  Act  of  1831  they  repealed, 
simply  and  at  once,  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1774,  as  far  as  it  left  the  appro- 
priation to  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  of 
this  covntry,  and  left  it  freely  and  fully  to 
the  House  of  Assembly  to  appropriate  the 
funds  arisine  from  these  duties.  It  did 
not  follow  diat  because  the  Government 
and  the  Legislature  of  this  country  dealt 
this  fair  and  full  concession  to  the  House 
of  Assembly,  that  they  should  be  disposed 
to  make  a  proper  return,  by  acceding  to 
what  the  Committee  of  1828  considered 
an  indispensable  preliminary.  On  the 
contrary,  they  have  not  hitherto,  and,  I 
think,  as  I  shall  hereafter  show,  they  do 
not  seem  disposed  now  to  make  any  such 
provision.  There  was  one  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Committee  which  referred  to 
the  judges^  with  respect  to  whom  it  was 
by  the  Committee  proposed  that  they 
should  be  independent  as  far  as  their 
salaries  were  concerned,  but  that  they 
should  be  removeable  at  the  pleasure  of 
the  Crown.  An  Act  was  proposed  by 
Lord  Ripon  to  the  effect  that  the  judges 
should  not  only  have  permanent  salaries, 
but  that  they  should  hold  their  offices 
during  good  behaviour.  The  House  of 
Assembly,  in  return  for  this,  introduced 
into  that  Bill,  clauses  by  which  they  made 
all  the  officers  of  the  colony,  not  excepting 
the  governor  himself,  subject  to  a  tribunal 
appointed  in  the  manner  then  pointed  out* 
Thus  they  met  the  concessions  largely  and 
freely  made  by  the  Government  of  this 
country.    These  proceedings  continued ; 


contests  upon  various  points  were  raised 
from  time  to  time  until,  in  1833,  a  supply 
bill  was  passed,  with  many  conditions 
tacked  to  the  several  items  of  it,  declaring 
that  certain  persons  should  have  salaries 
for  such  offices,  providing,  at  the  same 
time,  that  they  should  not  hold  any  other 
office,  and  various  conditions  of  this  kind, 
in  consequence  of  which  the  supply  bill 
was  lost.  In  1 834  the  House  of  Assembly 
passed  ninety-two  resolutions,  which  are 
familiar  to  this  House  both  in  their  purport 
and  their  language.  In  1833  the  House 
of  Assembly  separated  without  passing  a 
supply  bill,  in  consequence  of  Lord  Ayl- 
mer  refusing  to  sanction  their  votes  for 
the  contingent  expenses.  In  1835  Com- 
missioners were  sent  out  from  this  country, 
in  order  to  investigate  the  whole  of  the  sub* 
ject  matter  in  dispute,  and  that  they  might 
make  a  report  to  his  Majesty's  Uovern- 
ment,  by  which  his  Majesty  should  be  in* 
formed  of  the  whole  of  the  matter  in  dis- 
pute, to  be  able  to  judge  how  far  it  might 
be  safe  or  practicable  to  comply  with  the 
demands  of  the  House  of  Assembly.  It  is 
very  satisfactory  to  me  that  the  Commis* 
sion  which  was  appointed  took  full  time 
to  enter  into  every  topic  connected  with 
the  propositions  made  to  this  country.  I 
think  that,  whatever  suffering  there  may 
have  been  on  the  part  of  those  officers  of 
the  government  who  claim,  and  have  a 
right  to  claim,  the  protection  of  the  British 
Crown  and  the  British  Parliament  to  defray 
the  sums  owing  to  them, — I  think,  what- 
ever public  inconvenience  may  have  been 
suffered  in  consequence  of  the  delay  in  the 
appointment  of  that  Commission,  yet  the 
inestimable  advantages  derived  from  it«~ 
that  we  do  not  now  proceed  without  the 
fullest  and  fairest  inquiry,  and  that  every 
subject  has  been  carefully  looked  Into — 
fully  compensate  for  the  time  that  has  been 
lost.  After  four  years  and  a  half  no 
supply  has  been  voted ;  and  we  have  come 
at  last  to  this  decisive  question,  whether 
or  not  we  can  grant  some  or  all  of  the  de- 
mands of  the  House  of  Assembly,  without 
which  no  supply  can  in  any  case  be  looked 
to?  It  is  a  great  advantage,  I  think,  that 
we  do  not  appear  to  proceed  in  haste  or 
passion,  or  in  ignorance,  and  that  every 
light  which  can  be  thrown  on  the 
subject  has  been  thrown  upon  it— that 
everything  that  could  be  fairlv  granted  to 
the  demands  of  the  House  of  AsMmUy  has 
been  previously  granted— -that  there  is  now 
but  one  question  for  this  House  to  cob* 
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cider,  whether  or  not  we  shall  proceed  to 
alter  the  constitution  of  1791,  and  to  alter 
it  in  a  manner  which  I  shall  afterwards 
show  is  ioeonsistent  with  the  relations  of 
the  mother  country  and  the  colonies;  or 
whetlier  we  shall  interpose,  as  in  a  case  of 
neeessity,  and  a  case  of  clearly  and  fully 
proved  necessity,  to  protect  the  colony 
itself  from  disturbance,  and  to  rescue  the 
honour  of  the  British  Crown  from  4hat 
which  I  consider  a  stain  upon  it — of  leav* 
ing  the  subjects  of  the  Crown  unprotected 
In  a  sitoation  in  which  they  have  been  en- 
couraged and  even  directed  by  the  govern- 
ment to  place  themselves  ?  That  this  is 
the  question  is  sufficiently  proved  by  the 
amendment  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Leader)  means  to  propose.  He  does  not 
say,  neither  do  those  who  agree  with  him 
say,  *'  Let  not  Parliament  interfere,  allow 
the  colony  to  continue  its  course,  do  not 
coerce  the  assembly  of  the  colony,  do  not 
interfere  with  the  imperial  parliament;'' 
but  what  he  says  is  this,  "  It  is  necessary 
to  interfere ;  it  is  necessary  that  you  should 
consider  former  acts  of  Parliament;  it  is 
necessary  that  you  should  repeal  those  acts 
and  adopt  another  constitution."  To  this 
question,  tlien  I  beg  leave  to  call  the  atten* 
tion  of  the  Honse^and  I  will  only  do  so  gene- 
rally, because  really,  though  I  have  been 
long  conversant  with  the  subject,  I  am  not 
able  to  enter  at  length  into  every  statement 
of  the  demands  of  the  House  of  Assembly. 
Bot  I  am  sure  that  my  learned  Friend  who 
sits  near  me  (Sir  Q.  Grey)  will  be  able  to 
g^ve  any  details  that  may  be  necessary. 
I  will  go  shortly  and  generally  into  the 
questions  upon  which  the  House  of  As- 
sembly make  their  demand,  and  1  will 
state  the  reasons  why  1  think  it  impossible, 
for  us  to  grant  those  demands,  and  the 
course  which  I  propose  to  take  on  this 
subject.  The  first  demand  of  the  As- 
sembly is,  that  the  legislative  council  hav- 
ing hitherto  been  nominated  by  the  Crown, 
shall  for  the  future  be  an  elective  as- 
sembly. The  next  is,  that  the  executive 
council  shall  be  a  responsible  council, 
similar  to  the  cabinet  in  this  country. 
Another  is,  that  the  law  of  tenures  shall 
be  changed  without  respecting  the  rights 
acquired  under  an  Act  passed  by  the 
British  Parliament ;  and  the  fourth  is,  that 
the  land  company  shall  be  abolished,  with 
a  similar  disregard  of  the  rights  acquired 
under  the  same  Act.  With  respect  to  the 
proposition   of  making    the     legislative 
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sent  state  of  the  colony  must  be  to  makea 
second  assembly  exactly  resembling  that 
which  at  present  exists.  There  could  bo 
no  doubt,  from  the  Report  of  the  Cott« 
missioners— and  every  one  who  has 
spoken  on  the  subject  seems  to  have  come 
to  the  same  conclusion-— that  the  second 
Assembly  would  be  but  an  echo  of  tbo 
first  Assembly,  and  would  try  to  enforce  all 
their  demands.  It  is  propoaed  in  the  next 
place  that  the  executive  council  should  be 
made  to  resemble  the  ministry  in  this  coun« 
try.  1  hold  this  proposition  to  be  entirely 
incompatible  with  the  relations  between 
the  molbcr  country  and  the  colony. 
The  relations  between  the  mother  country 
and  the  colony  require  that  his  Majesty 
should  be  represented  not  by  a  person  re« 
moveable  by  the  House  of  Assembly,  but 
by  a  governor  sent  out  by  the  King, 
responsible  to  the  King  and  responsible  to 
the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain.  This  was 
the  necessary  constitution  of  a  colony ; 
and  if  you  have  not  these  relations  exist" 
ine  between  the  mother  country  and  the 
colony  you  will  soon  have  an  end  to  the 
relations  altogether.  Then,  again,  if  the 
executive  council  were  made  responsible 
as  the  ministers  of  this  country,  of  coarse 
the  governor  must  act  according  to  their 
advice.  If  the  Assembly  do  not  trust 
those  ministers,  if  they  do  not  think  then 
fit,  they  must  be  removed,  and  others  put 
in  their  places.  The  person  sent  out  by 
the  king  as  governor,  and  those  ministers 
in  whom  the  assembly  confided,  might 
differ  in  opinion,  and  there  at  once  would 
be  a  collision  between  the  measures  of  the 
King  and  the  conduct  of  the  representa- 
tives of  the  colony.  But  this  proposition 
would  tend  not  merely  to  produce  disputes, 
not  merely  to  try  the  King's  authority,  but 
it  would  tend  to  introduce  authorities 
totally  incompatible  with  the  authority 
which  the  King  seems  to  have  over  every 
colony.  There  is  an  obligation,  for  in« 
stance,  on  the  Qovernment  of  this  country, 
to  prevent  any  British  subject  being  injured 
with  impunity.  If  the  executive  council 
be  appointed  through  the  influence  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  the  consequence  would 
be  that  the  Ministers  thus  appointed  must 
carry  into  effect  the  acts  of  the  Assembly, 
and  must  deprive  persons  of  land  or  other 
possessions,  though  holding  them  onder 
the  laws  of  this  country,  and  by  virtue  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  Let  it  be  con- 
sidered, that  these  measures  must  be  car- 
ried into  effect  not  merely  by  the  forceaof 
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the  colony,  not  merely  by  the  Assembly, 
but  in  the  King^s  name,  and  by  means  of 
tbe  King's  forces  in  that  colony.     Let  me 
suppose  this  case,  that  the  King  sends 
out  certain  orders  to  the  goyemor  in  con- 
formity with  the  existing  laws«    llie  law 
in  tbe  mean  time  is  changed  by  the  As- 
aembiy,  and  the  consequence  might  be 
that  the  King's  troops  would  be  obliged, 
in  obedience  to  the  orders  of  the  minis- 
ters   of   the    Assembly,    to    carry    into 
effect  those  orders  in  defiance  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  tending,  perhaps,  to  the 
injury  and  destruction  of  the  King's  sub- 
jects holding  property  according  to  law. 
It  may  be  maintained  that  there  is  justice 
in  the  attempt  to  give  an  executive  to  the 
colony  which  should  be  responsible  to  the 
Assembly  in  the  same  manner  that  the 
Ministers  in  this  country  are  responsible  to 
this  House.    That  part  of  the  constitution 
which  requires  that  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  shall  be  responsible  to  Parliament, 
and  shall  be  removable  if  they  do  not  ob* 
tain  the  confidence  of  Parliament,  is  a  con- 
dition which  exists  in  an  imperial  legis- 
lature, and  in  an  imperial  legislature  only. 
It  is  a  condition  which  cannot  be  carried 
into  effect  in  a  colony — it  is  a  condition 
which^  can  only  exist  tn  one  place,  namely, 
the  seat  of  empire.     Otherwise  we  should 
have  separate  independent  powers  exist- 
ing not  only  in  Great  Britain,  but  in  every 
separate   colony.       In  such  a  case  the 
Government  would  be  unable  to  carry  its 
measures  or  wishes  into  effect,  and  each 
colony  would,  in  effect,  be  an  independent 
state,  with  this  singular  anomaly,  that  the 
executive  chief  nominated  by  the  King  of 
England,  and  the  troops  and  forces  of  the 
King  of  England,  might  be  employed  to 
carry  the  orders  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
into  effect.    This  is,  therefore,  a  condition 
which  it  is  impossible  to  have  consistently 
with  the   relations    between  the  mother 
country  and  the  colony.     With  respect  to 
the  other  points  of  the  tenures  and  the 
Land  Company,  in  looking  through  the 
measures  of  the  House  of  Assembly  I  do 
not  find  that  they  made  any  laws  upon 
this  subject ;  on  the  contrary,  they  seem 
to  infer  that  these  Acts  of  the  British  Par. 
liament  were  Acts  of  usurpation  altogether, 
and  that  they  would   be  fully  justified  in 
repealing  those  Acts,  and  in  acting  accord- 
ing to  their  own  discretion  with  respect  to 
any  persons  who  may  have  acquired  pro- 
perty and  riehu  under  these  Acts.     It  is 
peitbei  possible  for  the  Crown  or  the  Par- 
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liament  of  Great  BriUtn  to  yield  tbe  rif^tm 
of  those  persons,  and  after  the  passing  of 
a  solemn  Act  of  the  Legislature  to  say  thai 
those  righU  shall  be  disregarded  and  set  at 
nought,  because  they  do  not  agree  with 
the  views  of  the  House  of  Assembly.  And 
as  far  as  I  can  conceive,  the  only  remedy 
that  is  left,  according  to  the  views  of  the 
House  of  Assembly,  is  for  the  British  Par- 
liament to  vote  compensation  to  such  per- 
sons, and  to  provide  for  them  out  of  the 
funds  of  this  country.  This  is  the  resource 
left  to  us — a  resource  worse  than  that 
which  we  were  compelled  to  accept  from 
another  of  our  American  colonies  after  a 
most  disastrous  war.  I  feel  assured  that 
this  House  will  think  that  they  are  jus- 
tified in  taking  under. their  protection 
those  persons  who  have  suffered  in  conse- 
quence of  Acts  passed  by  this  and  by  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  If  the  House 
were  to  concur  in  the  views  of  the  Honse 
of  Assembly,  taken  as  a  whole,  what 
would  be  the  consequence?  Canada 
would  cease  to  be  a  colony,  and  would  be 
regulated  by  an  authority  there  indepen. 
dent  and  subversive  of  the  power  of  the 
British  Crown,  and  having  all  the  incon- 
venience of  a  colony  with  none  of  its  ad« 
vantages.  But  there  would  be  this 
anomaly  ^also :  if  Canada  were  really  in- 
dependent, if  any  subject  of  Great  Britain 
were  wronged  there,  the  King  of  Great 
Britain,  as  in  the  case  of  any  other  foreign 
power,  could  interfere  to  see  that  the 
wrong  was  redressed;  but  according  to 
the  demands  of  the  House  of  Assembly, 
if  a  subject  of  the  King  of  Great  Britam 
were  wronged  on  the  banks  of  the  St. 
Lawrence,  the  King  of  Great  Britain 
would  not  have  the  power  to  interfere, 
which  he  would  have  if  the  wrong  had 
been  committed  on  the  banks  of  the  Da* 
nube  and  the  Bosphorus.  I  ask  Gentle- 
men to  consider  what  will  be  the  effect  of 
these  propositions  of  the  House  of  As- 
sembly ?  One  objection  is  stated  by  the 
Commissioners,  and  stated  for  a  reason 
which  I  think  all  sufficient  in  the  present 
state  of  the  colonies,  to  prevent  our  ac- 
ceding to  the  demand  for  an  elective 
Legislative  Council.  With  respect  to  a 
Legislative  Council,  they  state  that  there 
is  no  reason  with  respect  to  the  abstract 
consideration  why  there  should  not  be  an 
effective  Legislative  Council  in  the  colony 
as  well  as  one  nominated  by  the  Crown  ; 
but  in  the  present  condition  of  Canada, 
they  cannot  imagine  «^  stat^  of  circiim^ 
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•tanceSy— they  cannot  imagine  a  body  of 
conatitnents  of  such  a  nature,  so  dif- 
ferant  from  the  body  which  constitutes 
the  present  House  of  Assembly,  as  to  have 
an  independent  assembly  appointed  in  the 
manner  of  an  election,  and  not  by  the 
nomination  of  the  Crown.  But  they  state 
that,  whatever  may  be  the  result  come  to 
upon  abstract  speculation,  that  this  is  not 
the  case  in  Canada;  that  the  case  of 
Canada  is  such,  that  if  you  yield  to  these 
demands  a  g^eat  portion  of  the  King's 
subjects,  namely,  those  of  British  descent, 
will  be  excluded  altogether  from  a  voice 
and  representation  in  the  two  assemblies ; 
that  that  portion,  consisting  of  120,000  of 
our  fellow-subjects,  persons  of  consider, 
able  wealth  and  intelligence,  and  who 
are  engaged  principally  in  commercial 
pursuits,  would  consider  themselves  so  far 
abandoned,  so  far  unprotected,  that  it  was 
not  likely  that  the  peace  of  the  colony 
would  be  preserved,  but  that  they  would 
oppose  and  resist  the  Government  as  a 
Government  from  which  they  could  ex* 
pect  no  security  for  life  and  property. 
They  concluded  that  whatever  might  be 
the  result  of  speculation  on  this  subject, 
and  though  their  views,  as  far  as  regarded 
them  individually,  were  in  many  respects 
dissimilar,  yet  they  all  agreed  in  this,  that 
in  the  present  state  of  the  colony  it  would 
not  be  possible,  with  security  to  the  sub- 
ject and  tranquillity  to  the  colony,  to  grant 
the  demands  that  were  made.  I  consider 
-^these  Commissioners  having,  as  I  stated 
in  many  respects  entertained  dissimilar 
views  upon  many  questions  that  came  be- 
fore them — I  consider  that  there  must  have 
been  a  very  strong  impression  that  the 
present  state  of  the  colony  was  such  that 
it  would  be  unwise  and  unsafe  to  intro- 
duce an  elective  council  into  that  colony. 
I  think  that  the  report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners affords  sufficient  reasons  for  the 
opinions  to  which  they  have  come.  Hav^^ 
ing  thus  stated  why,  in  the  opinion  of  his 
Majesty's  Government,  it  is  impossible  to 
yield  to  the  demands  which  have  been 
made  by  the  representative  assembly  of 
Lower  Canada,  1  shall  now  proceed  to 
state  the  views  which  we  have  taken  of 
the  whde  case,  and  of  the  remedy  by 
which  we  propose  to  put  an  end  to  the 
difficulties  which  have  arisen  in  conse- 
quence of  these  occurrences.  The  first 
difficulty  is  the  payment  of  the  judges  and 
of  the  king's  officers  in  the  colony.  When 
\i  is  lecoUected  that  it  is  now  four  years 


and  a  half  since  the  judges  have  received 
their  salaries,  during  which  period  they 
have  been  left  entirely  to  their  own  re- 
sources for  support,  the  House  will,  I  think, 
consider  that  it  is  high  time  for  us  to  come 
forward  and  interpose  the  authority  of 
Parliament  in  their  behalf  and  rescue  those 
officers  from  the  state  of  distress  which 
must  necessarily  result  from  a  protracted 
continuance  of  this  state  of  things.  Had 
we  followed  the  advice  of  the  Commis- 
sioners upon  this  subject,  we  should  have 
come  forward  last  year  and  demanded  of 
Parliament  the  means  of  paying  the  arrears 
justly  due  to  these  officers;  but  it  was 
thought  that  as  some  misunderstandings 
appeared  to  exist  between  the  Assembly 
of  Lower  Canada  and  Lord  Glenelg,  it  ' 
would  be  desirable  to  give  them  an  op- 
portunity to  re-consider  the  subject  once 
more,  and  wait  to  see  if  they  still  persisted 
in  refusing  these  payments.  WiUi  regard 
to  the  propriety  of  the  proceeding  which  I 
am  about  to  recommend,  I  apprehend  that 
it  is  undoubtedly  in  the  power  of  the  im- 
perial Parliament  to  interfere  in  colonial 
affairs,  whether  in  legislative  matters  or  in 
supply,  when  a  pressing  occasion  occurs 
for  so  doing.  In  legislative  matters  we  had 
recently  an  instance  in  regard  to  Jamaica, 
where  we  interposed  our  authority  to  con- 
tinue an  act  of  great  importance,  which 
the  colonial  legislature  had  omitted  to 
pass  within  the  proper  period.  In  matters 
of  supply,  also,  I  have  as  little  doubt  that 
in  cases  of  great  necessity  it  is  in  the  power 
of  Parliament  to  employ  all  the  means  in 
its  hands  to  appropriate  the  proceeds  of 
the  taxes  raised  in  a  colony  to  certain 
public  services  in  a  colony  to  which  they 
are  under  ordinary  circumstances  applied. 
This  principle  was  admitted  at  the  bar  of 
the  House  of  Commons  by  Dr.  Benjamin 
Franklin,  who  in  regard  to  the  AssemUy 
of  New  York,  was  asked,  whether,  if  a 
colony  were  altogether  to  refuse  supplies^ 
the  imperial  Parliament  could  interfere, 
and  he  replied  that  "  he  could  not  con- 
ceive such  a  case  to  occur,  though  they 
had'  in  some  cases  refused  to  grant  per- 
manent salaries  to  the  officers  of  Govern- 
ment, and  he  thought  very  wisely  so."  He 
was  then  asked  again,  ''  whether  in  cases 
where  interference  was  justifiable,  the 
right  of  interfering  ought  not  to  be  in  the 
Parliament  of  Great  Britain  ?"  To  which 
he  replied,  ^'  that  he  would  have  no  objec- 
tion to  it,  provided  the  power  were  only- 
used  for  the  use  and  good  of  the  cokmy 
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itself.*'  Now  this  is  a  limtlation  in  the 
justness  of  which  I  fully  concur ;  for  if  we 
were  to  attempt  to  order  the  appropriation 
of  the  fuDds  raised  in  the  colonies  to  the 
use  of  the  mother  country,  it  appears  to 
me  deafly  that  we  should  be  far  over- 
stepping  our  province  and  our  authority- 
Whai  I  propose,  however,  to-night  is 
simply  to  apply  a  certain  portion  of  the 
revenues  of  Lower  Canada  to  the  payment 
of  such  items  as  the  Representative  As- 
sembly have  already  agreed  to  in  their 
votes  of  supply  in  the  year  1833.  The 
total  amount  is  148,000/.,  and  my  purpose 
is  only  to  order  the  payment  of  that  sum 
for  those  purposes  which  the  Assembly  has 
already  admitted,  and  not  for  any  which 
in  1832  it  may  have  refused  to  agree  to. 
The  next  consideration  is  the  manner  in 
which  the  government  of  the  province  is  to 
be  carried  on  in  future,  and  the  nature  of 
the  legislative  council  which  is  to  be 
adopted.  It  is  proposed  to  adopt  the  re- 
commendadon  of  the  Commissioners,  that 
judges  shall  be  excluded  by  law  from  this 
council,  as  also  all  persons  guilty  of  any 
disgraceful  ofience ;  and  that  no  person 
shall  be  appointed  to  it  until  bis  name  has 
been  sent  over  here  by  the  governor  of  the 
province.  With  regard  to  the  principle  or 
predilections  upon  which  persons  have 
oeen  selected  for  appointment  to  the 
legialative  council,  I  believe  it  has  been 
loo  much  the  practice  to  select  them 
almost  entirely  from  amongst  persons  of 
British  extraction,  who  form  but  a  small 
numerical  minority  in  the  province,  whilst 
the  Representative  Assembly  is  composed 
in  great  part  of  persone  of  French  extrac** 
iioa,  who  are  the  majority  in  point  of 
numbers,  and  whose  views  and  interests  in 
many  matters  are  entirely  at  variance 
with  those  of  the  minority,  whose  feelings 
are  repreeented  in  the  Legislative  CoanciK 
I  must  say  that  the  manner  in  which 
govternors  of  this  colony  have  lately  acted 
upon  the  authority  vested  in  them  by  the 
acts  of  1791  in  this  particular  has  not 
bees  judicious  And  I  consider  that  to  select 
die  maoftbers  of  the  Legislative  Council 
alternateiyt  one  from  the  British  and  then 
one  from  the  French  stock,  would  be  far 
preferable, as wellas more  in  accordance 
With*  the  practice  in  the  earlier  periods 
after  the  passing  of  that  Act.  Of  course 
tibe  governor  should  take  care  to  appoint 
a  pevaoB  of  sound  discretion  and  of 
good  cbaNieter  and  standing  in  the 
eokny,  but  at  the  lame  tine  no  ua* 


due  preference  should  prevail  in  fa* 
vour  of  one  particular  class  to  theexclaaion 
of  others,  keeping  up  and  fermenting  a 
perpetual  opposition  and  jealousy  the 
minority  acting  in  every  case  against  the 
wishes  of  the  majority.  I  think  by  thus 
adopting  many  persons  who  had  no  hope 
of  appointment  hitherto,  and  by  excluding 
all  persons  of  doubtful  character,  and 
especially  those  who  have  been  public 
defaulters,  we  shall  go  a  great  way  to« 
wards  effecting  a'  reconciliation  of  differ* 
ences  upon  this  point.  This,  however, 
should  of  course  be  left  as  a  matter  of 
discretion,  and  not  as  a  positive  rale.  In 
the  next  place,  with  regard  to  the  com- 
position of  the  Executive  Council,  I  propoee 
that  there  should  not  be  more  than  two  or 
three  official  persons  in  that  Council,  and 
that  the  rest  of  the  Council  should  be 
selected  from  the  Legislative  Council  and 
the  General  Assemoly.  It  is  proposed 
also  that  they  should  not  enter  into  the 
discussion  of  any  subject  not  immediately 
connected  with  the  province  except  apcNi 
advice  of  the  Governor.  1  propose  farther 
that  the  Governor  shall  be  at  liberty  to 
act  contrary  to  the  advice  of  the  Executive 
Council  if  he  think  proper,  but  that  on  ao 
doing  he  should  make  a  minute  of  the 
occarrence.  By  this  means,  whilst  we  give 
the  members  of  the  Executive  Council  a 
proper  degree  of  control  in  the  affairs  of 
the  government  of  the  colony,  we  also 
leave  the  Governor  a  discretionary  power 
to  act  by  himself  when  he  conceives  the 
duty  of  hisofficeandhis  generalitostroctions 
require  it.  The  next  quealion  to  which  I 
have  to  allude  is  the  North  American  Land 
Company.  This  association,  I  believe,  fans 
been  of  great  use  to  the  ookmy ;  many 
settlers  have  obtained  advantages  from  it 
which  they  could  not  have  hoped  for,  ettbar 
from  the  Government  or  from  their  own 
individual  exertions  and  resources.  I  see 
no  reason  to  differ  from  the  r^solntion  of 
the  Commissioners  in  respect  to  this  point. 
No  doubt  the  Land  Company  might  ac- 
quire possession  of  a  greater  extent  of  hind 
than  it  would  be  judicious  to  allow  it  to 
possess  but  a  provision  might,  without 
much  difficulty,  be  framed  to  restrain  this. 
The  Assembly,  it  appears*  pretend  that 
the  act  of  1791  gives  them  thesuprsfltie 
control  over  all  the  wild  land  of  the  pro* 
vince*-4i  pretence  whkh  I  cannot  agree  to, 
as  the  Crown  has  never  parted  with  its  right 
to  grant  charters  for  the  purposes  of 
planting  or  deering  at  it  ^Miy  Ibiok  fit* 
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Another  subject  upon  which  much  com- 
plaint has  been  made  is  the  Act  passed  in 
this  country  in  reference  to  tenures.  This 
Act  is  complained  of  upon  two  grounds^ 
first,  that  it  was  originally  framed  in  igno- 
rance of  the  tenures  of  the  colony  ;  and, 
secondly,  that  it  does  not  provide  a  means 
of  voluntary  commutation.  The  Com- 
missioners considered  both  these  opinions 
to  be  well  founded*  and  propose  that  as 
soon  as  any  Act  on  the  subject  shall  have 
been  passed  by  the  colonial  Legislature, 
Parliament  will  repeal  the  above  Act«  In 
doing  this,  however,  I  need  hardly  observe 
that  great  care  should  be  taken  that  the 
Tested  rights  of  individuals  under  the  exist- 
ing system  be  not  prejudiced.  Another 
complaint  of  the  Canadas  against  the  Act 
of  1791,  especially  on  the  part  of  Upper 
Canada,  is  the  embarrassment  which 
arises  out  of  it  to  the  trade  between  the 
two  colonies.  A  newspaper  which  I  hold 
in  my  hand  complains  that  every  boat 
which  comes  from  the  lower  provinces  is 
subject  to  inspection  at  the  Custom-house 
and  forced  to  pay  duty,  and  that  the 
passengers  from  Great  Britain  passing  by 
this  route  are  also  subject  to  pay  certain 
dues  of  this  kind.  It  complains  further, 
that  the  general  division  of  the  duties  is 
unfair,  and,  above  all,  that  they  have  not 
a  full  vent  for  their  merchandise  by  the 
St.  Lawrence  ;  for  it  appears  that  in  the 
upper  province,  by  the  Act  of  1791,  they 
have  not  the  means  of  communication 
with  the  sea,  and  consequently  with  fo- 
reign parts,  without  the  payment  of  con- 
siderable duties,  while  other  impediments 
are  thrown  in  the  way  of  the  trade 
of  Upper  Canada  in  Lower  Canada.  With 
respect  to  this  and  many  other  questions 
of  the  like  kind  I  think  it  highly  desirable 
that  some  satisfactory  adjustment  of  differ- 
ence should  at  least  be  attempted.  At 
present,  instead  of  the  two  colonies  helping 
and  strengthening  one  another,  they  seem 
to  be  a  mutual  hindrance  and  mutually 
inj urious  to  each  other's  commerce.  With 
a  view  to  the  adjustment  of  these  differ- 
ences it  is  proposed,  with  the  assent  of  the 
Legislatures  of  the  two  provinces,  that  a 
joint  Committee  should  be  appointed,  to 
sit  at  Montreal,  and  which  Committee 
should  be  composed  in  the  following  man- 
ner, namely,  of  four  members  of  the  Legis- 
lative Councils  of  each  province,  and  of 
eight  members  of  each  RepresentatiTe 
Assembly,  making  twenty-four  persons  in 
all,  who  should  have  the  power  to  prepare 


laws  and  to  compare  results  upon  all  these 
points  of  reciprocal  policy.  One  of  the 
most  important  matters  which  would  come 
under  their  notice  would  be  (he  navigation 
of  the  St.  Lawrence.  Another  would  be 
the  settlement  of  matters  of  commerce  be- 
tween the  two  provinces.  Another  point 
would  be  the  constitution  of  some  fair  court 
of  appeal,  and  of  impeachment  forjudges 
and  other  officers  of  the  executive,  while 
under  existing  circumstances  the  accusing 
body  would  be  at  once  both  the  accuser  and 
the  judge.  The  Committee  would  also  have 
to  direct  its  attention  to  the  line  of  boun. 
dary.  It  is  hoped  that  upon  many  of  the 
points  I  have  adverted  to,  this  Committee 
would  be  able  to  devise  measures  by  which 
the  mutual  interest  and  the  good  govern- 
ment of  the  two  colonies  would  be  greatly 
improved.  With  regard  to  the  matters  of 
supply  to  which  I  have  already  alluded,  it 
is  proposed  that,  after  securing  the  civil 
list,  and  the  salaries  of  the  judges  and  of 
certain  Government  officers,  the  whole  re- 
venue of  the  colony  should  be  left  to  the 
disposal  of  the  Assembly.  The  Assembly 
would  hardly  wish  for  more  than  this; 
they  would  hardly,  I  think,  wish  to  see 
the  judges'  salaries  made  dependent  on 
the  annual  vote  of  the  Representative 
Assembly,  instead  of  the  judges  holding 
the  independent  position  which  their 
important  office  so  peculiarly  demands. 
Putting  these  few  items,  therefore,  out  of 
the  question,  the  Assembly  would  still 
have  to  dispose  of  the  greater  portion  of 
the  revenue  of  the  province  for  purposes  of 
national  improvement,  as  the  formation  of 
roads,  &c.  In  this  situation,  without  any 
direct  tax,  without  any  debt,  and  while 
the  whole  revenue  is  raised  by  means  of 
duties  upon  commerce,  which  the  Assem- 
bly may  apply  as  it  thinks  proper  to 
internal  improvements,  and  necessary  ex- 
penses, the  Canadas  enjoy  as  desirable  a 
state  of -things  as  it  is  possible  to  conceive. 
With  respect  to  any  injuries  or  disadvan- 
tages which  the  Canadians  allege  to  be  in- 
flicted by  the  law,  I  can  only  say  that  they  do 
not  appear  m  any  of  the  petitions  before 
us.  That  the  House  of  Assembly  should 
be  entirely  elected  by  the  Canadians,  that 
the  Executive  Government  should  be 
nominated  by  the  Crown,  but  with  certain 
conditions  and  securities,  and  that  the 
House  of  Assembly  should  come  to  some 
arrangement  with  the  upper  province  on 
the  subjectof  trade  and  other  international 
matters ;  such  are  the  general  piopositioM 
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which  we  desire  to  submit  with  a  view  to 
bringing  these  complaints  to  an  adjust- 
ment. With  respect  to  the  wild  lands, 
they  are,  as  I  said  before,  in  the  hands  of 
the  Crown.  The  rule  now  is,  not  to  make 
the  same  improvident  grants  as  formerly, 
but  to  sell  the  land  at  a  fair  price ;  the 
House  of  Assembly  having  the  general 
control  of  the  revenue,  leaving  only  to  the 
Executive  such  superintendence  in  matters 
of  detail  which  is  usual  both  in  the  mother 
country  and  in  the  colonies.  According 
to  this  view  of  the  case,  I  think  it  can 
hardly  be  denied  that  these  colonies  are  in 
the  enjoyment  of  as  great  a  portion  of  politi- 
cal freeclom,  and  of  personal  immunity  from 
oppression,  and  of  as  great  power  to  make 
wholesome  laws,  as  any  persons  at  home. 
They  certainly  do  not  possess  some  pri- 
vileges in  the  imperial  government  of  the 
colony,  which  it  is  not  in  their  nature,  as 
colonists,  to  enjoy.  At  the  same  time, 
however,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
they  are  exempt  from  the  payment  of 
taxes  which  we  have  to  pay.  Their  taxes, 
on  the  contrary,  are  exceedingly  light,  and 
their  means  of  internal  improvement  very 
great  and  very  promising.  Such  is  the 
condition  of  these  colonies,  and  such  will 
be  their  prospects  if  they  accept  the  pro- 
positions which  I  have  now  brought  for- 
ward. If,  however,  they  take  an  unfa- 
vourable view  of  these  proposals — if  they 
persist  in  maintaining  that  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  there  should  be  an  elective 
Legislative  Council  and  an  Executive 
Council  subservient  to  the  Representative 
Assembly,  then  it  must  very  shortly  come 
to  this,  that  they  should  also  have  a  go- 
vernor of  their  own  nomination,  for  none 
other  would  do  their  bidding.  If  this  be 
the  proposition  of  the  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada,  it  is  in  another  form  nothing  else 
than  demanding  the  total  independence 
of  the  colonies  from  the  mother  country. 
This  is  a  demand  which,  if  it  be  persisted 
in,  must  dnve  Parliament  to  the  necessity 
of  saying,  whether  there  is  any  other  form 
of  colonial  constitution  under  which  the 
Canadas  can  be  governed  than  that  em* 
bodied  in  the  A\;t  of  1791.  But  to  these 
addresses,  by  which  the  dignity  of  Parlia- 
ment and  of  the  country  is  impaired,  and 
by  adopting  which  we  should  be  made 
responsible  for  acts  in  which  we  do  not 
concur,  and  which  we  do  not  think  desir- 
able, I  cannot  agree,  I  however,  do  not 
suppose  that  these  colonies  will  persist  in 
their  demands;  but  if  they  do  stilihold 


out,  we  have  not  the  means  of  carrying 
on  the  government  of  them  here  in  conti- 
nual resistance  to  their  Assemblies.  I  do 
not  propose  to  do  away  with  the  constita- 
tion  of  1791 ;  but  if  the  colonists  are  de- 
sirous of  retaining  that  constitution,  and 
will  agree  to  carry  it  on  in  the  fairest  way, 
that  constitution  may  be  so  carried  on  by 
the  steps  we  are  about  to  propose.  I  do 
not  thmk  that  we  could  carry  on  the 
government  of  the  colony  without  the 
Legislative  Council ;  and  I  wish  to  have 
the  advice  of  Parliament  on  the  subject, 
whether  we  should  yield  to  demands  which 
we  consider  would  amount  to  the  aban- 
donment of  the  colony  altogether,  or  whe- 
ther we  shall  adopt  the  course  I  now  pro- 
pose, by  which  I  hope  to  induce  the 
colonists  to  re-consider  the  whole  matter 
in  dispute,  and  see  whether  those  disputes 
had  not  arisen  in  a  great  part  out  of  feelings 
of  irritation  consequent  upon  former  dis- 
putes, and  to  offer  such  practicable  mea- 
sures as  may  induce  them  to  abandon 
the  greater  number  of  those  compJaioto* 
The  noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving  the 
first  of  the  following  Resolutions : — 

^'  1.  That  since  the  31st  day  of  Octohery  ia 
the  year  1832^  no  provision  has  been  made 
by  the  Legislature  of  the  province  of  Lower 
Canada,  for  defraying  the  charges  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  and  for  the  support  of 
the  civil  government,  within  the  said  province, 
and  that  there  will,  on  the  10th  day  of  April 
now  next  ensuing,  be  required  for  defraying  iu 
full  the  charges  aforesaid  to  that  day,  the  sum 
ofl42,160/.  14s.  6d. 

'^  2.  That  at  a  Session  of  the  Legislature  of 
Lower  Canada,  holden  at  the  city  of  Quebec, 
in  the  said  province,  in  the  months  of  Sep- 
tember and  October,  1836,  the  Governor  of 
the  said  province,  in  compliance  with  his  Ma- 
jesty's commands,  recommended  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  of  Assembly  thereof,  the 
estimates  for  the  current  year,  and  also  the 
accounts, showing  the  arrears  doe  in  respect  of 
the  civil  government,  and  signified  to  the  said 
House  his  Majesty's  confidence  that  they  would 
accede  to  the  application  which  he  had  been 
commanded  to  renew,  -  for  payment  of  the 
arrears  due  on  account  of  the  public  service, 
and  for  the  funds  necessary  to  carry  on  the 
civil  government  of  the  province. 

^  3.  That  the  said  House  of  Assembly,  on 
the  3d  day  of  October,  1836,  by  an  address  to 
the  Governor  of  the  said  province,  declined  to 
vote  a  supply  for  the  purposes  aforesaid,  and 
by  the  said  address,  after  referring  to  a  former 
address  of  the  said  House  to  the  Governor  of 
the  said  province,  declared  that  the  said  Houee 
House  persisted,  amongst  other  things,  in  the 
demand  of  an  elective  Legislative  Council, 
and  in  demanding  the  repeal  of  a  certain  Act 
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Sassed  by  the  Parliament  of  the  United  King- 
om  in  favour  of  the  North  American  Land 
Company ;  and  by  the  said  address^  the  said 
House  of  Assembly  further  adverted  to  the 
demand  made  by  that  House  of  the  free 
exercise  of  its  control  over  all  the  branches 
of  the  Executive  Government;  and  by  the 
said  address,  the  said  House  of  Assembly 
further  declared,  that  it  was  incumbent  on 
them,  in  the  present  conjuncture,  to  adjourn 
their  deliberations  until  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should,  by  its  acts,  especially  by  ren- 
dering the  second  branch  of  the  Legislature 
conformable  to  the  wishes  and  wants  of  the 
people,  have  commenced  the  great  work  of 
justice  and  reform,  and  created  a  confidence, 
which  alone  could  crown  it  with  success. 

**  4.  That  in  the  existing  state  of  Lower 
Canada,  it  is  unadvisable  to  make  the  Le- 
gislative Council  of  that  province  an  elective 
body ;  but  that  it  is  expedient  that  measures 
be  adopted  for  securing  to  that  branch' of 
the  Legislature  a  greater  degree  of  public 
confidence. 

''  5.  That  while  it  is  expedient  to  improve 
the  conoposition  of  the  Executive  Council  in 
Lower  Canada,  it  is  unadvisable  to  subject  it 
to  the  responsibility  demanded  by  the  House 
of  Assembly  of  that  province. 

^  a.  That  the  legal  title  of  the  North  Ame- 
rican Land  Company  to  the  land  holden  by 
the  said  Company,  by  virtue  of  a  grant  from 
his  Majesty,  under  the  public  seal  of  the  said 
province,  and  to  the  privileges  conferred  on 
the  said  company  by  the  Act  for  that  purpose 
made,  in  the  fourth  year  of  his  Majesty  s  reign, 
ought  to  be  maintained  inviolate. 

^  7.  That  it  is  expedient,  that  so  soon  as 
provisions  shall  have  been  made  by  law,  to 
oe  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  the  said  pro- 
vince of  Lower  Canada,  for  the  discharge  of 
lands  therein  from  feudal  dues  and  services, 
and  for  removing  any  doubts  as  to  the  inci« 
dents  of  the  tenure  of  land  in  fee  and  com- 
mon soccage  in  the  said  province,  a  certain 
Act  made  and  passed  in  the  sixth  year  of  the 
reign  of  his  late  Majesty  King  George  IV., 
commonly  called  '  The  Canada  Tenures  Act,' 
and  so  much  of  another  Act  passed  in  the 
third  year  of  his  said  late  Majesty's  reign, 
commonly  called  '  The  Canada  Trade  Act,*  as 
relates  to  the  tenures  of  land  in  the  said  pro- 
vince, should  be  repealed,  saving  nevertheless 
to  all  persons  all  rights  in  them  vested  under 
or  by  virtue  of  the  said  recited  Acts. 

^  8.  That  for  defraying  the  arrears  due  on 
account  of  the  established  and  customary 
charges  of  the  administration  of  justice,  and 
of  the  civil  government  of  the  said  province, 
it  is  expedient,  that  after  applying  for  that 
purpose  such  balance  as  shall,  on  the  said 
10th  day  of  April,  1837,  be  in  the  hands  of 
the  Receiver-General  of  the  said  province, 
arising  from  his  Majesty's  hereditary,  terri- 
torial, and  casual  revenue,  the  Governor  of  the 
said  province  be  empowered  to  issue  from 
and  out  of  any  other  part  of  his  Majesty's 


revenues,  in  the  hands  of  the  Receiver«Oe« 
neral  of  the  said  province,  such  further 
sums  as  shall  be  necessary  to  effect  Uie 
payment  of  the  before-mentioned  sum  of 
142,160/.  14s.  6d. 

"  9.  That  it  is  expedient  that  his  Majesty 
be  authorised  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  said  province,  the  net  pro- 
ceeds of  his  Majesty's  hereditary,  territorial, 
and  casual  revenue  arising  within  the  same, 
in  case  the  said  Legislature  shall  see  fit  to 
grant  to  his  Majesty  a  civil  list  for  defraying 
the  necessary  charges  of  the  administration 
of  justice,  and  for  the  maintenance  and  un- 
avoidable expenses  of  certain  of  the  prin- 
cipal ofiicers  of  the  civil  government  of  the 
said  provinces. 

"  10.  That  great  inconvenience  had  been 
sustained  by  his  Majesty's  subjects  inhabiting 
the  provinces  of  Lower  Canada  and  Upper 
Canada,  from  the  want  of  some  adequate 
means  for  regulating  and  adjusting  questions 
respecting  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  said 
provinces,  and  divers  other  questions,  wherein 
the  said  provinces  have  a  common  interest; 
and  it  is  expedient  that  the  Legislature  of 
the  said  provinces  respectively  be  authorised 
to  make  provision  for  the  joint  regulation 
and  adjustment  of  such  their  common  in- 
terest,'* 

Mr.  Leader :  It  is  oiy  intention  to  op- 
pose the  resolutions  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord,  if  the  usage  of  the  House  permit. 
If  the  noble  Lord  in  rising  to  bring  forward 
the  subject  were  under  the  necessity  of 
craving  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  I 
must  also  claim  similar  indulgence,  not 
only  on  account  of  illness,  but  on  account 
of  the  vast  importance  of  the  question. 
The  interests  of  a  nation — the  interests  of 
a  large  and  gallant  body  of  fellow-sub- 
jects----depend  on  the  vote  which  the 
House  may  come  to  on  the  resolutions 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord.  The  resolu^ 
tions  were  of  vital  importance,  not  only  to 
the  colony,  but  to  this  country,  and  any 
one  much  more  competent  than  myself  to 
discuss  the  merits  of  the  question  must 
approach  it  with  some  degree  of  awe. 
The  noble  Lord  said  be  brought  forward 
the  resolutions  with  considerable  reluc- 
tance, and  I  am  not  surprised  at  the  ex- 
pression. The  noble  Lord  represented  a 
liberal  constituency,  and  was  the  leader 
of  a  liberal  Government,  and  he  must 
therefore  have  felt  reluctance  in  bringing 
forward  the  most  arbitrary  measure  that 
had  ever  been  proposed  to  that  House.  It 
was,  in  short,  a  Coercion  Bill.  The  noble 
Lord  admitted  that  colonial  assemblies  were 
often  in  the  right  at  the  commencement, 
when  they  complained  of  grie?ances  and 
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claimed  redress;  but  it  also  often  ha{)- 
pened  that  these  colonies  ended  their 
claims  by  forming  themselves  into  com* 
mon wealths.  The  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada  had  commenced  with  the  first 
mode  of  proceeding;  but  unless  their  just 
demands  were  conceded,  they  would  not 
form  themselves  into  a  commonwealth,  but 
throw  themselves  into  the  arms  of  a  neigh- 
bouring republic.  I  differ  from  the  noble 
Lord  relative  to  the  effects  of  the  Act 
passed  in  1828 ;  and  he  will  find  on  re- 
ferring to  it,  that  the  report  of  his  own 
Commissioners  is  equivocal  on  that  point. 
The  noble  Lord  had  told  us,  that  the 
Legislature  has  hitherto  abstained  from 
interfering  with  the  steps  taken  by  the 
House  of  Assembly.  But  what  had  caused 
that  conduct  but  the  course  pursued  for 
the  last  twenty  years  by  a  nominated  coun- 
cil against  the  wishes  of  the  Canadian  peo- 
ple, and  sustained  by  the  bad  policy  of 
the  Colonial -office  ?  The  noble  Lord  says 
if  the  L^islative  Council  were  made  elec* 
tive,  the  interests  of  the  people  would 
predominate.  What  an  objection  to  come 
from  the  noble  Lord !  The  people  of  Ca- 
nada say,  in  order  that  all  legislation  may 
not  be  impeded,  there  is  an  absolute  ne- 
cessity that  the  Legislative  Council  should 
be  reformed ;  and  the  noble  Lord  proposes, 
by  way  of  remedy,  not  that  the  Legislative 
Council  shonld  be  so  reformed  as  to  act  in 
harmony  with  the  other  estates,  but  that 
the  House  of  Assembly,  and  the  great 
body  of  the  people  should  be  made  to 
conform  to  the  vicious  principles  and  prac- 
tice of  the  Execntive  Council.  The  noble 
Lord  says,  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  re^ 
peal  the  Act  by  which  the  North  Ameri- 
can Land  Company  hold  their  tenures. 
Now  that  very  Act  is  one  great  subject  of 
complaint  The  people  of  Canada  say, 
that  the  Tenure  Acts  and  other  Acts  of  a 
similar  description,  ought  never  to  have 
passed  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and  con* 
tend  that  so  long  as  they  havet  Constitu* 
tion  and  National  Assemblies  of  their  own, 
the  Imperial  Parliament  ought  not  to  in- 
terfere with  their  concerns.  The  noble 
Lord  aaid,  if  the  Legislature  of  this  coun- 
try supported  the  resolutions,  the  people 
of  Canada  would  be  placed  in  a  most  en- 
viable position ;  but  the  noble  Lord  forgets 
one  point;  he  forgets  that  if  these  resolu- 
tions are  passed,  the  independence  of  the 
Canadian  Assembly  is  annihilated;  he 
forgets  that  the  people  are  deprived  of 
their  cooetitational  rights.    That  wonld 
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be  the  result  of  the  resolutioiis.  That  would 
be  the  enviable  position  in  which  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada  would  be  placed.  Now,  I 
would  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  he  ia 
repared  to  deprive  that  Colonial  Assem- 
ly  of  the  rights  with  which  it  is  intrusted 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people — is  he  pre- 
pared to  deprive  that  Assembly  of  tbeir 
control  over  their  finances^  of  their  oeo- 
trol  over  the  executive,  and  to  tax  the 
Canadian  people  without  the  consent  of 
the  National  legislature  ?  That  was  the 
course  pursued  towards  the  North  Ame- 
rican Colonies.  That  was  the  canse  of 
their  separation  from  the  mother  country ; 
and,  with  such  an  example  before  your 
eyes,  will  you  persevere  in  such  unoon- 
stitutional  and  arbitrary  measures.  Is  there 
not  an  Act  passed  by  the  Imperial  Legis- 
lature, which  declares  that  the  colonies  of 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada  shall  not  be 
taxed  but  by  their  own  Legislatures?  And 
are  not  the  resolutions  of  the  noble  Lord 
directly  opposed  to  this  principle?  The 
noble  Lord  proposes  that  the  House  of 
Assembly  shall  pay  certain  arrsa/f«  lliey 
refuse  to  pay  nniess  on  certain  conditions 
— these  conditions  are  not  compiled  with, 
and  yet  the  noble  Lord  steps  in  between 
the  parties^-the  Assembly  and  the  Execu- 
tive-^and,  in  the  most  unconstitntional 
and  arbitrary  manner,  endeavours  to  tax 
the  colonies.  If  such  a  system  is  to  be 
carried  into  effect,  the  constitution  of  Ca- 
nada is  a  mere  paper  parchment,  and  the 
Assembly  nothmg  more  than  a  debating 
club.  I  therefore  contend  that  so  long  m 
the  Canadian  people  have  a  constitntional 
assembly  of  their  own,  it  is  beyond  the 
right  of  this  House  to  interfere  with  tbeir 
concerns,  or  make  any  change  in  (heir 
6oancial  affairs.  The  Commissioners  had 
some  feelings  of  this  sort.  What  are  their 
words  ? — "  That  such  a  measure  would  be 
less  objectionable  than  any  interfereeoe 
with  the  privileges  of  the  Canadian  Legis* 
lature  or  any  tampering  with  the  princi- 
ples of  the  Constitution  granted  in  1791.'* 
The  noble  Lord  said  he  was  sorry  there 
was  no  choice  left  but  to  adopt  the  latter 
course.  And  what  would  that  amount  to 
but  to  send  troops  to  the  country,  and  pro* 
voice  the  people  by  threats  and  the  fear  of 
slavery  ?  Such  was  not  a  cons^tutional 
course  of  proceeding,  and  so  long  as  the 
colonies  had  a  Legislature  of  their  own, 
this  country  had  no  right  to  tamper  or 
interfere  with  the  privileges  of  the  people, 
or  render  null  and  void  that  power  which 
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you  have  intrasted  to  the  Legislative  As- 
sembly. Nowy  this  unsatisfactory  and 
unconstitutional  resolution — and  he  was 
not  surprised  when  he  read  it — this  uncon* 
stitutional  resolution  is  founded  on  the  re- 
port of  the  Commissioners,  and  is  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  policy  of  the  Colonial- 
office  at  all  times.  I  do  not  confine  my 
remarks  to  this  or  that  side  of  the  House ; 
it  is  in  accordance  with  that  policy  towards 
our  colonies,  which,  for  many  years,  has 
been  most  arbitrary,  and  which  still  re- 
mains unaltered.  I  heard  the  resolutions 
and  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  with 
sincere  regret,  because  they  will  be  neither 
satisfactory  to  the  Colonial  Parliament, 
nor  to  the  people  of  the  country,  whom 
they  would  exasperate  in  the  highest  de- 
gree. The  grievances  of  the  colony  are, 
unfortunately,  too  well  known,  and  it 
would  only  be  a  waste  of  the  time  and 
patience  of  the  House  to  enumerate  them. 
They  have  existed  for  more  than  forty 
years.  In  1791,  when  a  change  was 
made  in  the  constitution  of  the  colony, 
it  was  said  by  many  it  would  not  work 
well,  and  the  vital  error  and  defect  was 
the  nominated  legislative  Council.  The 
prediction  has  unfortunately  proved  too 
true.  The  Constitution  has  not  worked 
well.  For  twenty  years  a  contest  has  been 
carried  on  between  the  nominated  Council 
and  the  Legislative  Assembly,  and  all 
legislation  stopped.  And  what  does  the 
noble  Lord  propose  to  supply  for  a  remedy  ? 
The  noble  Lord  comes  forward,  not  with 
a  remedy,  but  with  a  resolution  to  make 
the  people  pay  without  directing  his  atten- 
tion to  their  just  demands.  The  grievances 
and  the  complaints  had  continued  so  long 
that  a  Commission  was  sent  out,  and  a 
sort  of  report  had  been  made  ;  and  he 
must  say  of  that  report  that  he  had  never 
seen  a  more  curious,  more  incomplete,  or 
more  disjointed  document.  To  the  report 
drawn  up  and  signed  by  the  three  Com- 
missioners there  are  notes  appended; 
some  by  Sir  Charles  Grey,  disagreeing 
with  a  part  of  the  report ;  some  by  Sir 
George  Gipps,  of  a  similar  character  ;  and 
there  is  only  one  on  which  they  all  agree, 
the  general  attack  made  on  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bath.  All  agree  to  that  short 
report;  and  even  the  secretary  was  so 
delighted  with  it  that  he  thought  proper 
also  to  si^n  his  name.  In  that  report 
they  said  little  or  nothing  of  the  remedy, 
but  it  was  full  of  threats  against  the 
Legislative  Assembly,  full  of  projects  for 


taking  away  their  rights,  and  with  schemes 
for  converting  the  minority  into  a  majority, 
and  with  plans  and  Bills  of  a  similar 
nature,  which,  instead  of  satisfying  the 
people  of  Canada,  would  excite  them  to 
the  highest  degree  of  exasperation.  The 
report  acknowledged  there  were  many 
grievances — it  acknowledged  the  Assembly 
had  justice  on  their  side;  but  there  were 
many  difficulties  in  settling  the  question, 
and  they  have  not  settled  any  question. 
They  have  staved  many  things  off  which, 
unless  brought  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion, 
may  lead  to  a  separation  between  Canada 
and  this  country.  Now  the  great  point  to 
be  settled,  and.  on  which  the  Canadians 
laid  the  greatest  stress,  was  making  the 
upper  assembly  elective.  That  depended 
on  the  state  of  parties  in  Lower  Canada,  it 
was  said  because  Gentlemen  interested 
told  us  that  it  was  a  contest  not  for  right, 
but  a  contest  between  English  and  French 
Canadians.  Now  that  was  not  the  truth, 
because  there  is  a  majority  of  English 
Members  voting  with  what  was  called  the 
French  party.  Many  of  British  descent 
and  many  of  American  descent  are  found 
to  agree  with  those  of  French  descent.  Tt 
could  not,  therefore,  as  insinuated,  be  called 
a  contest  of  races — no,  it  was  a  contest 
between  the  people  and  a  nominated 
council —it  was  a  contest  between  the 
oligarchy  and  the  democracy,  insulted  and 
trampled  down  by  a  miserable  minority — 
an  olio;archy  who  had  so  long  tyrannised 
over  the  rest  of  the  communitv  that  they 
think  they  are  deprived  of  their  rights 
when  affairs  are  placed  on  a  proper  footing. 
Four.iifths  of  the  Canadians  wish  to  make 
the  council  elective  ;  and  the  other  fifth, 
interested  in  abuse,  are  determined  to 
keep  up  the  nominated  council,  and  say 
they  will  never  submit  to  the  National  Co- 
lonial Assembly.  In  favour  of  which  of 
the  two  parties  will  you  decide  ?  Will 
you  agree  with  the  minority  or  the  major- 
ity? That  is  the  real  state  of  the  question. 
When  the  constitution  was  granted  in  1791, 
the  ministers  of  the  day  thought  it  would 
be  a  great  benefit  to  give  a  constitution 
as  much  like  to  that  of  England  as  possible 
and  they  accordingly  framed  it  on  the  same 
plan,  though  with  different  titles  for  the 
separate  estates.  For  the  King  the  colonies 
have  a  governor — for  the  cabinet  a  privy 
council — for  the  House  of  Lords  a  Legisla- 
tive Council,  and  for  a  House  of 'Commons 
a  House  of  Assembly.  The  great  difficulty 
was  to  find  proper  persons  to  constitute  an 
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upper  House,  because  in  Canada  there  are 
no  elements  for  an  aristocracy— no  persons 
of  the  proper  stamp  to  make  a  House  of 
Lords  ;  but  the  Government  finding  it  was 
necessary  to  make  the  constitution  like 
that  of  England,  created  that  assembly  of 
officers  nominated  by  the  Crown.  It  was 
hardly  to  be  expected  that  a  body  thus 
nominated  would  agree  with  an  assembly 
elected  by  the  people ;  and  the  consequence 
was  such  as  every  man  expected — the  two 
houses  did  not  agree  on  any  one  point,  and 
all  legislation  was  stopped— the  assembly 
was  useless,  and  the  colony  was  deprived 
of  the  benefit  of  a  Legislature,  because  it 
had  been  judged  necessary  to  adopt  this 
scheme  for  a  House  of  Lords.  What 
remedy  do  the  Commissioners  propose? 
They  do  not  pro()ose  to  do  away  with  the 
Legislative  Council,  or  reform  it,  though 
after  forty  years  experience  it  had  been 
found  a  failure.  They  did  not  propose  to 
restore  to  harmony  the  Executive,  the  Legis- 
lative Council,  and  the  House  of  Assembly, 
but  still  to  keep  up  and  preserve  this  strange 
and  anomalous  body.  The  Commissioners  in 
their  report  admit  that  there  was  a  want  of 
harmony  and  a  hostility  shown  towards  the 
Legislative  Council,  and  that  something 
was  expected  by  the  people  by  which  the 
Council  would  be  placed  more  under  con- 
trol. Their  words  are  :— "  With  these 
signs,  therefore,  of  a  continued  hostility 
before  us,  we  are  disposed  to  ascribe  the 
fact  of  no  formal  demand  for  an  elective 
Council  having  been  made  before  1833 
simply  to  the  expectation  entertained  by 
the  popular  party,  that  in  consequence  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee  of 
1828,  very  essential  alterations  in  the 
composition  of  the  Council  were  on  the 
point  of  being  effected.  An  alteration  was 
indeed  produced  in  1832.  The  judges 
ceased  to  take  any  part  in  its  proceedings, 
and  thirteen  new  members,  unconnected 
with  the  Government,  were  added  in  the 
course  of  the  year ;  but  that  these  new 
nominations  were  unsatisfactory  to  the 
Assembly,  and  that  the  disappointment, 
they  felt  at  the  alterations  in  the  Council 
was  the  cause  of  their  fresh  proceedings 
against  it,  may  be  inferred  from  the  fact, 
that  in  the  next  session  of  the  Legislature 
was  voted  the  first  address  in  which  a  de- 
mand for  an  elective  Council  was  put 
forth.  •  .  ;  We  certainly  do  not  think 
that  either  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  of  1828,  or  anything  that 
subsequently    issued  from   a  competent 


source,  warranted  an  expectation  that  the 
Legislative  Council  was  to  be  made  entirely 
to  harmonise  with  the  feelings  of  the 
Assembly  ;  nevertheless  that  somethiDi^  of 
the  kind  was  expected  by  the  popular  party 
does  seem  beyond  dispute.  We  do  not 
feel  called  on  to  pronounce  an  opinion  on 
the  propriety  of  the  appointments  in 
question  ;  and  the  less  so  as  they  were 
narrowly  scanned  in  the  cross-examination 
of  Mr.  Morin,  before  the  Committee  of 
1834  ;  but  we  may,  we  think,  venture  to 
say,  that  whilst  they  satisfied  the  terms 
of  the  recommendation  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  1828,  as  far  as  the  matter  of 
pecuniary  independence  of  the  Crown  was 
concerned,  they  scarcely  produced  an 
alteration  in  the  political  character  of  the 
body  to  which  the  new  Members  were 
aggregated."  The  next  topic  they  advert 
to  is  the  contest  between  the  two  races. 
That  part  of  the  report  concludes  with  the 
remark,  that  though  at  first  it  might 
have  been  expedient  to  make  some  change 
in  the  constitution  of  the  assemblies,  it 
would  not  be  advisable  to  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple now.  And  why?  Because  it  would 
only  take  the  power  from  one  and  give  it 
to  the  other — the  very  argument  used  by 
Gentlemen  opposite  when  they  refused 
Corporate  Reform  to  Ireland.  They  said 
*'  No !  it  may  be  just  to  give  Corporations 
to  Ireland,  but  we  will  not,  by  giving 
Corporations  to  Ireland,  create  a  party 
triumph."  It  is  perfectly  surprising  that 
Commissioners  appointed  by  a  liberal  Go- 
vernment should  have  drawn  up  such  a 
report.  It  ends  by  quietly  recommending 
that  as  they  cannot  agree  to  make  the 
,  Legislative  Council  elective,  the  Constitu- 
tion of  Canada  should  be  taken  away  alto- 
gether, and  a  Coercion  Bill  substituted 
for  it.  Such,  Sir,  is  the  argument  of  the 
Commissioners.  But  I  appeal  from  the 
Commissioners  to  this  House.  Nay,  I 
appeal  to  the  noble  Lord,  and  ask  him  if 
he  is  prepared  to  sanction  such  an  argu* 
ment  as  that  ?  The  Canadians,  in  a  con- 
stitutional manner,  ask  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  principle  of  election  into 
the  Legislative  Council,  both  as  a  g^reat 
measure  of  reform,  and  as  a  measure  of 
urgency,  without  which  peace  cannot  be 
restored  to  Canada.  What  is  the  answer 
of  the  Commissioners  ?  "  We  cannot 
agree  to  your  request,  for  it  is  contrary  to 
the  unity  of  Government  in  ihe  British 
empire.  But  we  have  a  remedy  of  ottr 
own  I  which  is  to  deprive  you  of  the  con- 
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tfol  ot^r  yoar  finances,  and  to  take  away 
your  Constitution.  We  cannot  consent 
to  the  introduction  of  the  elective  princi- 
ple ;  for  then  the  Legislative  Council  will 
not  be  like  the  House  of  Lords."  Sir,  let 
it  be  remembered  that  in  the  first  instance 
the  Legislative  Council  was  but  an  expe- 
riment. Mr.  Pitt  said  that  it  was  only  an 
experiment.  What  were  the  words  of  an- 
other great  statesman  on  the  occasion  of 
its  establishment?  The  noble  Lord  told 
us  the  other  night  that  when  he  wished 
to  seek  for  large  and  liberal  principles  of 
Government,  he  did  not  refer  to  the  sys- 
tem of  Locke  or  the  technicalities  of  Black- 
stone.  I  perfectly  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord,  that  a  more  powerful  advocate  of 
liberal  principles  than  Mr.  Fox  never  lived. 
But  what  did  Mr.  Fox  say  on  the  occa- 
sion to  which  I  have  just  alluded  ?  In 
the  debate  on  the  Quebec  Government 
BUI  in  1791,  Mr.  Fox  said,  «  He  did  not 
advise  giving  Canada  a  servile  imitation 
of  our  aristocracy,  because  we  could  not 
give  them  a  House  of  Lords  like  our  own. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  appeared 
to  be  aware  of  this,  and  therefore  he  had 
recourse  to  a  substitute  for  hereditary 
nobility.  It  was,  however,  he  must  con* 
tend>  a  very  inadequate  substitute ;  it  was 
a  semblance  but  not  a  substance.  Lords, 
indeed,  we  might  give  them,  but  there  was 
no  such  thing  as  creating  that  reverence 
and  respect  for  them  on  which  their  dig- 
nity and  weight  in  the  view  both  of  the 
popular  and  monarchical  part  of  the  con- 
stitution depended,  and  which  alone  could 
give  them  that  power  of  control  and  sup- 
port thatwastheobject  of  their  institution.'' 
The  experiment  has  now  been  tried  for 
above  forty  years;  and  the  result  has  shown 
that  Mr.  'Fox  was  right.  It  has  been  a 
complete  failure.  In  a  subsequent  part 
of  the  same  speech,  Mr.  Fox  said,  '*  In- 
stead, therefore,  of  the  Kin^  naming  the 
Council  at  that  distance — m  which  case 
they  had  no  security  that  persons  of  pro- 

Grty,  and  persons  nt  to  be  named,  would 
chosen — wishing,  as  he  did,  to  put  the 
freedom  and  stability  of  the  Constitution 
of  Canada  on  the  strongest  basis,  he  pro* 
posed  that  the  Council  should  be  elective  " 
So  that  I  now  merely  propose  what  the 
noble  Lord's  chief  authority  in  political 
matters  proposed  in  1791.  Mr.  Fox 
added,  *'  In  order  to  show  that  his  idea  of 
an  Elective  Council  was  not  a  new  one, 
before  the  Revolution,  more  of  the  coun- 
cils in  our  colonies  were  elected  by  the 
VOL  XXXVI.  {J^} 


people  than  by  the  King.*'  Such  were 
Mr.  Fox's  views  on  the  subject  in  179K 
He  at  that  time  predicted  what  has  since 
happened.  We  nave  now  the  experience 
of  forty  years  to  guide  us.  Is  the  noble 
Lord  prepared  to  oppose  not  only  the 
opinions  of  Mr.  Fox,  but  the  result  of  the 
experience  of  nearly  half  a  century  ?  I 
beg  leave  to  tell  him,  that  if  he  perseveres 
it  will  be,  in  a  very  short  time,  impossible 
for  his  or  any  other  Government  to  rule 
Canada,  except  by  force  of  arms.  Is 
England  likely  to  derive  either  honour  or 
profit  from  such  a  state  of  things?  Re« 
member  the  consequences  of  the  unholy 
policy  pursued  towards  America.  Com- 
pare that  policy  with  the  liberal  policy 
now  pursuing  towards  Ireland,  and  deter« 
mine  which  is  the  best.  Remember  that 
Canada  has  been  complaining  for  these 
thirty  years.  Remember  that  there  is  in 
her  neighbourhood  a  great,  flourishing,  and 
powerful  republic,  anxious  to  assist  her. 
Remember  that  the  attachment  of  Canada 
to  England,  not  weakened  at  present,  can 
be  destroyed  only  by  obstinate  perseve- 
rance in  an  unjust  course.  I  appeal  to 
every  hon.  Gentleman  who  remembers  the 
contest  with  America ;  I  appeal  |to  every 
man  who  prefers  free  institutions  to  arbi- 
trary rule;  and,  above  all,  I  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  to  do 
justice  to  Canada.  In  political  condition 
Canada  may  be  considered  a  miniature  of 
Ireland.  The  Irish  Members  demand  jus- 
tice for  Ireland ;  I  demand  justice  for 
Canada.  Sir,  I  move  as  an  amendment 
to  the  noble  Lord's  resolution.  '^  That  it 
is  advisable  to  make  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil of  that  province  an  Elective  Council." 

Mr.  Robinson  observed,  that  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridgewater  had 
been  a  complete  commentary  upon  that 
delivered  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  who 
had  moved  the  resolutions  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  Everybody, 
however,  who  was  acquainted  with  the 
policy  of  the  present  Government  must  be 
well  aware  that  the  noble  Lord  must  have 
submitted  those  resolutions  for  the  adop- 
tion of  the  House  with  a  great  deal  of  re- 
luctance, and  that  tho^e  resolutions  never 
would  have  been  brought  forward  by  him 
if  he  had  not  felt  that  every  means  for  the 
conciliation  of  the  Canadian  people  had 
been  completely  exhausted.  The  hoc. 
Member  for  Bridgewater  had  assumed 
throughout  the  whole  of  his  speech  that 
the  House  of  Assembly  were  right  in  all 
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thmr  demands — ^that  tba  legblative  council 
liad  been  dacidedlv  wrong— '(hat  the 
CommitsionerB  had  been  wrong  in  their 
Ttewa,  and  that  the  Qovernment  itself  had 
acted  under  error.  Now,  certainly  this 
was  a  very  modest  assumption.  When 
the  hon*  Gentleman,  on  behalf  of  the 
Canadian  people,  demanded  that  the  con- 
stitution of  1791  should  be  maintained,  as 
be  contended  it  ought  to  be  maintained  in- 
violate, and  yet  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
moved  an  amendment  in  utter  violation  of 
tbat  very  constitution,  because  nobody 
eould  now  deny  that  the  constitution  of 
1791,  which  made  the  House  of  Assembly 
part  of  that  constitution,  expressly  provided 
that  there  should  also  be  a  Legislative 
Coancil  nominated  by  the  Crown,  The 
lion.  Gentleman  had  quoted  the  words  of 
Mr*  Fox  on  the  occasion  of  the  debate  on 
the  Quebec  Government  Bill  in  1791  •  he 
would  also  quote  an  expression  of  Mr. 
Fox,  used  in  the  same  discussion,  which 
admitted  of  a  very  different  construction 
from  that  contended  for  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bridgewater.  Mr.  Fox  never  sup- 
posed that  either  in  the  colonies  or  in  this 
countrv  there  would  ever  exist  auoh  an 
anomaly  as  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  House  of  Assembly  substan- 
tially enjoying  the  supreme  power  of  the 
state ;  and  what  did  Mr.  Fox  say  in  1791  ? 
In  memorable  words  he  laid  it  down  as  a 
principle  never  to  be  departed  from — 
namely,  that  in  every  part  of  the  British 
dominions,  there  ought  to  be  a  govern- 
ment in  which  the  monarchical,  the  aristo- 
cratic, and  the  democraticprinciple  were 
eventually  blended,  nor,  indeed,  was  there 
any  government  6t  for  British  subjects  to 
live  under  which  did  not  contain  its  due 
weight  of  those  three  elements  of  a  con- 
stitution. Now,  this  principle  was  that 
which  be  now  contended  for  with  refer* 
ence  to  the  present  question,  and  this  was 
the  point  at  issue  between  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  opposite  and  the  Canadian  people, 
and  the  legislature  and  government  of  this 
country.  It  was  true  the  hon.  Member 
had  chosen  to  say,  that  this  was  not  a  dis- 

Sttte  between  the  Canadians  and  the 
ritish  people ;  but  he  was  prepared  to 
maintain  that  the  whole  of  this  contention 
was  neither  more  nor  less  than  a  dispute 
between  the  Canadian  people,  who  were 
endeavouring  to  maintain  separate  nation- 
ality in  Canada,  and  the  British  people 
settled  there.  In  support  of  this  proposi- 
tion be  would  refer  to  a  Canadian  journal, 


the  Mmervaf  the  organ  of  Mr.  Papineau's 
party,  the  views  of  whicli  would  fully  ac* 
count  for  the  very  extraordinary  demand 
now  made  upon  the  government  of  thu 
country,  In  the  Minerva  he  (Mr.  Robin- 
son) found  this  statement : — *'  On  examin- 
ing with  an  attentive  eye,  what  is  passing 
around  us,  it  is  easy  to  convince  ourselves 
that  our  country  is  placed  in  very  critical 
circumstances,  and  that  a  revolution  per* 
baps  will  be  necessary.  We  have  a  con- 
stitution to  remodel,  a  nationality  to  main- 
tain, and  these  are  the  objects  which  at 
present  occupy  the  attention  of  all 
Canadians.  I  repeat,  that  an  immediate 
separation  from  England  is  the  only  means 
of  preserving  our  nationality."  Here  let 
him  remind  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath,  who  last  year  had  taken  occasion 
to  deuy  his  (Mr.  Robinson's)  assertion, 
that  the  struggle  between  the  House  of 
Assembly  and  the  British  nation,  or  rather 
the  British  Parliament  and  Government, 
was  this— that  they,  the  House  of  Asaeoi- 
bly  were  determined,  if  possible,  togovero 
Canada  for  and  by  the  Canadian  popula- 
tion alone.  He  spoke  of  the  French 
Canadian  population.  Now, let  the  House 
see  what  the  organ  of  Mr.  Papineau  said 
upon  that  subject :— '*  Some  time  henoe« 
when  emigration  shall  have  made  our 
adversaries  equal  in  number  to  ourselves 
— when  they  shall  have  become  more 
daring  and  less  jealous,  they  will  deprlr^ 
us  of  our  liberties,  or  we  shall  share  the 
same  fate  as  our  unhappy  countrymen  in 
a  neighbouring  district.  This  is  the  fate 
that  awaits  us."  He  contended  that  these 
articles  amounted  to  an  open  declaration 
that  the  French  Canadians  were  deter- 
mined to  maintain  a  system  of  ^overa* 
ment  in  that  country  the  efiect  of  which 
would  be  to  preclude  the  possibility  of 
British  settlers  going  out  there,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  apprehension  that  the 
necessary  consequence  of  the  influx  of 
British  settlers  into  Lower  Canada  would 
be  to  equalize  in  the  process  of  time  the 
population,  and  to  destroy  the  preponder* 
ance  of  the  French  Canadian  party.  He 
(Mr.  Robinson)  begi^ed  now  to  ask  the 
British  Parliament  if  that  was  the  course  of 
policy  in  which  the  Legislature  ought  ao 
concur.  This  countrv  looked  to  her 
colonies  in  North  America  as  furnishing 
an  abode  and  employment  for  her  surplus 
population,  and  therefore  could  she  perrtiit 
the  House  of  Assembly  to  ssy,  **  You 
shall  not  send  your    population    heret** 
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No,  snch  would  be  a  course  of  proceeding 
to  whioh  the  government  of  this  country 
ought  not  and  could  not  be  expected  to 
yield.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bridgewater 
had  forgotten  to  state,  that  when  the  pre-> 
sent  Government  came  into  office  they  un« 
dertook  to  follow  up  and  to  adopt  the 
system  which  had  been  designed  by  the 
Administration  which  they  succeeded— 
namely,  by  sending  oat  Commissioners  to 
inquire  into  the  state  of  Lower  Canada. 
No  objection  could  be  raised  to  the  three 
Commissioners  who  had  been  sent  out; 
their  characters  were  such  that  no  man 
could  pretend  to  doubt  for  one  moment 
that  they  had  a  most  anxious  and  sincere 
desire,  if  possible,  by  every  reasonable  con** 
cession  to  the  Canadians,  to  redress  their 
grievances.  Could  any  honest  man  who 
looked  to  the  diligence,  the  assiduity,  the 
anxiety  with  which  those  Commissioners 
had  performed  their  numerous  and  most 
arduous  duties,  looking  also  at  the  instruc- 
tions given  to  them  by  Lord  Qlenelg,  could 
any  man — ^nay,  he  would  even  put  it  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
entertain  a  doubt  that  the  Commissioners 
had  not  manifeslsd  a  desire  to  fulfil  those 
instructions,  and  by  so  doing  to  make 
every  concession  to  the  French  Canadian 
party  that  was  consistent  with  the  rights 
of  the  British  subjects  in  that  colony  and 
tlie  supremacy  of  the  British  crown  ?  He 
(Mr.  Robinson)  felt  convinced  that  the 
Commissioners  had  come  to  the  recom* 
mendation  with  which  they  concluded  their 
report  only  when  they  found  that  all  their 
hopes  of  conciliation  were  destroyed.  Did 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bridgewater  recollect 
that  when  the  Earl  of  Gosford  wrote  and 
published  his  able  and  most  conciliatorv 
address  to  the  House  of  Assembly,  in  which 
his  Lordship  declared  that  he  came  charged 
by  the  King  with  the  duty  of  inquiring  into 
all  their  grievances— that  he  was  resolved 
so  far  as  depended  on  him  to  carry  out  his 
instructions  to  their  fullest  extent,  did  the 
hon.  Gentleman  remember  that  the  Earl  of 
Gosford  also  declared  that  he  would  in 
future  remove  all  cause  of  complaint  as  to 
the  filling  up  of  public  offices,  and  that 
the  Canadians  should  have  their  full  share 
in  those  public  appointments  ?  In  short, 
no  man  could  read  the  noble  Earl's  first 
address  without  being  impressed  with  the 
conviction,  first,  that  the  Government  had 
sent  him  on  a  mission  of  peace  and  good- 
will, and  next  that  the  Earl  of  Gosford  was 
a  man  determined,  if  possible,  to  carry 


such  their  design  and  intenttona  into  tbtf 
fullest  operation  and  effect.  He  thought 
that  last  year  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem-^ 
ber  for  Bath  spoke  in  terms  of  eulogy  of 
the  Earl  of  Gosford.  [Mr.  Rodmck :  Never  x 
on  the  contrary,  I  always  condemned  the 
Commission.]  He  had,  then,  misunder- 
stood -the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
However,  it  appeared  that  the  Earl  of 
Gosford  felt  it  his  duty  to  do  justice  to 
every  class  of  his  Majesty  s  subjects  in  the 
colony,  and  from  that  moment  the  French 
Canadians  turned  round  and  said  he  was 
worse  than  his  predecessor.  Lord  Aylmer. 
He  had  ever  been  the  advocate  of  liberal 
principles-**his  interests  were  identified 
with  those  of  Canada ;  but  he  must  deny 
the  existence  of  any  identity  whatever  be- 
tween the  state  of  Canada  and  the  state 
of  Ireland.  When  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridgewater  talked  of  an  analogy  between 
the  two  countries,  he  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  whether  any  portion  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  in  Canada  laboured  under 
any  disqualification,  civil  or  political,  on 
the  ground  of  religion?  And  yet  th« 
Canadians  meant  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  this— namely,  to  demand  that  the 
whole  power  of  the  coKmy  should  be  vested 
in  the  House  of  Assembly'.  It  was  true  they 
talked  of  an  elective  Legislative  Council, 
but  what  was  meant  by  that?  Why,  a 
council  which,  by  the  adoption  of  the  elec* 
tive  principle,  should  be  rendered  a  mere 
echo  of  the  other  house.  He  would  not  say 
that  the  Legislative  Council  had  not 
adopted  extreme  views,  because  if  he  un« 
derstood  the  noble  Lord  right,  the  Govem<4 
ment  were  desirous  of  altering  its  constitu* 
tion  so  as  to  make  it  harmonious  with 
the  feelings  of  the  House  of  Assembly. 
He  hoped,  however,  the  Counoii  would 
not  be  made  dependent  upon  the  House 
of  Assembly,  as,  if  such  were  intended, 
it  would  be  better  to  give  up  the  govern- 
ment of  Canada  entirely.  He  hesitated 
not  to  say,  that  the  inhabitants  of 
Lower  Canada  would  infinitely  prefer 
that  the  Government  should  abandon 
them  altogether  than  that  it  should  yield 
to  the  extravagant  and  most  extraordinary 
demands  of  the  House  of  Assembly.  Was 
it  to  be  believed  that  the  Canadians  them- 
selves really  desired  a  separation  from  this 
country,  if  those  terms  and  those  demands 
were  not  acceded  to  ?  No  such  thing. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
would  doubtless  endeavour,  by  and  by, 
to  persuade  the  House  that  the  Canadian 
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the  riewa  of  the  dominant  party  in  that 
colony.  He,  however,  begged  at  once  to 
deny  the  fact.  He  admitted  that  Mr. 
Papineau  and  his  party  exercised  an  in- 
fluence over  the  elective  body  there  ;  but 
he  must  at  the  same  time  affirm,  that  a 
very  considerable  portion  of  the  Canadian 
people  were  adverse  to  his  extreme  views 
and  would  be  disposed  to  adopt  the  remedy 
for  existing  evils  whicb  the  noble  Lord  by 
his  resolutions  had  pointed  out.  But  how 
could  it  be  expected  that  the  Canadians 
would  be  satisfied  with  what  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  mother  country  proposed  to  do 
when,  in  addition  to  the  excitement  kept  up 
amongst  them  by  Mr.  Papineau  and  his 

Eirty,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
ath  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
contributed  to  that  excitement  by  sending 
ont  the  most  inflammatory  statements  to 
that  coantry«  In  one  of  those  addresses 
the  power  ot  this  country  over  the  pro- 
rinoe  of  Lower  Canada  had  been  called  a 
baneful  domination.  After  this  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  he  was  not 
anrprised  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  should  follow  in  the  same 
steps,  and  in  his  communication  state, 
that  if  g^vaoces  were  not  redressed,  re- 
warse  must  be  had  to  arms. 

Mr.  Roebuck  rose  to  order.  That  as- 
sertion had  been  so  often  contradicted 
1^  him,  that  he  was  surprised  the  hon. 
Member  for  Worcester  should  again  quote 
it. 

Mr.  RMnson  was  not  aware  the  lan- 
guage he  had  cited,  had  been  denied  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath ; 
on  the  contrary,  he  had  supposed  the  use 
of  it  had  been  admitted .  I  f  he  was  wron  g 
in  that  supposition,  he  begged  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  pardon. 

Mr.  HwM :  I  deny  also  the  use  of  the 
language  imputed  to  me  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Worcester. 

Mr.  Robinson  observed,  that  he  had  the 
letter  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
in  print,  and  had  never  heard  it  denied 
before.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
J.  Rnssell)  had  justly  observed,  that  the 
British  Parliament  had  been  absolutely 
menaced  by  the  French  Canadian  party, 
and  their  supporters;  and  it  had  been 
said,  that  if  these  resolutions  were  at- 
tempted to  be  canied,  it  would  lead  to  a 
rebellion  in  Canada.  Now,  he  remem- 
bered that  last  year,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex   stated,  that   these  demands 


that  they  had  found  their  way  into  other 
provinces  of  British  North  America ;  in- 
deed, if  the  same  feeling  were  not  to  be 
found  there,  it  was  not  for  want  of  vast 
exertion,  and  great  assiduity  on  the  part 
of  the  Canadian  party,  who  had  sent 
forth  their  resolutions,  and  had  endea* 
voured  to  inoculate  the  other  provinces 
with  the  same  democratic  principles  and 
feelings.  But  let  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  now  call  to  mind  the  complete 
revolution,  in  point  of  feelingi  which  had 
taken  place  in  Upper  Canada  for  instance, 
where  similar  demands  had  been  made, 
since  last  year.  Let  him  remember  what 
in  that  province  had  been  the  effects  of 
the  juuicious  course  pursued  by  Sir 
Francis  Head — a  course  which  had  led 
to  a  complete  change  in  public  opinion  in 
Upper  Canada ;  and  he  would  venture  to 
say,  that  at  the  moment  at  which  he  was 
speaking,  there  was  not  a  colony  in  his 
Majesty's  dominions,  a  people  more  satis- 
fied with  the  constitution  under  which 
they  lived,  and  their  connexioa  with  the 
mother  country,  than  the  population  of 
Upper  Canada.  So  also  were  the  other 
North  American  Provinces;  and  ao, 
also,  would  be  the  people  of  Lower 
Canada,  if  they  were  freed  from  the  mis- 
chievous firebrands  that  were  sent  forth 
amongst  them.  The  Legislature  of  this 
country,  by  the  course  now  proposed, 
were  endeavouring  to  persuade  a  class  of 
men,  eminently  industrious,  virtuous,  and 
well-disposed,  to  preserve  the  connexion 
with  the  mother  country,  conscious  of  the 
benefit  of  her  protection,  that  happy  would 
be  their  lot  but  for  the  unfortunate  in- 
fluence exercised  over  them,  in  bringing 
them  in  opposition  to  the  Government. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite,  in  a  speech  of 
great  moderation,  had  pointed  out  the 
course  which  the  Government  meant  to 
pursue,  in  the  unhappy  exigency  which 
nad  arrived.  The  necessity  for  inter* 
ference  bad,  however,  now  arisen.  He 
contended,  that  neither  the  Canadian 
House  of  Assembly,  nor  the  Commons 
House  of  Parliament  were  justified  in 
exercising  their  privilege  of  stopping  the 
supplies,  except  in  an  extreme  case;  that 
powerful  engine  was  only  given  to  gusird 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  popular 
branch  of  a  government  like  that  of  this 
country,  agamst  invasion  by  the  Crown, 
or  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  Now, 
there  had  been  no  such  invasion  of  the 
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rights  and  privileges  of  the  House  of 
Assembly  in  Canada,  but  there  the  people 
had  made  use  of  that  engine,  and  said, 
until  a  change  was  made  in  their  consti- 
tution, they  would  not  pay  the  public 
servants  of  the  state.  Those  servants  had 
been  kept  no  less  than  a  period  of  four 
years  out  of  their  salaries,  the  victims  of 
an  experiment  to  extort  and  force  a  change 
in  the  Canadian  Constitution.  Anxious 
as  he  was  to  support  the  privileges  of  the 
House  of  Assembly,  he  should  cheerfully 
support  the  noble  Lord  opposite  in  the 
proposition  he  had  made,  and  take  suffi- 
cient from  the  funds  already  in  the  Trea- 
sury Chest  of  that  colony,  to  pay  the 
amount  of  arrears  now  due.  With  respect 
to  the  Executive  Council,  every  one  must 
concede  that  if  it  was  made  responsible  to 
the  House  of  Assemblv,  there  would  be  a 
complete  abrogation  of  the  rights  of  the 
Crown  in  that  colony.  Who  could  doubt 
either,  but  that  if  the  Legislative  Council 
was  made  elective,  the  rejection  of  mea- 
sures not  to  be  approved  would  be  thrown 
upon  the  Govemor-in- Chief,  and  thus  the 
whole  odium  would  be  thrown  on  the 
King*s  representative?  But  if  the  analogy 
of  the  United  States  was  to  be  preserved, 
the  next  step  of  the  Canadian  party  would 
be,  to  demand  an  elective  governor  also. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
stated  they  did  seek  that  change.  He 
did  not  doubt  it  would  be  the  next  step 
taken,  and  thus  a  democratic  form  of 
government  was  sought  to  be  established. 
He  differed  from  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
wording  of  the  fourth  resolution.  Why 
should  the  words  "  the  existing  state  of 
Lower  Canada"  be  introduced?  Because, 
if  they  meant  anything,  they  meant  that 
time  and  circumstances  might  arrive,  in 
which  Government  might  be  disposed  to 
concede  the  point.  He  would  tell  the 
noble  Lord,  that  he  must  be  both  firm 
and  conciliatory ;  he  must  concede  every 
thing  to  the  Canadians,  and  every  thing 
should  be  conceded  to  them  on  account 
of  their  prior  claims,  as  being  the  original 
proprietors  of  the  soil;  he  would  say 
notning  about  dominion  acquired  by  con- 
quest, a  term  which  was  frequently  used 
in  reference  to  Ireland,  although  "  agi- 
tation "  was  equally  well  known  in  both 
countries.  The  Commissioners  had  unani- 
mously declared,  that  the  claims  of  the 
British  American  Land  Company,  of  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  be  a  governor^  had 
l)eea  founded  on  such  principlesi  that  any 


attempt  to  shake  it,  would  shake  tiM 
foundation  of  all  property  in  that  colony. 
But  the  Commissioners  had  not  stopped 
there — ^they  had  informed  the  British 
people,  that  from  the  existence  of  that 
Company  the  colony  had  derived  most 
important  benefits.  It  had  caused  the 
employment  of  a  considerable  amount  of 
capital,  without  which  the  waste  lands 
would  never  have  been  improved,  and  it 
had  laid  a  foundation  for  the  Government 
to  pursue  a  wise  course  in  respect  to 
British  settlers  there,  and  to  enable  them 
to  render  the  colony,  in  a  few  years,  as 
flourishing  as  it  would  have  been  long 
ago,  but  for  the  antiquated  prejudices  of 
the  Canadians  themselves.  Some  of  the 
demands  which  they  had  made  were,  how- 
ever, such  as  could  not  be  acceded  to* 
One  demand  was  most  audacious — name* 
ly,  that  the  Imperial  Parliament  here, 
should  be  made  subservient  to  the  House 
of  Assembly  there.  They  denied  the  right 
of  that  House  to  legislate  for  the  colony 
in  extreme  cases.  He  protested  against 
that  audacious  doctrine.  The  noble  Lord 
had  alluded  to  a  case  last  year,  in  which 
the  House  of  Commons  unanimously  legis- 
lated  for  Jamaica.  He  admitted  that  there 
might  have  been  one  or  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  objected  to  that  course;  but  their 
number  was  so  small,  that  no  notice  was 
taken  of  the  circumstance.  To  grant  such 
a  demand  would  be  to  diminish  the  pre- 
rogatives of  the  Crown  in  Canada.  But 
if  such  demands  were  persisted  in,  and 
such  language  as  he  had  alluded  to  was 
continued  to  be  held  out  to  this  country, 
then  the  Canadians  should  be  told,  that 
the  British  House  of  Commons  would,  at 
a  dernier  resort^  abrogprate  the  constitu« 
tion  of  1791.  That  House  ought  not  to 
sacrifice  the  privileges  and  prerogatives  of 
the  Crown  to  any  of  our  colonies.  If  the 
Canadians  were  strong  enough  to  enforce 
their  demands,  they  should  be  told  at 
once,  that  the  time  had  arrived  when  they 
might,  like  the  United  States,  shake  off 
their  allegiance  altogether ;  for  he  had  no 
notion  of  people  continuing  to  live  under 
the  protection  of  this  country,  who  denied, 
or  attempted  to  deny,  their  allegiance  to 
the  British  Crown,  and  refused  to  yield 
obedience  to  the  Imperial  Legislature/ 
The  noble  Lord,  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  must  know,  if  they  were  well 
acquainted  with  the  state  of  the  colonies, 
that  the  threats  which  had  been  held  out 
on  th^  part  of  the  Canadians,  were  merely 
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used  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  the 
argamenU  of  the  Hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  recourse  to  them,  and  that,  in  fact, 
they  amounted  to  nothing  at  all  but  words, 
without  any  reality  in  the  general  feeling 
of  the  colonists  to  justify  ihem ;  and  it 
was  equally  true,  that  a  great  portion  of 
the  Canadians  would  detach  themselves 
from  the  dominant  party,  if  they  once 
saw,  that  while  the  British  Government 
was  determmed  to  maintain  its  authority, 
it  was  also  disposed  to  give  them  every 
assistance,  and  to  make  all  concessions 
that  were  not  likely  to  prove  inimical  to 
the  existing  privileges  of  his  Majesty's 
British  subjects  who  had  settled  there. 
Was  that  colony  to  be  governed  for  the 
universal  benefit  of  the  Canadian  people, 
or  for  a  portion  only  ?  He  would  repeat 
what  he  had  before  stated,  that  the  object 
of  the  Canadians  was,  to  secure  the 
nationality  of  Lower  Canada,  and  the 
French  laws.  He  had  no  wish  to  deprive 
them  of  those  laws — ^he  had  not  the  slight* 
est  wish  to  interfere  with  their  privileges ; 
but  to  allow  them  to  be  enjoyed  by  the 
Canadian  party  alone,  was  a  proposition 
to  which  he  never  would  consent.  He 
could  not  foretel  what  would  be  the  result 
of  the  present  unfortunate  state  of  affairs, 
because  much  would  depend  upon  the 
Canadian  party  itself,  and  on  the  una- 
nimity of  the  House  in  passing  these  re- 
solutions. Undoubtedly,  if  there  appeared 
to  be  a  great  division,  not  of  opinion  in 
the  debate,  but  of  numbers,  it  would  be 
very  unfortunate,  because  nothing  would 
be  more  calculated  to  assist  the  views  of 
the  extreme  party  in  Canada.  He  did 
not  ask  those  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  differed  from  htm,  to  abandon  their 
views,  but  he  hoped  that  no  obstacle 
would  be  thrown  in  the  way  of  the  Go* 
vemment,  and  that  the  resolutions  would 
be  adopted.  He  hoped  also  that  the 
French  Canadians  themselves  would  see 
that  they  had  been  resorted  to  in  an 
extreme  case,  and  that  they  would  have 
the  good  sense  to  submit  to  them,  because 
he  did  not  see  why,  if  these  resolutions 
were  adopted,  all  existing  differences 
fa  ould  not  be  settled. 

Mr.  O^Connell  said,  something  had 
'fallen  from  the  hon*  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down,  which  induced  him  to  take 
that  opportunity  of  delivering  a  few  words 
explanatory  of  his, own  opinions  on  this 
ouMtion.  The  hon.  Member  had  told 
tne  House,  thai  he  was  a  man  of  liberal 


opinions,  but  the  hon.  Member  had  the 
oddest  manner  of  showing  bis  liberaKty  that 
he  ever  knew,  and  especially  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  when  he  came  forward,  and 
used  such  exceedingly  harsh  language  as 
he  had  done  towards  the  Canadians.     Al- 
though he  was  ex  officio^  a  party  interested 
he  had  ventured  to  talk  of  the  audacity  of 
the  other  party,  that  party  being  the  re* 
presentatives  of  the  nation  assembled  in 
their  legislative  capacity  :  by  virtue  of  his 
privilege  as  a  Member  of  that  House,  he 
had  ventured  to  treat  men,  his  equals  in 
everything,   and    he  believed    his   supe- 
riors in  many  things,  with  the  language  he 
had  used.     Why  should  he  use  the  word 
"  audacity"  or  ••  audacious?"    The  men 
to  whom  he  applied  that  language  were 
men  who  had  been  elected,  not  by  bribery, 
not  by  corruption,  not  by  intimidation,  not 
by  the  power  of  the  aristocracy,  but   by 
the  people^  men    who    represented    the 
wants  of  the  people,  and  had  persevered 
in  an  honourable  course  against  every  ob- 
stacle in  maintaining  the  rights  and  privi* 
leges  of  their  constituents.  Why  the  hon. 
Member  himself  was  one  of  the  grievances 
of  which  the  colonists  complained.      It 
was  exceedingly  bad  taste,  then,  for  that 
hon.  Gentleman  to  put  himself  fort^ard 
as   their   antagonist ;  and  he  must  add, 
that  the  company  of  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  was  chairman   appeared  to  be  a 
direct  violation    of  the    principles    upon 
which  the  Canadians  ought  to  be  governed 
and  the  privileges  they  ought  to  enjoy. 
Therefore,  he  thought  they  were  justified 
in  opposing  it.     Having  disposed  of  that 
portion  of  the  subject,  he  would  express 
his  deep  regret  at  having  heard  the  pro. 
positions  which  had  emanated  from  the 
noble  Lord.     He  thouglit  they  contained 
some  of  the  very  worst  principles  of  the 
worst  Tory  times.    They  involved  prin« 
ciples  that  had  been  the  fruitful  source  of 
civil  war,  and  dissension,  and  distraction 
in  Ireland,  for  centuries.    The  analogy  be* 
tween  Canada  and  Ireland  wis  greater 
than  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  willrag  to 
admit.    In  fact  it  was  complete;  and  if 
they  came  to  names,  when  they  spoke  of 
Papineau    they    had   only  to  substitute 
another  name  with  an  O  at  the  beginning. 
The  cases  were  precisely  similar.    This 
House  of  Parliament  was  to  lav  hold  of 
the  monies  raised  by  the  Canaaians,  the 
Canadian  representatives  being  permitted 
to  exercise  only  one  of  the  functioas,  to 
raise  the  auppltee,  but  not  to  approptial« 
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thtrn*  But  the  one  function  ought  not  to 
be  separated  from  the  oth^r.  It  was  a 
men?  mockery  to  give  them  (he  power  of 
reising  money,  anathen  to  take  that  money 
^way,  Tbftt  was  the  very  thing  that 
made  the  Americans  resist — and,  blessed 
be  God  1  they  did  resist,  and  the  couse- 
queoce  bad  been  the  spread  pf  that  de- 
mocratic principle  which  had  been  abused, 
and  whicn  ought  to  be  abused,  by  those 
who  dislike  it,  and  who  felt  they  would  be 
losers  by  its  growth.  The  very  spirit  of 
resistance,  then,  was  involved  in  the  rcso- 
iutiooSf  The  bon.  Gentleman,  who  was 
chairman  or  director  of  the  company  con- 
cerned^ had  talked  of  the  necessity  for 
doing  this  or  that.  Why  necessity  was 
the  constant  plea  of  tyrants.  Was  it  not 
necessity  that  introduced  a  Coercion  Bill 
inlolreland?  Was  there  a  single  individual 
who  brought  forward  and  supported  that 
Bill  that  did  not  talk  of  the  necessity  for 
il  ?  The  plea  of  necessity  might  be  made 
to  justify  anything.  Well,  but  what  was 
the  necessity  in  this  case  ?  What  did  it 
teach  thera^  Try,  at  least  to  do  sorae- 
thlog  for  Canada— justice  for  Canada! 
Let  them  bavn  such  a  Legislative  Assem- 
bly as  they  wished  for«  and  if  they  perse- 
vered in  their  appeals  to  that  House,  he 
hoped  that  by  a  considerable  majority  they 
would  be  protected  from  being  deprived  of 
their  money.  He  protested  against  the 
jesolutions,  and  hoped  that  the  amendment 
jof  the  bon.  Member  for  Bridgewater 
would  be  adopted.  The  bon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Robinson)  had  talked  of  the  Cana- 
dian party.  Was  not  that  what  was  done 
im  Ireland  by  the  Orange  party  ?  The 
Canadian  party  were  the  people  oi  Canada. 
What  was  the  proof  of  that  ?  Why,  they 
returned  the  proportion  of  80  out  of  88  of 
the  Members  of  the  Legislature.  Was 
that  a  party  ?  What!  a  party  that  elected 
jK>  overwhelming  a  majority  of  the  Legis- 
lature ?  The  bon.  Gentleman  might  call 
it  a  party  if  he  pleased ;  and  he  sat  him- 
self m  aaeat  which  was  occupied  a  short 
time  ago  by  a  Gentleman  who  called  the 
Irish  nation  a  party  in  precisely  the  same 
kind  of  way.  The  Irish  nation  was  op- 
posed by  the  Orange  party,  and  that  party 
called  the  nation  a  party.  But  then  it 
would  be  objected  the  question  of  religion 
does  not  arise  in  Canada  so  much  ss  it 
does  in  Irdand.  No,  but  the  miserable 
distinction  of  party  did  \  and  if  religious 
dissensions  had  been  avoided  hitherto,  he 
did  QOt  tbiok,  from  certain  bints  which 


had  been  thrown  out,  that  Canada  would 
be  long  free  from  them.  It  appeared 
from  the  last  authentic  reports  that  314 
high  situations  and  important  offices  were 
filled  by  persons  of  British  birth,  and  only 
forty  by  Canadians.  He  would  not  say 
what  the  proportion  was  at  present,  he  did 
not  know  it  precisely,  but  he  had  reason  to 
believe  that  the  whole  proportion  of  persons 
of  British  birth  in  offices  of  influence  and 
emolument  was  exceedingly  great  as  com- 
pared with  the  Canadians.  In  short,  the 
Court  party,  if  he  might  so  call  them—' 
the  British  party,  was  the  Orange  party 
of  Canada.  He  wss  very  sorr^  to  perceive 
from  the  report  of  the  Commissioners  that 
they  seemed  to  be  in  favour  of  the  British 
party.  There  was  hardly  a  word  which 
had  been  used  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  that  might  not  have  been 
put  into  the  mouth  of  an  Orangeman  when 
speaking  in  reference  to  Ireland.  In  fact, 
he  had  heard  that  the  Orangemen  who  had 
gone  out  to  the  Canadas  had  joined  that 
party  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  sup- 
ported. When  he  had  heard  it,  he  bad 
told  his  informants,  "  why,  the  thing  is 
just  the  same  as  it  is  in  Ireland,  there  is 
an  Orange  party  there."  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  contended  that  if  we  protected 
Canada  she  was  bound  to  give  us  her  al- 
legiance. Was  she  not  able  to  protect 
herself,  then  ?  What  had  America  lost  by 
protecting  herself?  In  New  York  pro- 
perty would  sell  at  forty-five  years'  pur- 
chase, while  in  Canada  it  would  fetch 
only  eighteen  or  twenty  years'  purchase* 
What  was  the  reason  r  Because  there 
was  an  independent  system  of  govern- 
ment establisned  in  the  former  country. 
Why  should  not  Canada  have  a  legis- 
lative Government  of  its  own?  What 
could  be  more  miserable  than  to  be  go- 
verned by  its  present  left-handed  House 
of  Lords  ?  Why  should  any  irresponsible 
body  be  placed  over  it  by  the  Crown  ? 
Was  it  neces:^ary  for  the  protection  of  the 
Crown?  Certainly  not.  It  was  not  the 
way  to  secure  the  authority  of  the  Crown. 
Did  not  the  hon.  Gentleman  remember, 
that  during  the  American  war  an  officer 
rose  up  in  the  House  of  Commons  and 
said,  "  Give  me  an  army  ?  No,  I  do  not 
want  it.  Give  me  the  old  watchmen  of 
the  city,  and  I  will  march  from  one  end 
of  America  to  the  other."  But  what  was 
the  fact  ?  Some  of  the  finest  grenadiers 
that  ever  stepped  from  the  ranks  were  sent 
out  afterwards,  and  some  few  of  tliem  re« 
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turned,  but  not  crowned  with  laurels  of 
victory.  It  was  all  idle  vapour  to  say,  that 
a  people  could  be  outraged  with  impunity. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  join  him  in 
saying—"  Give  the  Canadians  further  con- 
stitutional privileges."  In  reply  to  the 
statements  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  with 
respect  to  the  complaints  of  the  Canadians, 
he  would  ask  him  if  he  had  ever  heard  of 
granting  lands  to  certain  persons  half  an 
hour  before  the  time  of  voting?  [Mr. 
Robinstm  said,  that  was  done  by  a  paclced 
House  of  Assembly.]  O!  that  was  right. 
A  packed  House  of  Assembly !  But  the 
hon.  Member  ought  rather  to  declare  that 
they  were  all  most  properly  elected.  The 
great  point,  however,  to  be  considered  was, 
that  Canada  ought  not  to  be  governed  for 
British  purposes  merely.  We  ought  not 
to  hold  It  for  one  moment,  and  we  could 
not  want  to  hold  it,  for  the  trifling  pecu- 
niaiy  advantage  to  be  derived  from  it. 
And  as  to  our  commercial  interests,  Com- 
merce,  instead  of  being  diminished,  would 
be  augmented  if  Canada  were  freed. 
There  was  not  a  man  in  that  House  but 
would  scorn  the  idea  of  levying  any  con- 
tributions on  the  Canadians.  Let  their 
interests  be  fairly  and  fully  stated  to  the 
House,  and  if  any  thing  appeared  which 
rendered  our  fixed  principles  of  govern, 
ment  inconsistent  with  the  benefit  of  that 
people,  let  us  generously  and  at  once  let 
them  go  free,  and  tell  them  if  we  cannot 
govern  them  for  their  benefit,  we  will  not 
govern  them  at  all.  But  he  implored 
them  not  to  assist  a  party  merely  —not  to 
leave  Canada  to  be  dealt  with  by  a  party 
onlv — ^not  to  hand  it  over  to  a  system  of 
jobbery  to  be  managed  by  persons  who 
only  wished  to  get  something  out  of  it.  Let 
them  not  create  a  party,  which,  when  it 
came  to  the  fair  test  of  representation,  hid 
its  diminished  head ;  nor  let  them  support 
any  party  in  plundering  the  people. 
Let  them  distinguish  between  robbery  and 
rectitude,  between  plunder  and  justice. 
Let  them  prove  that  they  were  governing 
Canada  for  the  good  of  the  Canadians,  or 
let  them  cease  to  take  money  from  the 
Canadian  people. 

Mr.  Patrkic  Stewart  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in 
the  analogy  which  he  had  attempted  to 
draw  between  the  cases  of  Canada  and 
Ireland^  because  he  had  thought  that  the 
grievances  of  Ireland  were  alwavs  attri- 
buted to  religious  distinctions,  which  had 

Veen  persisted  in  to  the  great  detriment  of 


the  peace  of  that  country.  In  Canada, 
there  was  not  now,  nor  had  there  ever 
been,  any  religious  distinctions  producing 
the  same  results.  Again,  Canada  difib'ed 
from  Ireland,  because  the  chief  point  in 
dispute  was  now,  that  the  legislative  body 
of  that  colonv  had  refused  to  perform  its 
functions  unless  something  which  they 
desired  should  be  granted  by  the  British 
Government  at  home.  He  dented  the 
analogy  also  with  regard  to  America;  the 
object  this  country  had  in  view,  in  the 
latter  case,  was  an  increase  of  our  reve- 
nue, but  with  Canada  we  had  no  quarrel 
of  that  kind.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to  con* 
tradict  something  which  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bridgewater,  with 
regard  to  the  prayer  of  a  petition  from 
Canada  which  he  had  the  honour  to  pre« 
sent  to  that  House  last  year.  The  follow- 
ing was  an  extract  from  the  petition :-» 

''That  your  petitioners,  deeply  deploring 
the  inevitable  necessity  of  external  legislation 
in  the  internal  affaira  of  the  province — a  ne» 
cessity  which  springs  from  the  systematic 
hostility  of  a  dominant  party  to  the  provincial 
Executive,  and  to  the  progress  of  rational  im« 
provement,  humbly  rely  on  the  wisdom  and 
jnstice  of  your  honourable  House  to  coneur  in 
such  modifications  only  of  the  provincial  con- 
stitution as  may  be  deemed  indispensably 
requisite  to  afford  permanent  relief  to  the 
financial  embarrassments  of  the  Executive,  to 
maintain  the  subsisting  connexion  between  the 
mother  country  and  the  colony,  and  to  preserve 
in  their  proper  places,  and  within  their  due 
limits  the  mutual  rights  and  privileges  of  all 
classes  of  his  Majesty's  subjects  within  this 
province." 

That  petition  was  signed  by  upwards  of 
12,000 ;  and  lest  it  should  be  said,  as  bad 
been  to-night,  attempted  in  vain  to  repre- 
sent them  as  identified  with  the  Orange 
party  in  Ireland,  the  professors  of  old  and 
by-gone  principles,  the  monopolisers  of 
power  and  place,  they  added  a  designa- 
tion of  themselves,  which  in  the  present 
state  of  political  feeling  within  those  walls 
should  have  some  weight  with  those  who 
sat  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the 
House.    This  was  their  designation  :— 

'^  Numbering  in  our  ranks,  many  who  were, 
both  in  Britain  and  Ireland,  foremost  in  the 
cause  of  Reform — ^independent  in  our  princi- 
pies—- unconnected  witn  office — of  all  classes 
and  all  creeds— bound  together  by  the  endear- 
ing recollection  of  a  common  origin,  and  the 
powerful  sentiment  of  a  common  danger,  we 
are  prepared  to  resist  to  the  utmost  the  efforts 
of  a  party  which,  under  the  specious  guise  of 
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power^  respect  from  intelligencey  and  consign 
us  to  unendarable  bondage." 

Sach  was  the  language  of  the  petition- 
ersy  and  yet  they  were  told  that  it  was  the 
unanimous  desire  of  the  Canadian  people 
that  they  should  so  far  npset  the  Consti- 
tution of  1791,  which  they  sought  to  per- 
petoate  by  introducing  into  the  Legislative 
Assembly,  the  slippery  unstable  foundation 
of  the  elective  principle.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bridgewater  said,  he  deprecated 
the  interference  of  the  British  Parliament 
in  the  internal  affairs  of  Canada.  But 
Sir  James  Mackintosh  admitted,  that  Par- 
liament had  the  right  of  interference.  He 
admitted  that  a  case  for  interference  might 
arise.  All  he  contended  for  was,  that  the 
circumstances  should  be  strong  enough  to 
justify  that  interference.  He  only  sought 
to  put  off,  for  six  months,  the  Act  intro- 
duced by  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry. 
His  language  in  1822  was, 

'^  He  was  anxious  that  his  view  of  this  ques- 
tion should  not  be  misunderstood.  His  own 
opinion  was,  that  such  a  power  (the  power  of 
making  and  of  aUering  laws  which  should  be 
binding  on  the  colonies)  did  inhere  in  Parlia- 
ment by  the  law  and  constitution  of  England. 
It  was  a  power  which  ought  not  to  be  wantonly 
or  indiscriminately  exercised,  but  which  should 
be  reserved  for  extraordinary  occasions — to 
preserve  the  unity  of  the  empire— to  prevent 
discord  between  distant  dependencies — to 
regulate  the  general  commercial  intercourse  of 
every  part  of  Europe — above  all,  to  correct 
any  extraordinary  act  of  direct  misrule  and 
oppression  which  the  provincial  governments 
might  commit." 

Now  he  maintained  that  the  necessity  had 
actually  arisen  in  the  case  before  them, 
for  the  interference  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. He  acknowledged  the  difficulties 
of  the  case,  and  that  they  were  even  pro- 
ceeding on  the  unpopular  principle  of 
legislating  against  the  majority ;  but  his 
defence  was,  that  that  majority  had  been 
got  up  by  a  system  forced  and  untenable. 
He  could,  for  instance,  name  one  member 
of  the  Assembly  who  had  been  denounced 
and  displaced  by  M.  Papineau,  because 
he  drew  back  from  the  course  into  which 
he  was  attempting  to  inveigle  them.  The 
hon*  Member  then  referred  to  the  Act  of 
1791,  which  Mr.  Pitt  acknowledged  to 
bean  eiperiment,  which  established  the 
franchise  on  one  principle  in  Upper,  and 
on  another  principle  in  Lower  Canada, 
and  which,  though  partially  remedied  by 
an  Act  in  1829,  still  contained  in  it  an 

inherent  ykiott^  principle.    The  franchise 


should  be  so  framed  as  to  include  the 
widest  range  of  the  population  settling 
there,  so  that  all  might  be  representea 
directly  or  indirectly  in  the  House  of  As- 
sembly.  He  could  not  but  express  his 
regret  that  the  present  occasion  should 
have  arisen,  but  he  must  say,  and  he  was 
sure  the  country  would  support  the 
opinion,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  acted 
consistently  as  the  friend  of  the  people, 
whetherabroad  or  at  home,  in  interfering 
as  he  did  in  this  matter*  They  talked  of 
interfering  with  the  money  of  the  Canar 
dians.  They  did  no  such  thing.  They 
did  not  even  repeal  the  Act  of  1831,  the 
Appropriation  Act ;  they  merely  took  the 
accumulations  which  had  arisen  under  it, 
which  had  not  only  not  been  appropriated 
but  unfairly  and  dishonestly  retained,  and 
assigned  them  to  the  purposes  for  which 
they  were  originally  destined,  when  that 
Act  was  passed.  He  inferred  from  the 
10th  Resolution  that  a  federal  assembly 
was  to  be  formed  from  the  two  provinces, 
to  which  would  be  intrusted  the  whole 
regulation  of  navigation  and  every  thing 
else  connected  with  the  trade  of  the  St. 
Lawrence,  by  which  the  old  cumbersome 
system  of  duty  would  be  completely  super- 
seded. If  that  were  the  intention  of  tlie 
noble  Lord,  he  would  say  it  was  pro- 
spectively the  most  valuable  of  all  the 
resolutions.  He  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  below  him  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck) would  have  no  concealment  here. 
There  was  no  doubt  they  would  have  si 
forcible  denunciation  of  the  resolutions, 
but  he  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  act  in  regard  to  the  Cana- 
dian question  as  he  did  on  a  recent  occa- 
sion with  respect  to  the  home  policy  of 
the  Government.  Before  special  measures 
had  been  introduced,  he  denounced  them 
all,  and  before  a  single  actor  had  appeared 
on  the  stage,  cried  "  Off,  off;*'  but  suc- 
cessively as  the  bills  were  produced,  he 
appeared  again  as  the  able  and  zealous 
supporter  of  them  all.  So  with  respect  to 
these  resolutions,  the  House  should  not 
place  much  stress  on  his  general  denun- 
ciations, assured  that  on  second  thoughts, 
and  on  discussing  them  separately,  he 
would  give  the  case  of  the  Canadians  his 
efficient  support.  He  hoped  the  Govern* 
ment  would  adhere  to  their  Resolutions, 
and  pursue  the  constitutional,  sound,  and 
safe  policy  of  extending  to  the  Canadas 
the  power  and  protection  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament. 
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Sir  W,  Moleswortk  had  lUteoed  atten* 
lively  to  the  s{>eech  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Howe  Department,  and 
to  those  who  had  spoken  on  the  same  side 
of  the  question,  without  hearing  any  argu- 
ment which  could  at  all  support  or  justify 
tlie  extraordinary  resolutions  which  had 
been  proposed  for  the  adoption  of  the 
House.  He  would  not  go  at  length  into 
the  sute  of  afl^airs  in  the  Canadas,  The 
hon.  Member  for  Worcester,  the  chairman 
of  the  British  American  Land  Company, 
and  the  hon.  Member  who  last  addressed 
the  House,  also,  he  believed,  a  member  of 
that  company,  took  occasion  to  deny  the 
similarity  which  existed  between  the  state 
of  affairs  in  Canada  and  Ireland  ;  whereas 
he  contended  with  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Kilkenny,  that 
Canada  was  but  Ireland  on  a  small  scale. 
On  the  one  side,  they  had  the  vast  majority 
of  the  people — on  the  other  "  a  miserable 
monopolizing  minority,"  arrogating  to 
^itself  superiority  of  place,  and  treating  the 
rest  of  the  people  as  aliens  in  blood.  He 
called  on  that  House  to  assist  the  repre. 
sentaiives  of  the  Canadian  people.  The 
Canadian  people  complained  of  certain 
grievances,  and  their  representatives  had 
adopted  the  constitutional  mode  of  refusing 
to  grant  the  supplies  till  those  grievances 
were  redressed.  The  noble  Lord  called 
on  the  British  Legislature  to  exercise  a 
sovereign  power  and  interfere  with  the 
House  of  Assembly  in  its  control  over  the 
revenues  of  the  province.  Now,  bad  the 
nobie  Lord  any  right  to  do  so  ?  He 
denied  that  the  British  Legislature  was 
sovereign  in  Canada  with  regard  to  money 
affairs.  The  first  question  was  one  of 
sovereignty.  According  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  Canada,  the  rights,  privileges,  and 
powers  of  the  House  of  Assembly  in 
regard  to  Canada  were  in  every  respect 
similar  to  the  rights,  privileges,  and  powers 
of  this  House  with  regard  to  the  King, 
They  were  founded  on  precisely  the  same 
.principle — namely,  that  the  Bepresenta- 
tives  of  the  people  should  alone  uetermine 
the  mode  and  manner  in  which  the  money 
levied  from  the  community  ought  to  be 
appropriated.  By  the  18th  Geo,  3rd, 
,tbis  priaciple  was  acknowledged  with  re- 
.gard  i9  all  the  colonies,  and  31st  Geo. 
3rd,  and  Ist  and  2nd  Wm.  4th  snecially 
aaserted  it  with  reference  to  Canaua.  The 
Lower  Assembly  was  supreme  in  money 
a^alrs.  With  that  supremacy  the  noble 
Lord  wished  now  to  interfere*    He  aU 


tempted,  in  that  respect,  to  alter  the  con« 
stitutioo  of  Lower  Canada.  It  had  beea 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridce- 
water  had  also  proposed  a  change  in  that 
constitution;  but  there  was  a  great  and 
palpable  difference  between  the  two  cases. 
An  alteration,  such  as  bis  hon.  Friend 
had  recommended,  being  ia  accordance 
with  the  wishes  of  the  people,  and  in 
deference  to  them,  was  an  act  of  coostw 
tutional  reform ;  whereas,  the  alteration 
proposed  by  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side,  was  in  direct  opposition  to  the  wishes 
of  the  people,  supported  by  the  superior 
force  of  a  foreign  and  extrinsio  power* 
became  an  act  of  grievous  tyranny.  Ia 
this  case,  if  the  people  were  strong  enough, 
they  were  morally  bound  to  have  recoitrae 
to  Uieir  right  of  resistance.  But  the  noble 
Lord  said,  that  tl>e  conduct  of  the  House 
of  Assembly  had  been  reprehensible.  He 
denied  that  the  noble  Lord  was  a  judge  of 
that  f^ct.  The  Crown  had  a  constitu- 
tional right  to  negative  the  measures 
passed  by  the  Canadian  Legislature,  but 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  had  no  right 
to  cite  the  House  of  Assembly  before  the 
tribunal  of  the  British  Parliament  It 
was  not  competent  for  them  to  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  that  Assembly  with 
regard  to  their  control  over  money  afiairs. 
Perhaps  the  British  Legislature  nad  such 
a  power,  but  not  the  right;  and  such  a 
power  being  founded  on  force  alone  was 
consequently  tyranaical.  It  was  argued, 
that  the  British  Parliament  having  granted 
a  constitution  and  certain  powers  of  con* 
trol  to  the  Canadians,  they  might  now  be 
legitimately  resumed.  That  was  an  ap- 
peal to  be  determined,  not  by  the  resolu- 
tions of  that  House,  but  by  those  means 
which  tyrants  employed  to  oppress  free- 
men, and  which  freemen  likewise  knew 
how  to  employ  in  order  to  defend  their 
valuable  constitutional  rights.  If  the 
noble  Lord  persevered  in  attempting  to 
carry  out  these  resolutions,  it  must  beconcie 
a  question  of  pure  force.  The  British 
Legislature  had  granted  a  sovereignty  to 
Canada  in  money  affairs ;  and  that  sove- 
reignty they  now  wished  to  resume.  He 
maintainedfit  was  the  control  of  the  purse 
which  constituted  the  essence  of  {reeaom; 
and  did  the^  think  the  Canadian  people 
would  permit  themselves  to  be  rendered 
slaves  by  the  resolutions  of  that  Hoose  ? 
The  people  of  this  countrv  had,  io  a 
similar  esse,  brought  about  tne  revolution 
•^io  a  similar  case,  they  denounced  the 
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monarch  who  dared  to  tax  them  without 
their  consent — in   a   similar   case,  their 
feUow-citizeos  of  the  United  States  bad 
them  de6ance  and  threw  off  their  yoke ; 
and  if  the  Canadians  were  of  that  race 
which   produced  Washington,  Jefferson, 
and  Franklin,  they  would  feel  themseWes 
in  that  position  which  made  every  man  of 
English  blood  a  rebel.     He  trusted,  how- 
ever, that  such  an  unfortunate  state  of 
circumstances  would  not  be  brought  to  a 
crisis.     He  firmly  believed  the  people  of 
England  would  not  permit  such  conduct 
on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord,  nor  allow 
their  representatives  to  adopt  the  means 
which  he  proposed  of  putting  down  their 
Canadian  fellow-subjects.  Probably  enough 
the  resolutions  would   be  carried.     The 
sympathies  existing  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  would,  probably  enough,  lead 
to  an  unholy  coalition  with  his  Majesty's 
Ministers    upon    the    present    occasion. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  wished  to  have 
the  conquest  of  Canada  a  precedent  for 
the  re-conquest  of  Ireland,  and  be  had  no 
doubt  they  would  join  most  willingly  in 
this  vile  and  unholy  crusade  against  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  freemen.     But  the 
Canadians  would  act  as  Englishmen,  and 
attempt,  he  confidently  expected,  by  every 
means  in  their  power,  to  shake  off  the 
yoke.    The  people  of  England,  he  was 
sure,  would  say  they  had,  in  that  case, 
done  right;  they  would  never  suffer  their 
representatives  to  give  the  noble  Lord,  the 
means  of  putting  the  Canadian   people 
down.     Let  the  House  look  at  this  qaes- 
tion,  in  conjunction  with  the  present  state 
of  the  Texas,   and  ask    themselves    if, 
having  failed  in  the  case  of  the  United 
States  when  they  stood  alone,  they  were 
likely  to  be  more  successful  in  a  similar 
struggle  against  the  Canadas,  backed  by 
ao  many  who  hated  the  name  of  monarchy, 
and  abhorred  an  act  of  tyranny  such  as 
this?    He  should  resist  the  Resolutions 
of  the  noble  Lord  in  every  stage,  con- 
tending first  of  all  that  they  had  no  right 
whatever  to  pronounce  a  judgment  on  the 
acts  of  the  Canadian  legislature,  they  not 
being  responsible  to  that  House ;  secondly, 
that  they  had  no  constitutional  right  to 
interfere  with  their  control  over  their  own 
money;    and  lastly,  because  the  eonae- 
ouence  of  such  an  attempt  must  lead  to 
the  violent  separation  of  the  two  countries 
or  a  dreadful  civil  war. 

Colonel  Thompion^  after  what  he  had 
b^ard  during  the  debate,  could  not  ayoid 


recommending  his  Majesty's  Government 
to  adopt  on  this  occasion  the  advice  of 
the  Scriptures,  and  to  *<  agree  with  their 
adversaries  quickly,"  because,  after  all  he 
had  heard,  he  had  not  found  one  reason 
advanced  on  either  side  to  show  why  the 
people  of  England  should  support  the 
Government  in  a  struggle  with  the  Ca- 
nadas. On  the  contrary,  he  had  been 
struck  with  some  strong  reasons  why 
their  wishes  should  be  exactly  opposite 
to  the  wishes  of  the  Government. 

'<  If  we  could  but  lose  Canada,  what  should 
we  gain  in  a  commercial  way  1  Would  not 
every  man  in  England  who  lives  in  a  hottse^ 
gain  a  substantial  sum  which  he  might  add  to 
the  amount  of  his  enioyments?  Is  not  Ca- 
nada kept  as  a  breeaing  pen  or  a  warren  to 
which  to  send  that  part  of  the  population 
which  is  not  allowed  to  live  at  home?  Do  not 
our  young  couples  marry  with  a  certainty  that 
they  are  to  breed  for  exportation?  Will 
the  people  of  England  think  it  worth  their 
while  to  struggle  for  the  maintenance  of  that 
system?  We  are  told  also  that  we  are  to  struggle 
for  the  present  Legislative  Council,  lest  there 
should  be  an  elective  one.  Why,  what  do  we 
want  ourselves  but  an  elective  Legislative 
Council  ?  Is  not  that  one  of  the  objects  which 
the  hearts  of  a  vast  majority  of  the  people  of 
England  are  visibly  at  this  moment  fixed 
upon?  Is  this  to  be  our  recruiting  cockade 
against  Canada—'  Don't  let  Canuda  have  an 
elective  Legislative  Council,  for  if  vou  do, 
there  will  be  an  elective' Council  herer  This 
is  what  is  proposed  to  us.  I  certainly  think 
that  the  reasons  for  an  elective  Legislative 
Council  for  Canada,  are  stronger  than  they  are 
for  one  in  this  country,  strong  as  they  may  be 
with  us.  There  is  a  sort  of  reverence  among 
the  people  for  a  House  of  Lords,  and  justly  so 
to  a  certain  extent.  Voltaire  onoe  said  to  an 
old  lady,  that  he  had  said  in  five  minutes  more 
good  of  the  Creator  of  the  world,  than  she 
had  ever  thought  of  him  in  all  her  life.  Now, 
let  roe  see  if  1  may  not  say  the  same  with  re» 
spect  to  the  House  of  Loids.  The  House  of 
Lords  contains  the  descendants  of  men  who 
once  possessed  substantial  power,  co*equal 
with  that  of  the  empire,  and  even  superior  to 
it.  It  still  maintains  much  of  that  reverence 
which  the  people  of  former  days  entertained 
for  it ;  but  dues  anything  of  that  kind  exist 
in  Canada?  Is  there  anything  there  bat  a 
mock  House  of  Lords." 

The  principle  acted  upon  seemed  to  be, 
that  wherever  the  people  attempted  lo 
govern  themselves,  these  efforts  were 
made  to  check  them.  Such  was  the  na- 
ture of  the  struggle  going  on  in  Canada, 
and  how  long  it  would  continue,  h^ 
could  not  says  but  history  told  them 
that  generally  the  people  eventually  sue- 
cteded.     Ho  thought  the  qneation  ia 
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the  present  case  was,  whether  they  would 
drive  the  people  of  Canada  to  say,  that 
the  only  Issue  to  which  they  could  bring 
this  contest  was  the  separation  of  the 
two  countries. 

Mr.  Roebttck :  A  few  nights  since,  in 
the  very  place  I  now  stand,  I  found 
myself  advocating,  in  conjunction  with 
his  Majesty's  Ministers,  justice  to  Ire- 
land. I  did  so,  and  T  would  fain  have 
hoped  that  they  did  so,  not  in  obedience 
to  any  pressing  exigency,  not  for  the 
sake  of  present  expediency,  but  in  accord- 
ance with  the  great,  lasting,  and  univer- 
sal principles  of  legislation,  with  those 
principles  which  teach  us  that  if  we  de- 
sire the  people  to  be  well  governed,  we 
must  allow  them  to  govern  themselves. 
This  hope,  however,  has  been  raised  only 
to  be  disappointed ;  a  week  has  not  passed 
before  my  illusion  has  been  destroyed, 
and  I  am  compelled  to  see  that  we  in  vain 
desire  such  conduct  from  men  in  office 
amongst  us,  for  they  have  neither  the 
capacity  nor  the  courage  to  be  consistent. 
We  have  now  before  us  a  case  in  all  its 
leading,  all  its  important,  particulars  pa- 
rallel to  that  of  Ireland.  We  have,  as  I 
shall  immediately  prove,  the  same  diffi- 
culties to  overcome,  the  same  prejudices 
to  face,  and  yet  I  now  find  new  and  very 
diflPerent  principles  invoked,  a  very  differ- 
ent conduct  pursued.  ''  England,"  said 
the  noble  Lord  a  few  nights  since,  "  has 
justice  because  she  is  inhabited  by  En- 
glishmen. Scotland,  because  inhabited 
by  Scotchmen."  Let  me  finish  his  sen- 
tence. "Canada  has  justice  denied  her, 
because  inhabited  by  Canadians."  The 
same  necessity  does  not  press  upon  the 
Government,  in  the  case  of  Canada,  as 
now  bears  them  down  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land. They  render  justice  upon  compul- 
sion ;  and  not  dreading  any  pressure  nrom 
without  to  force  them  to  be  just  to  a  dis- 
tant colony,  they  follow  their  usual  habit, 
the  natural  bent  of  their  inclinations, 
and  refuse  justice  to  Canada.  I  appeal, 
however,  from  the  decision  of  the  Go- 
vernment, to  the  people  of  England.  I 
appeal  to  the  people  of  Ireland — to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny,  and  his  friends 
in  this  House,  I  also  appeal.  We  have 
fought  their  battle,  the  battle  of  Ireland, 
manfully,  and  without  flinching.  That 
^ fight  still  rages!  If  we  are  to  hope  for 
success,  we  must  prove,  by  our  steady  love 
and  pursuit  of  justice,  that  we  deserve 
it.    If  we  desire  justice  for  Ireland,  we 


must  show  ourselves  ready  to  grant  it  to  a 
suffisring  colony.  We  must  prove  our- 
selves above  tne  paltry  prejudices  of  na- 
tional hostility.  If  we  seek  justice  for 
Irishmen,  who  are  our  subjects,  we  must 
not  deny  it  to  Canadians^  who  are  our 
subjects  also,  llie  cause  of  Canada  and 
Ireland  are  the  same — it  is  the  cause  of 
self-government  and  religious  liberty — it 
is  the  cause  of  the  suffering  many  who 
resist  the  overbearing  insolence  of  a  *'  mi- 
serable monopolising  minority.*'  I  call, 
then, upon  all  those  who  have  fought  the 
good  6ght  for  our  suffering  fellow-citizens 
across  the  Irish  Channel,  to  extend  the 
range  of  their  benevolence,  and  pFove, 
that  if  our  dominion  reaches  beyond  the 
broad  Atlantic,  so  also  does  our  justice, 
and  that  our  desire  for  good  government 
is  co-extensive  with  our  empire.  I  have 
said,  that  the  cause  of  Canada  and  Ireland 
are  the  same.  I  will  prove  that  assertion^ 
and  show^  that  the  enemies  of  the  majority 
*  in  both  countries  proceed  upon  the  same 
principles,  have  the  same  ends  in  view, 
while  the  people  >vhom  they  seek  to  op- 
press, are  in  all  particulars  labouring 
under  similar  difficulties.  Canada  and 
Ireland  have  both  been  conquered  by 
England ;  the  majority  of  the  people  in 
both  countries  are  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
persuasion  ;  and  in  both  countries  a  small 
minority,  who  call  themselves  English, 
have  hitherto  domineered  over,  and  in- 
sulted the  people  at  large,  whom  they 
always  stigmatise  as  foreigners  and  aliens. 
By  the  power  of  England,  this  monopo- 
lising minority  has  been  supported  in  both 
countries.  The  English  Established 
Church  has  been  excited,  and  an  attempt 
has  been  made  to  create  religious  as  well 
as  national  discord.  When  at  length  re-> 
form  has  been  loudly  called  for,  the  in- 
terests of  the  minority  have  been  set  up 
in  opposition  to  the  cry  for  justice :  the 
minority  has  been  called  English,  and  its 
interests  falsely  identified  with  those  of 
England — the  majority  has  been  branded 
as  foreigners  and  aliens,  and  their  inter- 
ests have  been  held  up  to  public  prejadice 
and  hate,  as  hostile  to  those  of  England. 
In  the  one  case  the  Ministry  seek  to  sup* 
port  (he  cry  for  justice — in  the  other  they 
oppose  it.  The  only  reason  that  I  can 
find  for  this  discrepancy  is,  that  they  love 
not  justice,  for  her  own  sake,  but  are  her 
friends  and  supporters  by  necessity.  I 
will  now,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  lay  the  case*  of  Canada  before 
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them.  As  shortly  as  I  am  able,  I  will 
relate  the  history  of  her  wrongs,  describe 
the  claims  she  now  makes  for  jastice,  and 
explain  and  answer  the  reasons  which  are 
adduced,  in  order  to  lead  ns  to  refuse 
her  righteous  and  oft-reiterated  demands. 
The  House  must  bear  in  mind,  that  the 
present  discussion  relates  solely  to  Lovir^er 
Canada.  The  case  of  the  Upper  province 
is  a  separate  matter,  that  must  hereafter 
occupy  our  attention.  In  the  year  1791, 
the  then  province  of  Quebec  was  divided 
into  two  separate  colonies,  the  one  called 
Upper,  the  other  Lower  Canada.  Lower 
Canada  was  then,  as  now,  chiefly  inha- 
bited by  persons  descended  from  French 
proprietors,  and  was  governed,  as  re- 
spected civil  law,  according  to  the  Cus- 
toms of  Paris.  By  31  Geo.  3rd,  c.  31, 
a  constitution  was  granted  to  Lower  Ca- 
nada, in  form  something  similar  to  our 
own,  in  substance  widely  different.  The 
Government  was  tripartite — 1.  There 
was  a  Governor,  representing  not  the 
King,  but,  in  reality,  being  the  mere 
lieutenant  of  the  Colonial  Minister.  Not, 
indeed,  responsible  to  the  people,  but 
wholly  subject  to  the  ministry  at  home  : 
in  nothing  did  he  resemble  the  King  in 
England.  He  was  merely  the  lieutenant 
of  the  Colonial  Minister.  I  do  not  mean 
Lord  Glenelg  ;  but  I  mean  certain  parties 
who  inhabit  a  certain  office  in  Downing- 
street ;  and  I  doubt  not  there  is  a  certain 
person  siting  under  that  gallery  who  is  the 
real  colonial  minister.  2.  There  was  a 
Legislative  Council,  called  the  upper 
House ;  but  in  nothing  else  resembling 
the  House  of  Lords,  having  no  wealth,  no 
estates,  and  chosen  for  life,  chiefly  from 
among  the  official  ranks.  They  thus  con* 
stitute  a  faction,  having  no  natural  ties  or 
influence  in  the  country  ;  and,  thirdly  and 
lastly,  there  was  created  a  Hopse  of  As- 
sembly, which  really  represents  the  whole 
population.  Such  was  the  constitution.  I 
will  now  proceed  to. detail  the  consequences 
of  creating  it.  The  real  history  of  the  present 
discontents,  the  circumstances  which  have 
given  birth  to  all  the  existing  disquietude,  as 
well  as  the  great  principles  really  involved 
in  the  discussion,  are  all  carefully  kept  in 
the  back  ground  by  those  who  favour  the 
present  ministerial  scheme ;  and  this 
House  is  now  called  upon  to  act  blindfold 
in  a  most  delicate  aud  difficult  case.  1 
will  now  endeavour  to  state  for  the 
information  of  the  House — briefly,  indeed, 
but  I  hope  clearly-^the  real  story  of  this 


long-continued  and  dangerous  strife.  Some 
years  after  the  constitution  I  have  just 
described  was  granted  to  the  Canadians, 
they  became  fully  sensible  of  the  value  of 
the  gifl,  and  determined  to  use  it  to  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  intended.  This 
determination  quickly  brought  out  the 
latent  errors  that  had  been  committed  in 
the  construction  of  their  Government.  The 
sinister  interests  of  the  Legislative  Council 
were  at  once  brought  to  light,  as  well  as 
the  mischievous  power  which  the  con- 
stitution gave  of  successfully  promoting 
them.  The  House  of  Assembly  desired  to 
relieve  the  mother  country  from  all  unne* 
cessary  burdens,  and  sought  to  take  charge 
of  their  own  peculiar  concerns.  To  this 
end,  in  the  year  1810,  they  demanded 
permission  to  provide  for  their  own  civil 
expenditure.  The  House  of  Commons 
may  not  know  that  within  the  lifetime  of 
most  of  its  members  there  were  committed 
acts  by  the  English  rulers  of  Canada  very 
, similar  to  those  which  this  House  had  to 
bear  in  the  reign  of  Charles  the  first.  For 
the  demand  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
three  of  its  Members  were  sent  to  gaol  by 
Sir  James  Craig,  and  were  eventually  con- 
temptuously turned  out  of  prison,  with- 
out trial  or  explanation.  It  may  be  de- 
manded of  me  why  this  outrage  was  com- 
mitted. The  answer  to  the  question  is  the 
key  to  all  the  future  discontents  and  dis- 
putes, and  explains  the  present  condition 
of  the  province.  The  official  people  of 
Canada  dreaded  responsibility  to  the  House 
of  Assembly.  They,  therefore,  at  the 
outset  thus  violently  opposed  the  demands 
which  they  clearly  saw  necessarily  brought 
with  them  this  disagreeable  condition* 
The  great  expenditure  of  England,  and  the 
pressing  difficulties  of  our  position  during 
the  great  struggle  with  Napoleon,  at 
length  compelled  the  colonial  Government 
to  accept  the  offer  of  the  Canadian 
representatives  ;  but  the  official  tribe  did 
not  lose  their  fear  of  responsibility,  and 
therefore  determined  to  lessen  the  evil 
they  could  not  wholly  avoid.  Three  several 
plans  to  this  end  were  devised,  and  these 
three  plans  are  at  this  moment  in  full  force, 
andare  about  to  be  carried  partially  into 
effect  by  the  noble  Lord.  The  one  was, 
first  to  demand  that  the  monies  to  pay 
the  expenses  of  the  Government  should  be 
voted  in  one  sum,  in  what  was  then  termed 
en  bloc  leaving  the  distribution  of  the 
several  salaries  and  items  in  the  Executive 
Government.  To  this  demand  the  House  of 
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AsBembly  would  not  aciiede,  and  now 
was  shown  the  real  oharacter  of  the  Legis* 
laiive  Council.  That  body  determined 
to  receive  no  appropriation  Bill  unless  the 
money  were  voted  en  bloc.  A  disgraceful 
fight  was  maintained  on  this  point  by  the 
official  party,  aided  by  the  colonial 
minister,  and  using  the  Legislative  Council 
as  their  weapon  of  attack  and  defence* 
The  justice  of  the  Assembly's  demands, 
however,  eventually  prevailed,  and  the 
civil  expenses  were  allowed  to  be  voted  by 
items.  The  next  scheme  after  this  failure 
was  somewhat  more  artfully  concocted. 
It  was  determined  to  demand  a  permanent 
civil  list— one  for  the  life  of  the  sovereign. 
This  was  also  resisted  :  and  the  House  of 
Assembly  was  again  successful.  It  was 
then  proposed  to  have  a  civil  list  for  a  term 
of  years.  To  this  again  the  House  of 
Assembly  has  repeatedly  refused  to  accede^ 
and  their  determination  on  this  head  is 
now  as  firm  as  ever.  The  House  saw 
plainly  what  was  the  real  intent  of  the 
scheme  proposed  ;  and  as  they  determined 
thai  the  public  officers  should  be  respon- 
sible  to  the  representatives  of  the  people, 
they  wisely  refused  to  permit  this  scheme 
to  be  carried  into  effect.  I  shall  hereafter 
have  to  discuss  this  matter,  when  speaking 
of  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord.  The  third 
scheme  to  which  I  have  alluded  had  the 
same  end  in  view,  viz.,  to  escape  from  the 
disagreeable  responsibility  to  the  House 
of  Assembly  which  threatened  the  official 
party.  The  scheme  consisted  in  separating 
the  revenues  of  the  provinces  into  two 
distinct  classes,  and  withdrawing  one 
class  wholly  from  the  control  of  the  As- 
sembly. The  House  of  Assembly  saw 
through  this  scheme  also,  and  again 
wisely  determined  to  bring  every  portion 
of  the  revenue  derived  from  the  people  of 
the  province  under  their  own  control.  The 
struggle  of  the  two  parties  was,  on  these 
two  points,  carried  on  between  the 
representatives  of  the  people,  strong  to 
defend  the  public  interests,  and  to  make 
the  public  servants  responsible ;  and  by 
the  official  tribe,  endeavouring  to  fight  on 
this  painful  scrutiny,  and  to  maintain  their 
long-enjoyed  and  pleasant  freedom  from 
any  check  or  control.  Let  this  House 
bear  in  mind  that  they  are  now  called 
upon  to  decide  which  of  these  two 
parties  have  justice  on  their  side. 
In  carrying  out  their  determination  to 
make  public  officers  responsible,  the  House 
of  Assembly  demanded  to  see  the  accounts 


of  the  Receiver-general  of  the  provinces. 
Now,  I  beg  the  serious  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  history,  as  it  shows  the 
real  purposes  and  principles  of  the  two 
contending  parties.  Hon.  Members  will 
hardly  believe,  that  tliese  accounts  were 
for  a  long  series  of  years  steadily  refused. 
At  length,  however,  the  House  was  deter* 
mined  to  bring  the  question  to  issue,  and 
they  refused  supplies.  This  proceeding  fiir«- 
ced  the  Governor-general,  Lord  Dalhousie, 
to  draw,  in  spite  of  himself,  upon  the  Re* 
ceiver-general,  who  was  then  found  to  be 
a  defaulter  to  the  amount  of  100,000/* 
I  now  entreat  the  House  to  remark  upon 
the  peculiar  points  of  this  ease.  Here  waa 
a  public  servant  refusing  to  show  his  ac- 
counts. Who  supported  him  in  his  con- 
tumacy? The  Executive  or  Legislatire 
Councils,  the  official  party—* brother  offi* 
cials— with  the  Governor  at  their  head* 
And  in  what  did  they  support  him  ?  In 
hiding  his  bankruptcy — in  robbing  the 
public.  Let  me  inform  the  House  that 
this  debt,  amountingjto  150,000^  principal 
and  interest  is  still  unpaid.  So  hr  ae 
regards  one  of  these  immaofriate  gentle* 
men,  the  official  peof^e  of  Lower  Canada. 
This  struggle  respecting  the  Reoelver<g0- 
neral  continuing,  and  the  House  refusing 
to  furnish  any  supplies  but  in  items  and 
annually,  and  also  demanding  to  see  the 
accounts,  Lord  Dalhousie  was  left  wttboat 
any  money  legally  at  his  disposal;  he, 
nevertheless,  put  his  hand  into  the  public 
coffers,  and,  without  legal  warrant,  used 
it.  This  outrage,  as  it  waa  then  deemed—^ 
though  later  times  have  effaced,  by  repe- 
tition, the  notion  of  its  being  an  outrage-— 
raised  the  anger  of  the  Asseimbly  to  such  a 
point  that  they  determined  to  petition  the 
Imperial  Pariiament,  stating  their  grier* 
ances,  and  requiring  at  their  hands  a 
remedy.  In  1828,  in  consequence  of  this 
petition,  a  Committee  sat  to  inquire  into 
the  situation  of  Lower  Canada,  and  that 
Committee,  though  of  an  unreformed 
Parliament,  justified  entirely  the  House 
of  Assembly,  severely  rebuked  tlie  Qover« 
nor,  and  proposed  to  do,  what  the  noUe 
Lord  now  proposes — to  reform  the  Legis- 
lative Council.  At  that  time  had  the 
reform  proposed  been  honestly  carried 
out,  this  change  in  the  character  of  the* 
Legislative  Council  would  have  satisfied 
the  people  of  Canada.  Now  no  such  paU 
Itation  will  be  sufficient.  They  have 
learned  by  subsequent  experience  that 
reforms    are    not  to  foe    expected    from 
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Dowatog-f treet,  and  th^y  in  their  next 
petition  demanded  a  complete  change  in 
the  constitution  of  the  second  charter. 
The  reason  of  this  demand  was  the  non- 
performance on  the  part  of  the  Government 
of  its  promise  to  reform  the  colonial  ad* 
ministration.  All  the  former  abuses  were 
suffered  to  exist)  and  to  increase,  and  new 
ones  haye  been  added.  The  House  again 
petitioned,  and  no  redress  was  granted. 
They  thereupon  again  stopped  the  sup- 
plies, and  have  resolved  not  to  grant  money 
till  their  grievances  are  redressed.  I  will 
now  shortly  state  what  their  grievances 
are,  and  what  is  the  plan  which  they  pro- 
pose as  a  remedy,  and  contrast  it  with  that 
now  submitted  to  us  by  the  noble  Lord. 
The  grievances  I  am  about  to  enumerate 
are  elaborately  set  forth  in  ninety-two 
resolutions  of  the  House  of  Assembly.  I 
admit  they  are  too  numerous ;  their  griev* 
ances  might  have  been  summed  up  in  two 
words  —  **  bad  government."  To  those 
resolutions  the  House  still  adheres,  so  that 
I  cannot  be  said  to  act  on  this  matter 
without  authority.  1.  The  first  class 
of  gvitvances  relates  to  finance.  The 
House  of  Assembly  complains  that  a 
revenue  is  raised  from  the  people  without 
their  consent  that  the  control  of  the  pro- 
vincial revenue  is  withdrawn  from  the 
House— and  that  accounts  have  hitherto 
been  denied.  2.  The  second  class  of 
grievances  relate  to  the  administration  of 
justice.  The  judges  are  wholly  irrespon* 
sible,  and  the  present  disgraceful  situation 
of  the  judicial  bench  proves  the  necessity 
of  an  immediate  and  searching  reform. 
They  complain,  moreover,  that  all  judicial 
reforms  by  which  justice  may  be  made 
cheap  and  easily  accessible-^have  been 
refused  by  the  Legislative  Council.  3. 
The  House  complains  that  the  revenues 
which  ought  to  have  been  devoted  to 
public  instruction  have  been  diverted  from 
that  end.  The  Jesuits'  estates  belong 
to  the  public,  but  have  been  usurped  by 
the  official  party  and  applied  to  their  own 
uses.  The  House  complains  bitterly  of 
this  enormous  grievance  ;  moreover,  they 
further  complain  that  1,600  primary 
schools  have  been  closed  by  the  Legislative 
Coiiocil,  acting  from  party  and  personal 
pique.  4.  They  further  complain  that 
the  British  Parliament  interferes  with 
internal  concerns  ;  and,  5.  They  assert 
that  the  general  administration  of  the 
Government  is  mischievous,  creating 
jaalousieSy   distrusts,   and  alarm,   doing 


many  things  which  it  ought  not  to  do/und 
leaving  undone  those  things  which  it  ought 
to  do.  They  complain,  in  fact,  that  ths^ 
are  deprived  of  the  Government  of  their 
own  affairs,  and  they  say  that  they  are 
made  the  prey  of  a  faction,  who  cajole  the 
people  of  £ngland,  and  rob  the  people  of 
Canada.  Such  being  the  evil,  the  House 
of  Assembly  thought  it  necessary  to  suggest 
a  remedy.  Knowing  well  the  seat  of  the 
disease,  their  remedy  is  applied  to  the 
really  peccant  part,  and  would,  if  adopted, 
completely  eradicate  the  evil.  The  evil  is 
the  irresponsibility  of  the  public  servants  ; 
the  means  by  which  this  irresponsibility 
has  been  maintained  is  the  Legislative 
Council.  This  council  is  responsible  to 
no  one,  and  therefore  recklessly  pursues 
its  own  interest,  and  treats  with  contempt 
the  interests  of  the  province.  The  House 
of  Assembly,  therefore,  proposes  to  render 
this  body  elective,  thus  making  it  respon- 
sible to  the  people,  and  depriving  it  of  that 
reckless  and  mischievous  character  which 
now  distinguishes  it.  They  propose 
further  to  this  House  to  repeal  the 
Canadas  Tenures  Act,  and  the  Aet  creating 
a  Land  Company,  because  such  Acts 
Interfere  with  their  internal  Government. 
And,  lastly,  they  require,  that  all  the  reve- 
nues of  the  province  should  be  subjected  to 
the  control  of  the  provincial  legislature. 
1  will  immediately  proceed  to  the  discussion 
of  certain  objections  which  have  been  urged 
to  this  plan,  but  before  I  do  so  I  would 
beg  of  the  House  to  compare  the  enormous 
extent  of  the  difficulties  of  the  case  before 
us,  and  then  to  estimate  the  worth  of  those 
inadequate  remedies  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lore).  The  representatives  of  a  great  oo^ 
lony  have  repeatedly  petitioned  for  redress. 
You  have  told  them  that  you  would  give 
all  due  attention  to  their  complaints,  and 
to  that  end  you  sent  out  an  expensive  com- 
mission to  investigate  their  grievances. 
The  people  told  you  long  since,  and  your 
own  Commissioners  tell  you,  that  the  points 
in  dispute  are  great  questions  of  policy,  in- 
volving principles  upon  which  rests  the 
whole  science  of  government.  You  are 
told  that  a  people  complain  of  the  respon- 
sibility of  its  public  servants.  You  hear 
that  supplies  have  been  refused  by  a  vote 
almost  unanimous  of  the  House  of  As« 
sembly.  You  see  that  demands  are  made 
to  remedy  a  defective  constitution,  and  the 
noble  Lord  brings  before  yournot ice  a  piti- 
ful evasion  of  the  whole  matter  in  dispute 
—a  sort  of  cut-purse  remedy,  *'  Rob  oiu 
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the  Exchequer^  Hal/'  being  his  motto  and 
rule  apon  the  occasion.  He  proposes 
merely  to  pay  certain  arrears  of  salary,  to 
destroy  thus  the  moral  force  of  the  Assem- 
bly,  and  to  leave  the  whole  evil  without  the 
least  remedy  or  check.  The  coming  year 
must  bring  back  every  difficulty;  again 
arrears  will  exist ;  again  supplies  will  be 
refused;  again  the  Legislative  Council 
will  be  complained  of;  and  again  the 
official  tribe  will  send  their  hirelings  across 
the  Atlantic^  and  rouse  the  sympathies  of 
their  brother  officials  in  Downing-street. 
Compare,  I  say,  this  paltry  expedient,  this 
shuffling  and  disgraceful  evasion  of  the  dif- 
ficulty,  with  the  bold,  honest,  and  com- 
prehensive plan  of  the  Assembly.  You 
may  call  yourselves  statesmen,  and  fancy 
yourselves  superior  to  the  people  whom 
you  are  about  to  insult ;  but  the  day  is 
not  far  off  when  your  punv  efforts,  your 
pretences  at  legislation,  will  receive  the 
scorn  they  so  richly  merit,  and  contempt 
will  be  duly  reflected  from  the  measures  to 
their  authors.  Look,  too,  Sir,  at  the  ma- 
chinery which  has  been  employed  to  pro- 
duce this  mighty  project  of  legislative 
wisdom.  Not  content  with  the  statements 
of  the  people's  representatives,  you  sent 
ont  an  expensive  commission  to  make  in- 
quiries, and  now  propose  to  do  what  you 
could  have  as  easily  have  done  two  years 
since.  Have  all  your  inquiries  had  this 
effect  alone  ?  Have  your  three'  special 
Commissioners  done  nothing  more  than 
this  ?  Has  all  their  wisdom,  and  that  of 
the  ministry  to  boot,  been  able  to  suggest 
no  wiser  plan  than  this  pitiful  pettifogging 
chicane  ?  In  good  truth.  Sir,  spite  of  my 
indignation,  I  cannot  help  pitying  the 
degraded  position  both  of  the  Government 
and  their  Commission  in  this  wretched 
proceeding.  Having  mentioned  the  Com- 
mission and  the  Commissioners,  I  will 
here  express  my  opinion  of  themselves, 
their  proceedings,  and  their  production. 
The  very  appointment  of  the  Commission 
was  in  itself  an  insult  to  the  people  with 
their  representatives  at  their  head.  You 
had  given  the  people  a  constitution,  and 
the  representatives  nave  the  marked  con- 
fidence of  their  constituents.  This  body 
often  sent  back  to  the  people,  and  as  often 
re-elected,  set  forth  their  measures  and 
their  demands,  and  you  in  answer  sent  out 
a  body  of  Commissioners  to  make  inquiries 
as  to  the  truth  of  the  Assembly's  com- 
plaints. That  is,  you  set  aside  the  state- 
ments of  the  natural  leaders  of  the  people 


— of  persons  bom  among  them,  well  knoir* 
ing  their  failings,  wants,  and  wishes,** 
acquainted  with  their  manners  and  their 
laws — and  you  sent  out  these  gentlemen 
from  this  country  to  supersede  the  House 
of  Assembly  in  their  function  of  represent- 
ation, the  grievances  of  the  people^  to  the 
Throne  and  to  Parliament.  Now  the  first 
inquiry  necessarily  must  be,  is  there  any 
peculiar  knowledge  or  certainty  in  these 
persons  to  fit  them  for  this  invidious 
position  ?  Before  we  can  answer  such  a 
question  we  must  know  what  was  the  sub- 
ject matter  of  their  inquiries.  Let  it  be 
remembered  that  the  subject  matter  of 
inquiry  was  here  twofold — 1st.  A  great 
practical  difficulty  arising  in  the  govern- 
ment of  a  colony  under  very  novel  and  in- 
tricate circumstances;  2iid,  A  body  of 
very  complicated  laws  which  are  said 
to  require  reform.  This  body  of  laws  is 
composed  of  the  old  Roman  or,  as  it  is 
called,  the  civil  law,  of  the  Customs  of 
Paris  as  existing  in  the  seventeenth  cen- 
tury, certain  portions  of  the  English  coni« 
mon  law,  of  the  English  statute  hw,  of 
ordonnanceSy  and  provincial  statutes. 
Now,  who  do  we  send  there  in  these  dififi- 
cult  and  intricate  affairs  1  Men  bred  to 
the  study  of  government  as  a  practical 
science— -of  jurisprudence,  of  positive  law  f 
No,  no.  The  first  commissioner  is  a  sort 
of  country  squire — a  peer,  indeed,  but  in 
his  habits  and  education  a  mere  coantry 
gentleman,  whose  knowledge  of  the  Pan-* 
dects  is  probably  confined  to  the  fact  that 
they  were  compUed  by  Justinian;  neither 
can  he  be  supposed  to  know  much  of 
Canadian  law.  Sir  George  Gipps  is  a 
soldier ;  and  Sir  Charles  Grey,  though  an 
East  Indian  judge,  cannot  be  expected  to 
know  more  than  his  Colleagues.  They 
have  been  extolled  because  of  opposite  po- 
litical sentiments ;  and  the  Report  on  year 
table,  evinces  the  greatly  beneficial  result 
of  quarrelling  commissioners.  Sir  George 
Gipps  has  a  leading  towards  liberality ; 
Sir  Charles  Grey  is  a  high  Tory;  and  as 
for  poor  Lord  Gosford,  he  seems  to  have 
led  a  disagreeable  life,  between  the  snarl* 
ing  Whig  and  the  arrogant  Tory,  and  was 
evidently  distressed  to  choose  between  Uie 
two,  knowing  nothing  of  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  dispute.  Such  is  your  piebald  eooi- 
mission,  which  superseded  the  Represeat* 
atives  of  the  people  in  their  duty  of  dis- 
covering and  explaining  the  grievances 
and  wants  of  the  community.  And  what 
has  the  Commission  done  ?    It  has  done 
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jast  what  I  predicted  it  would  do— spent 
moni^y^  and  gained  no  information.  Look 
at  the  Report — I  hope  hon.  Members 
have  read  it.  The  noble  Lord,  indeed, 
thought  fit,  in  his  official  capacity,  to  give 
it  official  praise :  but,  unburthened  by  any 
conventional  authority,  I  am  bound  to 
say,  that  a  more  unworthy  document  was 
never  laid,  upon  your  table.  It  sins  in 
every  possible  way  against  the  rules  ac- 
cording to  which  such  a  document  ought 
to  be  framed^confused,  contradictory, 
illogical,  insincere,  containing  few  facts 
worthy  of  record,  and  no  reasoning  worthy 
of  the  name ;  it  is  beneath  contempt ;  it 
is  a  disgrace  to  its  authors,  and  to  the 
Qovemment  to  which  it  is  addretised.  I 
defy  any  one  to  point  me  out  a  single 
particular  of-  importance  of  which  the 
Government  had  not  already  ample  inform* 
ation.  I  challenge  any  one  to  show  me 
an  argument  which  is  not  condemned  bv 
the  premises  stated  in  the  volume  itself. 
It  teUs  no  truth  worth  knowing — ^it  records 
many  falsehoods  long  since  refuted—- it 
baa  cost  a  large  sum  of  money,  and  will 
probably  cost  us  also  the  colony  itself.  I 
now,  Sir,  return  from  this  disression  to 
the  consideration  of  the  two  ]^ans  of  re- 
form before  us  %-  and  I  first  solicit  the 
attention  of  the  House  to'  that  proposed 
by  the  Assembly.  The  objects  of  the 
Assembly  are  twofold — 1st,  they  desire  to 
make  all  the  public  functionaries  respon- 
sible to  the  people  whom  they  serve;  and, 
2nd,  they  desire  to  have  subject  to  the 
control  of  the  representatives  of  the  people 
the  whole  of  the  revenue  derived  from  and 
paid  by  them.  To  these  ends,  the  first 
great  means  is  the  destruction  of  the  irre- 
sponsibility of  the  Legislative  Council,  by 
which,  in  fact,  hitherto  every  malversation 
has  been  defended,  every  recusant  officer 
protected,  every  abuse  of  whatsoever 
description  supported.  In  accordance 
with  the  successful  practice  of  their  intel- 
ligent and  powerful  neighbours  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  the  Canadian 
House  of  Assembly  have  endeavoured  to 
render  this  second  chamber  elective.  My 
ownopinM>non  the  matter  has  been  very 
freely  expressed  to  them;  and  I  have 
sought  to  convince  them  that  this  was  not, 
in  my  belief,  the  wisest  plan — my  scheme 
contemplated  the  abolition  of  the  Council. 
However,  to  this,  as  far  as  I  can  ascertain 
it,  I  believe  the  feeling  of  the  people  to 
•be  averse.  They  believe  that  a  second 
VOL.  XXXVI.  {JSH} 


chamber  is  requhiteto  wise  legislation^ 
and  this*  opinion  they  share  inr  common 
with  the  large  majority  of  those  who  have 
spoken  and  written  on  the  subject.  This 
elective  council  it  is  proposed  to  elect  by 
a  different  mode  from  that  by  which  the 
Assembly  is  chosen;  and  the  councillom 
are  to  be  eligible  at  a  later  period  of  life 
than  the  members  of  the  Assembly.  Their 
number  also  is  to  be  smaller.  In  short, 
the  model  is,  the  Senate  of  the  various 
legislatures  of  the  United  States.  In 
the  Report  on  your  table,  the  Com- 
missioners, though  opposed  to  this  elective 
Council,  are  obliged  to  confess  ''  that  in 
sach  a  country  (as  Canada)  the  people 
will  be  little  inclined  to  respect,  any  legis- 
lative body  which  does  not  emanate  from 
themselves ;  and  that  this  effect  must  be 
enhanced  in  Lower  Canada  by  the  exam- 
ple of  the  powerful  states  which  flourish 
so  immediately  in  her  neighbourhood.^' 
Acknowledging,  then,  that  in  principle 
the  plan  of  the  Assembly  is  correct,  what 
objection  do  they  urge  to  its  establish- 
ment ?  Merely  what  they  are  pleased  to 
state  present  circumstances.  If  it  had 
been  asked  earlier— if  it  had  been  asked 
later— >we  would  have  granted  it;  but 
seeing  that  it  was  asked  just  at  the  time 
that  it  was  asked,  we  are  bound  to  refuse 
your  demands.  To  refuse  what?  The 
means  of  good  government ;  means  which 
they  themselves  allow  to  be  necessary— a 
remedy  for  an  abuse  which  they  them- 
selves admit  to  be  a  crying  one.  If  we 
were  to  grant  this  demand,  say  the  Com- 
missioners, we  should  give  a  victory  to 
one  party — we  should  wound  English 
feelings  and  injure  English  interests. 
They  thus  echo  the  cry  of  the  official  tribe 
of  Canada.  They  have  adopted  the 
fallacy,  and  to  the  best  of  their  endeavours 
propagate  the  falsehood  which  these 
peculating  and  refractory  servants  have 
been  concocting  for  the  last  four»and- 
twenty  years.  One  part  of  this  statement 
I  allow.  You  will,  if  you  grant  this  elec- 
tive Council,  give  a  victory  to  one  party  ; 
so  you  will,  if  you  pay  these  arrears,  by 
your  violent  interposition.  In  the  first 
case,  the  party  to  whom  you  will  give  the 
victory  will  be  the  people  at  large,  de- 
manding securities  for  good  government ; 
in  the  second  case,  you  will  give  the 
victory  to  dishonest  public  servants,  who 
have  been  plundering  the  people  and 
fighting  off  responsibility  by  every  effort 
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in  their  power.    Choose  which  couri e  you 
will  preserve.    But  I  deny  wholly  the  re« 
maioing  portions  of  the  CommisBionerft* 
assertiong*    I  assert  boldly  that  this  is 
«ot  a  quarrel  of  raceSyibnt  a  quarrel  of 
principle.    The  disbop^st  party  chooie  to 
call  tnemselves  Englisby  but  I  deny  that 
their  interests  are  English  interests,  or  that 
race  or  language  marks  out  the  contending 
parties.    I  take  two  separate  passages  of 
the  Commissioners*  Report  to  show  this. 
The  first  passage  will  .show  that  some 
French  people  join  the  official  herd,  be- 
cause they,  like  them,  have  sinister  inter- 
ests.   The  second  passage  will  show  that 
ft  large  body  of  the  English  have  joined 
the  popular  party,  because  their  interests, 
being^  that  of  the  people   at  large,  are 
Identical*     ''We  do  not    know    where 
any  persons,"  says  the  Report,  ''  are  to 
be  found  of  British  descent  who  enjoy  any 
influence  in  society,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  wish /or  an  elective  Council" — (This, 
while  they  wrote   it,  the  Commissioners 
must  have  known  to  be  a  falsehood)— 
**  whilst  of  the  higher  class  of  French 
Canadians,  there  are  several  who  have  no 
desire  for  it.''    Here,  then,  are  several  of 
the  higher  class  of  :  French  Canadians 
siding  with  the  official  party  (as  appears 
by  the  general  Report},,  when  we  have  it 
distinctly  allowed,  that  all  the  large  body 
of  persons  descended  from  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  and  living  in  Canada,  per- 
sons speaking  English,  are  hostile  to  the 
official  party.    How  then,  I  ask,  could 
any  man  in  bis  senses  say,  that  the  quarrel 
was  a  quarrel  of  races  f    But  the  Com- 
missioneri  have  had  the   hardihood    to 
assert  that  no  persons  of  English  descent 
of  anv  influence  in  society  have  joined  the 
pKopufar  party.    What  do  the  Commis** 
sioners  say  to  the  names  of  the  provincial 
M.P/s?    The  House  must  pardon  me  if 
I  dwell  on  this  topic.    The  official  party, 
when  they  found  their    case  becoming 
desperate,  artfully  invented  this  protest 
of  English  interests  to  influence  the  Eng- 
lish^ people.    They  knew  that  prejudice 
against  everything  French,  and  particu- 
larly French  repuDlicanism,  was  strong  in 
this  country ;  tney,  therefore,  have  labour- 
ed industriously  to  make  out  that  the 
popular  party  in  Canada  are  French  and 
repul)lican ;  that  they  desire  to  persecute 
the  English  minority ;  and,  that  the  Legis- 
lative Council  has  been  the  sole  means  of 
security  for  the  English— *the  sole  barrier 


against  a  persecuting  majority  of  Preneh 
Catboljc  republicans*    It  is  my  doty  to 
destroy  this  fallacy ;  and,  with  the  per* 
mission  of  the  House,  I  will  proceed  to 
the  task.    The  population  of  Lower  Ca» 
nada  is  something  beyond  500,000,  and 
of  these,  I  will  allow  for  the    present 
100,000  to  be  persons  speaking  English, 
But  this  100,000  must  be  classified  also. 
There  are  three  distinct  classes  of  persons 
speaking  English ;  first,  there  is  the  large 
majority  of  the  whole  who  are  agricuN 
turists — now  these  people  live  chiefly  in 
the  townships  by  themselves,  and   very 
little  intermingle  with  the  French  Cana* 
dians,  and  of  these  townships  one-half,  io 
point  of  numbers,  have  sent  members  to 
the  House  of  Assembly,  who  are  staunck 
friends  of  the  popular  party.  .  I  press  this 
fact  upon  the  consideration  of  the  Hoaae. 
I  challenge  any  one  to  deny  it ;  and  I  ask 
bow  any  one  who  is  solicitous  of  his  cha- 
racter as  a  person  loving  tbe  truth  cao, 
with  this  fact  staring  him  in  tbe  face,  dare 
to  assert  that  the  question  is  one  of  nee, 
and  not  of  principle  ?    I  refer  members 
who  aie  doubtful  upon  this  matter  to  the 
minute  of  Sir  George  Gipps  at  tbe  end  of 
the  General  Report    Tbe  tiext  section  of 
the  English-speaking  minority    are   the 
merchants  of  Montreal  and  Quebec ;  and 
these  merchants  having,  as  I  shall  soon 
show,  a  sinister  interest,  they  for  tbe  most 
part  side  with  the  third  section,  viz.,  the 
official  people  and  their  families.    Now  I 
desire  anxiously  to  know  in  what  way  the 
Legislative  Council  protects  English  inter* 
ests ;  for  I  assume,  first,  that  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  England,  as  a  nation,  that  the 
colony  be  well  governed ;  and  next,  that 
tbe  interests  of  the  majority  of  the  persons 
speaking  English,  are  precisely  the  saoae 
as  those  of  the  French  Canadians*    Mow, 
if  these  assumptions  be  correct,   and   I 
challenge  any  one  to  disprove  them,  bow 
does  it  happen  that  for  their  protection  an 
irresponsible    and    hitherto    mischievcNis 
body  is  needful  7    These  legislative  Conn* 
cillors  have  no  such   influence   in    llie 
country,  either  personally  or  as  a  bodf— 
they  are  not  the  great  land-owners  of  the 
country — they  are  powerful  only  became 
they  have  a  v€to  upon    all    legtslktion. 
How,  then,  came    their    pecttNat,  their 
sinister  interests,  so  identiBed  witir  those 
of  the  laborious  English  settler  ?     Bat  it 
may  be  objected,  that  the  interests  of  the 
French  and  great  body  of  English  Cana^ 
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diunt  m«y  be  the  lame,  but  the  French 
desire  to  persecute.  They  have  hiiberto 
been  the  persecuted.  Their  desire  of  ?en- 
^eence  will  induce  tbem  to  run  counter 
to  their  interests,  end  ilUtreat  their  fellow- 
eiiizens  speaking  English.  Therefore,  we 
must  gife  the    minority  power    in    the 

Bvernoient  equal  to  that  of  the  majority. 
y  answer  to  this  is,  that  the  Canadians 
have  hitherto  given  no  evidence  of  their 
desire  to  persecute;  they  have,  in  all 
things,  proved  themselves  kind  neighbours, 
hospitable  hosts,  firm  friends  to  those 
English  who  have  |one  to  their  country ; 
ia  none  of  their  legislative  proceedings 
have  they  shown  any,  the  least  partiality 
to  Prenoh  Canadians  ;  they  hare  never 
attempted  to  draw  any  line  of  distinction 
between  the  English  and  Canadians.  I 
also  desire  to  know  how,  in  what  manner, 
the  Legislative  Council  have  hitherto 
opposed  the  desire  to  persecute  ?  Has  it 
been  by  shielding  peculating  officials  s 
preventing  the  increase  of  education; 
fighting  a  disgraceful  fight  in  favour  of 
•very  aousei  and  resisting  reform  at  every 
step  ?  If  such  conduct  be  a  defence  of 
Euglish  inteiesu,  tbenf  indeed,  may  the 
Legislative  Council  lay  claim  to  the  cha* 
meter  of  their  supporters.  The  House, 
doubtless,  must  be  struck  with  the  identity 
of  the  language  used  respecting  the 
minority  in  Canada  and  in  Ireland.  In 
Ireland,  nevertheless,  we  have  determined 
to  grant  power  to  the  majority-^we  have 
done  nothing  to  shield  the  minority—why 
should  we  do  lo  in  Canada  ?  Some  nights 
since^  when  I  attempted  to  give  my  rea- 
sons for  believing  that  the  majority  would 
not  persecute  the  minority,  the  House  and 
bis  Majesty's  Ministers  were  pleased  to 
receive,  with  approbation,  my  arguments, 
and  to  adopt  my  conclusions,  llie  same 
spirit  which  dictated  the  preteit  in  the 
case  of  Ireland  set  it  up  in  that  of  Canada; 
and  we,  in  consequence,  shall  treat  the 
pretence  in  both  cases  with  the  scorn  it 
richly  deserves.  To  show  the  House  the 
identity  of  the  two  cases,  I  must  once  more 
quote  from  the  Report.  Not  content  with 
retaining  the  Legislative  Council,  the 
Commissioners  entertain  the  inquiry  of 
how  the  House  of  Assembly  may  also  be 
made  subject  to  the  minority,  and  one  of 
the  Commissioners,  Sir  Charles  Grey,  tells 
us  how  he  would  have  acted  in  the  Irish 
Municipal  Bill,  and  wishes  us  to  treat  the 
Canadians  as  he  would  have  treated  the 


people  of  Ireland.  [Here  the  hon.  Geii|jl««< 
man  read  the  passage  in  the  General  Re-* 
port,  containing  Sir  C.  Grey's  scheme  of 
voting.]  I  must  now  dismiss  this  topic,  and 
turn  to  another,  the  interests  of  the  mer- 
chants of  Montreal  and  Quebec,about  which 
I  shall  content  myself  with  this  remark. 
To  maintain  these  merchants,  and  enable 
tbem  to  aid  in  keeping  a  large  colony  in 
turmoil,  we  consent  to  lose  a  million  and  a 
half  a  year  bv  our  restrictions  on  Umber. 
Whether  we  derive  corresponding  benefit, 
let  the  House  determine.  The  last  oljeo* 
tion  I  shall  notice  at  present  to  the  plan 
of  the  Assembly,  relates  to  their  conduct 
on  the  tenures  of  land.  In  a  passage  I 
have  quoted,  the  Commissioners  insinuata 
that  the  House  of  Assembly  is  in  love  with 
antiquated  feudal  customs,  and  determined 
to  retain  a  mischievous  system  of  law* 
I  would,  in  answer,  remark,  that  Sir 
George  Gipps,  a  soldier,  and  Lord  Oos« 
ford»  a  country  gentleman,  are  but  littia 
qualified  to  judge  of  the  difficulties  at* 
tendant  on  changing  a  law  of  this  kind* 
They  know  nothing  of  the  law  of  Franoe^ 
and  the  incidents  and  complicated  pe« 
culiarities  of  the  tenures  they  deny,  and  I 
suspect  Sir  Chtvlaa  Grey  is  pretty  much, 
in  the  same  eonditiao*  It  so  happens  that 
the  great  body  of  the  public  desire  a 
ehange,  but  thev  desire  that  the  ohaogt 
should  be  made  by  their  own  represeota* 
tives,  and  not  by  those  so  ignorant  of  the 
whole  matter  as  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
For  this  they  are  abusea,  and  <t  reason  ia 
hence  deduced  for  maintaining  a  corrup 
and  corrupting  body,  that  is  itself  also  in- 
capable of  working  out  the  reforms  needed 
and  desired  by  the  people.  To  the  otbes 
items  of  the  Assembly's  plan  I  shall  not 
now  advert,  but  shall  resume  the  remarka 
I  have  to  cfier  when  the  separate  resolu* 
tions  are  submitted  to  the  Committee.  I 
am  come  to  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord; 
and  I  am  pleased  to  know,  respecting  this 
whole  project,  the  Mowing  Uiiogs:*^ 
That  1.  The  plan,  if  adopted,  will  be  a 
signal  and  gross  breach  of  faith  on  the 
part  of  this  House.  2.  That  it  is  wholly 
inadequate  according  to  the  noble  Lord  s 
own  showing;  and  S.  That  it  is  unjust  and 
impolitic.  When  the  disastrous  conse- 
quences of  the  attempt  to  tax  one  of  our 
American  colonies  in  1770  were  dearly 
proved  by  the  loss  of  those  flourishing 
possessions,  and  the  independence  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  the  Legislature 
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of  this  country  passed  a  law,  by  which  it 
solemnly  gave  np,  as  a  great  concession  to 
%  great  prmeiple,  all  power  of  taxingthe 
colonies*  That  power  was  after  this 
solemn  concession  to  rest  with  the  colon- 
ists; and  in  1793  we  established  a  con- 
atttntion  in  the  Ganadas,  by  which  we  gave 
m  means  of  checking  the  public  servants  of 
the  province  which  we  ourselves  possess — 
a  power  rude  indeed,  and  not  well  fitted 
for  the  end  in  view— >  I  mean  that  of  stop- 
ping the  supplies.  The  clumsiness  and 
inefficiency  of  these  means  resulted,  how- 
ever, from  thejnature  of  the  constitution. 
Id  America,  where  the  people  do  really 
govern,  the  power  of  remedying  all  griev- 
ance is  directly  and  immediately  occa- 
sioned. No  roundabout  course  is  adopted. 
If  public  servants  act  unworthily,  they  are 
at  once  dismissed ;  if  changes  are  desired 
in  faulty  institutions,  they  are  immediately 
xaade.  But  in  our  colonies  (in  the  colonies 
all  are  Tories)  as  in  England,  the  people 
govern  only  by  a  sort  of  side-wind ;  they 
can  if  they  please  make  bad  government  so 
uncomfortable  to  the  governors,  that  to 
maintain  grievances  will  prove  more  dis- 
tasteful than  even  refbrming  diem.  This 
•ffect  is  produced  by  the  circuitous  method 
of  stoppmg  the  supplies.  This  method  is 
in  strict  accordance  with  the  powers  you 
yourselves  conferred  on  the  representatives 
of  Canada;  and  you  now,  because  you 
ftincy  yourselves  strong,  determine  not  to 
remedy  the  grievance,  but  to  punish  the 
representatives  for  believing  your  constitu- 
tion a  reality,  and  youseives  not  to  be  im- 
postors. Tou  told  them  you  had  given 
them  a  constitutional  power,  which  you 
considered  one  beyond  all  price ;  you  told 
them  they  were  the  House  of  Commons  of 
Canada,  and  you  now  punish  them  for 
putting  faith  in  your  assertions.  You  are 
about  to  take  upon  yourselves  the  taxation 
of  the  people ;  you  are  about  to  declare 
that  your  solemn  declaration  in  times  past, 
a  declaration  wrung  from  you  by  a  bitter 
and  disgraceful  experience,  was  a  solemn 
fiirce,  and  that  you  keep  your  faith  only 
so  long  as  you  are  not  afraid  of  the 
consequences  of.  breaking  it.  What 
is  now  the  value  of  your  protestations? 
Your  faith  will  be  a  by-word  among 
the  people  and  following  your  mischiev- 
ous example,  the  people  will  obey  only 
BO  long  as  Uiey  fear  you.  Need  I  say 
anything  to  prove  the  utter  inadequacy 
of  this    i^an?      What    is     the     eviU- 


what  the  proposed  remedy  according  to 
your  own  statement?  Yon  declare  tkat 
great  misey  exists  among  the  paUtcseisy 
vants ;  we  do  not  deny  it.  Well,  miser 
is  created,  what  do  you  propose  to  do  7 
Do  you  propose  to  prevent  the  recurreoctt 
of  the  mischief?  Not  at  all ;  yon  pay  the 
srrears.  Who  will  pay  the  servants  next 
year.  Do  you  believe  that  the  House  of 
Assembly  will  do  so?  Are  you  not  welt 
assured  that  next  year  will  bring  but  the 
same  difficulty?  The  grievances  com- 
plained of  exist,  the  House  of  Assembly 
exists,  their  feelings  and  their  power  an 
the  same  as  formerly.  What,  then,  will 
happen  next  year  ?  You  know  as  well  as 
I  do  that  the  supplies  will  again  be  stopped 
that  the  same  doleful  outcries  will  agaia 
be  raised  by  the  publio  servants,  and  then, 
I  suppose,  we  shall  have  another  special 
commission-ii-another  delay  of  three  yeera 
-—another  evasion  of  the  difficulty—.* 
another  breach  of  faith^-4ind  that  so  long 
as  Canada  is  ours,  discontent,  distrust  wtU 
continue,  exasperation  will  increase  -their 
powers  of  resistance  will  increase  also^  one 
effort  will  be  made,  and  you  and  your 
shuffling  poliey,  your  degraded  govern* 
ment,  your  unworthy,  peeulating,  and 
mischievous  officials  will  be  dismtswd  with 
ignominy  and  hatred.  Need  I  say  any 
thing  more  to  prove  this  proceeding  nn* 
just?  You  seek  to  punish  and  insult  the 
faithful  guardians  of  the  people;  you  pro- 
tect and  sympathise  only  with  the  un- 
worthy, recusant,  and  peculating  servant-; 
you  set  aside  with  contumely  the  giievaDeea 
of  the  people;  you  have  compassion  only 
for  the  suffering  of  public  servants.  I  hear 
eternal  talk  of  the  evil  consequences  of 
stopping  the  supplies  to  those  official 
people.  I  hear  nothing  in  reproof  of  the 
Legislative  Council,  who  shut  up  last  year 
all  the  public  primary  schools  in  the  coun- 
try, and  left  60,000  children  without  in- 
struction. All  your  regards  are  turned  the 
wrong  way— all  your  inquiries  have  a 
wrong  end  in  view.  You  sought  to  make 
out  a  case  of  hardship  to  the  servants  of 
the  people,  but  you  turned  a  deaf  ear  to 
all  complaints  of  evil  to  the  people  th«n- 
selves.  The  House  of  Assembly  seeks 
to  make  the  servants  responsible-^ 
the  servants  seek  to  avoid  responsibility ; 
you  thrust  yourelves  into  the  dispute,  and 
mstead  of  doing  what  your  duty  dictates, 
you  take  the  part  with  the  profligate  ser- 
vant, and  ill  treat    the  already   injured 
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ttaifter.    Sucb^  Sir,  is  the  course  his  Ma« 
jetty's  Ministers  now  seek  to  pursue.    At 
the  commenceroentof  the  Session  I  stated, 
in   reviewing  the  colonial  policy  of  the 
present  Grovernment,  that  in  no  way  were 
Ihey  better  than  their  predecessors,  and 
they  now  affirin  my  assertion.     I  said^ 
that  abroad  they  did  not  fear  the  anger  of 
the  people  of  England,  they  knew  that 
the  people  pay  little  attention  to  the  colo- 
nies—in- the  colonies,  therefore,  ministerial 
feelings  have  full  sway,  and  revel  in  un. 
disturbed  security.     What  is  the  result  ? 
Behold  it  now  on  your  table — behold  it  in 
the  propositions  of  the  noble  Lord,  in  the 
division  of  this  evening ;  you  will  at  once 
learn  the  apathy  of  the  people  of  Eng* 
land,  and  the  innate.spirit  of  jobbing,  and 
unworthy  leaning  to  unworthy  servants, 
which  rules  uncontrolled  in  the  hearts  of 
the  servants  of  the  crown.     But  I  would 
ask  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  if  they  have 
well  weighed  the  policy  of  this  measure, 
and  do  they  know  its  inevitable  results  ? 
Lest  they  should  have  been  negligent  on 
this  head,  and  in  order  to  prevent  tbepos- 
sibHity  of  their  saying  at  any  future  time, 
'^  we  did  not  anticipete  such  results,  and 
no  one  pointed  them  out,"  I  will,  for  their 
information,  and  for  that  of  the  House, 
state  what  my  knowledge  of  the  country 
leads  me  to  expect  as  the  result  of  this 
measure.  The  first  immediate  consequence 
will  be,  intense  anger  in  the  minds  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  population,   who 
will  see  in  this  proceeding  insult  and  in- 
jury.   This  anger  will  produce  a  determi- 
nation as  soon  as  possible  to  get  rid  of  a 
dominion  which  entails  on  them  results 
so  mischievous  and  degrading.      Every 
year  will  hereafter  strengthen  this  feeling, 
and  lasting  enmity  and  discord  will  thus 
be  created  between  the  mother  country 
and  the  colony  \  discord  that  will  cease 
only  when  the  colony  shall  become  like 
the  United  States,  a  great,  powerful,  and 
independent  community.    The  immediate 
effects  of  this  anger  will  not  be  seen  in 
open  and  violent  revolt,  but  in  a  silent, 
though  effective  warfare  against  your  trade. 
N^m^intercourse  will  become  the  religion 
of  die  people*     They  will  refuse  your 
Bsannfactures,  and  they  will  smuggle  from 
the  States*    The  long  line  of  frontier  will 
render  all  your  attempts  to  prevent  this 
smuggling  unavailing*     The  people  will 
refuse  your  West-Inoia  produce,  and  they 
-frUl  new  with  bi^tied  your  shoiils  of  un* 


protected  emigrants*  They  will  witbdraw 
themselves  from  your  communion,  thej 
will  teach  their  children  to  hate  you,  and 
they  will  look  with  longing  eyes  to  this 
happy  States  adjoining  their  frontier* 
Impatiently  will  they  wait  for  the  moment 
in  which  they  shall  obtain  their  freedom, 
and  become  part  of  that  happy^  and,  for 
our  interests,  already  too  powerful  re* 
public.  A  war  will  l>e  waged  through  an 
unrestricted  press  upon  your  Government 
and  your  people.  In  America  yon  will 
be  held  up  as  the  oppressors  of  mankind, 
and  millions  will  daily  pray  for  your  signal 
and  immediate  defeat*  To  restrain  this 
press  will  be  impossible ;  printing  presses 
will  be  established  along  the  line,  and  in* 
flammatory  papers  will  be  imported  into 
your  colony,  spite  of  an  army  of  custom* 
house  officers  and  lawyers.  The  fatal  mo* 
ment  will  at  length  arrive*  The  standard 
of  independence  will  be  raised ;  thousands 
of  Americans  will  re^cross  the  frontier,  and 
the  history  of  Texas  will  tell  the  tale  of 
Canadian  revolt.  The  instant  you  have 
passed  the  resolutions  of  the  noble  Lord, 
a  wide  and  impassable  gulf  will  be  opened 
between  you  and  your  colony,  the  time 
for  reconciliation  wUl  be  gone  for  ever, 
and  the  bitter  lesson  taught  us  by  the 
mighty  empire  we  have  already  lost  will 
be  repeated.  We  may  then  indeed  repent 
our  folly,  but  repentance  will  be  vain — our 
loss  will  be  irreparable— shame,  defeat, 
and  ignominy,  will  be  our  portion,  and  we 
shall  leave  for  ever  the  shores  of  America, 
amidst  the  hootings,  and  reviling,  and 
exultation,  of  the  many  millions  of  her 
people  whom  we  have  successively  injured 
and  insulted. 

Sir  George  Grey  said,  the  hon*  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  endeavoured  to 
lead  the  House  from  the  real  object  under 
its  consideration  by  a  lengthened  detail  of 
grievances,  the  whole  of  which,  with  one 
exception,  he  perfectly  remembered  to 
have  heard  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
go  through  in  a  speech  delivered  by  him 
in  1 834,  when  he  moved  for  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  state  of  Canada.  The 
hon*  and  learned  Member  omitted  to  state 
the  fact,  although  it  was  a  most  material 
one  that  they  were  now  discussing  this 
question  under  entirely  altered  circum-> 
stances  from  those  which  existed  when  the 
question  came  formerly  before  this  House* 
In  the  several  addresses  which  had  lately 
been  presented  to  the  House,  from  thQ 
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House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada,  in 
the  speeches  which  had  been  made  that 
efWDUig  by  the  several  advocates  of  Ihe 
elatms  of  the  House  of  Assembly,  no 
complaint  appeared  to  be  urged  ageiost 
the  executive  Qovemmenty  the  ground  of 
complaint  being,  not  that  the  instructions 
of  tne  home  Government  to  the  executive 
Qovemraent  of  Lower  Canada,  were  not 
direeted  to  the  redress  of  every  grievance 
which  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  execu- 
tive Qoverament  to  redress,  not  that  the 
local  Government  had  not  acted  in  the 
spirit  of  the  instructions,  or  that  the  exe- 
outive  Government  had  abstained  from 
doing  everything  in  its  power,  but  that 
the  Imperial  Parliament  nad  not  altered 
the  Act  of  1791,  and  that  the  home  Go- 
Yemroent  were  not  prepared  to  ask  the 
House  to  concede  every  demand  made  by 
the  House  of  Assembly,  as  the  price  at 
which  it  would  purchase  their  good 
will,  and  justify  them  in  their  refusal 
to  advance  supplies  necessary,  not 
for  a  few  official  persons,  as  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  wished  to 
make  out,  but  for  the  continual  ad  minis- 
ifAtion  of  justice — of  that  justice  which 
was  now  in  danger  of  being  polluted 
at  its  source  froiii  the  terror  with  whieb 
the  judges  of  the  land  regarded  not  only 
the  suitors  before  them,  but  perhaps  even 
the  criminals  whom  they  had  to  ti^.  He 
would  ai^eal  to  all  the  papers  on  the 
lable>-^to  all  ihe  instructions  which  had 
been  sent  out  to  the  local  governments, 
and  to  every  act  which  they  had  done  in 
punoanee  of  those  instructions — and  he 
would  ask  if  there  were  anything  which  a 
free  and  independent  people  had  the 
slightest  right  to  complain  of?  Every 
grievance  which  had  arisen  out  of  former 
niiS'government — mis-government  strongs 
ly  cmidenDed  and  reprobated  by  the  Com- 
missioDers  and  the  home  Government-^ 
bad  been  redressed  to  the  utmost  power 
of  the  Government ;  and  now  the  House 
of  Assembly  took  their  stand  on  another 
ground,  and  declared  that  if  the  cooslitu* 
tkm  were  not  altered,  if  various  acta  were 
aot  done,  which  Government,  consistently 
with  its  duty,  could  not  ask  the  House  to 
do,  but  which  must  be  done  by  Par- 
liament, if  done  at  all,  that  they  wovM 
abetain  f^om  the  exercise  of  those  ranctione 
rcnposed  in  them  by  the  Act  of  1791. 
w  hat  were  the  demands  made  by  the  As- 
ibly?  They  had  been  treated  at  if  tlN7 


went  simply  to  make  an  alteration  in  the 
Legislative  Oouncil  recommended  bv  Mn 
Fox.  When  the  sulgect  was  hatbolofw 
the  House  he  stated  that  he  considered 
the  principle  of  the  Act  of  1791  to  be,  that 
there  should  be  an  independent  Legislative 
Council,  and  that  it  was  moat  destiable  ea 
devise  means  whereby  the  Lagislativa 
Council  might  be  rendered  so,  and  wttli 
this  view  the  Commissioneia  sent  oat  to 
Canada  had  been  directed  to  io<|uire  by 
what  means  the  Legislative  Oouncil  arigbt 
be  rendered  more  an  object  of  puUio  con* 
fidence.  The  intention  was  not  to  leadar 
the  Legislative  Council  a  mere  cipher  or  a 
mere  echo  of  the  sentimeBta  of  tiie  Uoaaa 
of  Assembly,  as  was  desired  by  the  hao. 
and  learned  Member*  The  hon*  and 
learned  Member  complained  that  Oover»* 
ment  had  not  placed  sufficient  eon6denoa 
in  the  statement  of  facts  made  by  tba 
House  of  Assembly  last  year,  and  dirlnaad 
that  the  Assembly  being  the  coastitatioiial 
representatives  of  the  people  of  the  ]MWu 
vince,  he  claimed  for  them  that  the  com* 
plaints  of  the  people  of  the  province  sboaid 
proceed  only  through  their  medhim,  and 
that  the  Parliament  here  should  plaoe  in- 
plicit  confidence  i»  their  statemeatBy  and 
pay  no  attention  to  any  other  partita, 
thouffh  these  parties  might  coaM  baMa 
the  imperial  Parliament  witb  petitJaaa 
signed  by  80,000  persoos,  who  dadatwd 
that  they  did  not  coincide  ia  the  aeaii» 
ments  of  the  majority.  The  Qovamaient 
bad  been  always  fully  desinras  aff  sifting^ 
to  the  bottom  the  atataments  made  on  <iaa 
side  and  the  other  aa  to  the  state  of  pvUto 
feelinr  in  the  province,  and  all  that  waa 
broopbt  before  the  Hoasa,  espsalslly  as  U> 
the  Legislative  Cooacth  The  stale  of 
feeKng  waa  strongly  adverted  to  by  Iha 
Commissioners,  and  waa  besidaB  lally 
evidenced  in  the  procaediiiga  of  the  Hoaa» 
of  Assembly,  pvoeeediaga  which  oagfal  lo 
be  eonductCNd  with  jadicial  graiityr  hat 
which  evinced  a  most  vhnkeal  fNsrty  spwiiy 
directed  against  official  pefsoos»  Hie 
propositione  of  the  Hoosa  of  Aseeiably 
were  for  the  motX  part  altogathar  ioooii* 
sisteot  with  the  relatiooa  existiog  bslwma 
the  mother  coaatry  and  her  ook»ies ;  and 
it  was  the  indispansabie  da^  of  Gkaraim- 
meat  to  oppose  propoeitioaaaie  dwact  and 
iramediale  tendency  of  whicb  was  tfaa  di»» 
membemwat  of  the  eaqrir^  aad  tba  sassjs- 
iag  froai  this  cooatry  one  of  tba  giaaiaai 
possessioae  of'^  Omnyh    Tba  Mfy 
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«liir|0  wbkk  bad  bMti  brought  agalnti 
thfe  Btectlliire  Government  Witt  iti  nppo* 
pftatidti  of  futtdt  not  Biibjeot  to  thi  Houie 
of  AiMmblv,  and  tbia  waa  a  course  wbieb 
tbe  Eite<<utiye  Ooyernment  was  warranted 
in  ttkinf  on  all  juat  and  constitutional 
giWfidi.  An  analogy  had  been  attempted 
to  ba  eitabliibed  between  titia  question 
and  the  questiofi  on  which  the  House  had 
beeft  so  lately  oecupiedi  the  granting 
Munieipal  Corporations  to  Ireland  \  and 
he  was  ready  to  admit  that  considerable 
laganuity  had  been  eahlbited  in  the  en- 
deavour thus  to  enlist  Ibr  the  House  of 
Asseinbty  of  Canada  the  fieelinga  of  the 
ropreaetitatives  for  Ireland,  and  those  who 
bad  struggled  with  them  In  the  assertion 
of  the  f  rent  principle  lately  asserted  by 
tho  Commons  of  England  \  but  there  Was 
not  the  slightest  analogy  between  the  two 
oasea.  the  object  which  had  been  striven 
ter  in  reference  to  Ireland  was,  not  to 
make  it  an  independent  portion  of  the  em- 
pire»  but  to  invest  It  with    those  local 

Eowera  of  Municipal  Qovernment  which 
ad  been  with  such  success  granted  to 
Baglatid  and  Scotland.  It  was  no  change 
in  the  oonstitution  which  had  been 
atruggled  for  on  behal^of  Ireland  s  it  was 
a  ebante  in  the  constitution  which  was 
demanded  by  the  House  of  Assembly  of 
Itower  Canada.  It  was  to  be  particularly 
remarked,  too,  that  thh  outcry  was  raised 
only  by  the  House  of  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada.  The  people  of  Upper  Canada 
altogether  dtsclahned  any  participation  in 
the  demands  made  by  Lower  Canada. 
And  what  was  the  case  in  reference  to 
N€W  Brunswick?  In  the  past  year  New 
Brunswick  sent  two  Members  of  her  Le« 
gisiatnre  to  this  country  to  ask  concession 
On  all  those  points  on  which  the  people  of 
Lower  Oanaaa  stated  themselves  to  be  ag- 
grievadi  In  consequence  of  the  commu-> 
nieatioos  that  took  place,  an  arrangement 
was  proposed  precisely  similar  in  principle, 
aad  HI  most  of  its  details,  to  the  proposi- 
tion made  to  the  House  of  Assembly  of 
Lower  Canada*  He  had  only  within  these 
few  days  recrif  ed  a  eopt  of  certain  resolu- 
tions passed  unanimously  by  the  Assemblt 
of  New  Brunswick,  with  a  few  of  which 
he  would  trouble  the  House.  The  first  re* 
aoHitiott^  which  was  unanimously  passed  by 
the  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  was  to 
the  eflhet  that  the  dispatches  containing 
tho  declaration  of  his  Majesty's  Govern - 
meoi  with  raapaot  lo  rarious  important 


matters  which  were  brought  under  oon-* 
sideration.  afforded  the  most  entire  aa« 
tiafectioOy  and  that  requisite  means  ba 
taken  as  speedily  as  pouible  in  order  that 
the  views  of  the  home  Ooverament 
might  beoarried  intoefihot.  The  second 
resolution  was,  that  the  House  of  As* 
aembly  entertained  a  deep  aenaa  of  tho 
obligations  which  it  owed  bis  Majesty'a 
Government  for  tba  promptness  with  which 
it  had  attended  to  their  wiihea*  These 
resolutions  were,  as'he  had  statad,  passed 
unanimously  by  the  House  of  Assembly, 
which  was  a  completely  fair  reprssentatioa 
of  the  inhabitantt  of  the  colony^  seoaibis 
of  their  rights,  and  willing  and  anxious  to 
maintain  them.  They  showed  the  utter 
groundlessness  of  tie  charge  that  the  pre* 
sent  Government  was  dealing  with  those 
colonies  in  a  severe  manner.  The  terma 
offered  to  New  Brunswick  had  been  offered- 
to  LowerCanada,and|in  additioUithey  pro« 
posed  to  deprive  the  Crown  of  the  appro* 
priation  of  one  million  annually,  provided 
that  the  support  of  the  Judge,  and  a  few 
other  civil  officers  was^guaranteed  by  tha 
House  of  Assembly.  The  pvqwsition  waa 
rejected  by  the  House  of  Assembly^  they  la« 
sisted  upon  the  absolute  concession  of  their 
deaMnds,  involving,  as  they  dld>  the  toda* 
pendence  of  the  colooy»  and  its  separatkiii 
from  England.  And  though  there  waa  i^ 
nominal  control,  intolfing  acertafn  degiM 
of  responsibility,  It  was  a  most  inconva* 
nient  responsibility,  and  one  that  did  not 
ensure  the  existence  of  good  ffOVeminent« 
It  certainly  was  the  duty  of  Ministers  not 
to  abandon  its  colonies  without  sufficient 
reason  bein^  assigned.  It  was  {mpossible^ 
in  his  opinion,  to  concede  the  demanda 
insisted  upon  by  the  House  of  Assembly* 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Com* 
wall  (SirW.Molesworth),  had  taken  ahieh 
ground,  and  said  that  he  denied  the  ripit 
of  the  House  to  interfere  in  the  way  pro* 
posed.  He  would  hot  detain  the  House 
with  this  argument,  he  would  only  appeal 
to  a  memorable  instance  in  which  Parlia«i 
ment,  by  virtue  of  the  right  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  denied,  proposed  to  assert  that 
privilege  that  existed  in  the  case  of  an  ex- 
treme emergency,  and  did  assert  it,  by 
striking  off  the  fetters  of  890,000  slaves, 
by  virtue  of  an  act  of  the  Imperial  Legis-« 
lature,  who,  but  for  this  interference  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  would  have 
continued  in  perpetual  slavery.  The  only 
question  they  had  to  argue  was,  whethefi 
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ia  the  present  state  of  tbe  colony,  they 
could  comply  with  the  courise  proposed. 
He  would  ask  the  hon.  Baronbty  the  Mem- 
ber for  Corawall,  to  look  at  the  state  to 
which  the  judges  of  the  land,  various  offi- 
cers of  the  proTiDcei  aod  even  the  gaolers 
of  the  prisons,  were  reduced  by  the  total 
stoppage  of  all  appropriation  for,  not  three 
years,  but  four  and  a  half  years.  Last 
year  this  misery  was  reduced  by  the  pay- 
ment made  by  Lord  Gosford  out  of  those 
funds  which  the  Crown  had  hitherto  ap- 
propriated, and  which,  in  order  to  show 
the  sincere  desire  of  the  Government,  he 
was  directed  to  abstain  from  appropriating 
in  the  usual  way,  so  long  as  there  was  any 
hope  of  obtaining  the  supplies  from  the 
House  of  Assemblv.  It  was  plain,  there- 
fore, that  England  must  either  abandon 
the  colony,  and  concede  all  their  demands, 
or  they  must  attempt  to  go  on  again  for  years 
in  the  vain  hope  that  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly, without  the  intervention  of  Parliament, 
would  recede  from  their  demands.  He 
thought  that  of  this  there  was  now  no  reason 
to  hope,  and  that  they  would  be  committing 
a  gross  injustice  if  they  continued  public 
servants  in  the  discharge  of  a  duty  without 
remunerating  them  for  their  labours.  This 
was  a  condition  in  which  tbe  Ctovernment 
should  no  longer  allow  its  public  servants 
to  remain.  It  was  a  question  for  Parlia- 
ment whether  they  would  obtain  the 
means  of  carrying  on  the  Government  by  a 
complete  concession  of  all  demands,  or 
whether  they  would  take  the  course  re. 
commended  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  who 
felt  that  a  case  of  necessity  was  established 
to  justify  them  in  the  interference  which 
ihey  were  compelled  with  great  reluctance 
to  submit  to  Parliament.  There  was 
another  course  that  might  be  taken, 
which  had  been  glanced  at  by  the  Com- 
missioners, which  was,  that  this  House 
should  advance  a  sum  of  money  sufficient 
to  pay  off  all  arrears,  and  having  obtained 
the  opinion  of  this  House  on  the  questions 
in  dispute,  that  then  they  should  apply 
to  the  House  of  Assembly,  and  ask  them 
whether  they  still  persevered  in  their  de- 
mands? He  confessed  that  he  thought 
this  a  still  more  objectionable  and  uncon- 
stitutional course.  Were  the  representa- 
tives of  the  people  of  this  country  to  con- 
sent to  tax  the  people  in  order  to  pay  the 
Imblic  servants  of  a  colony,  when  the  co- 
ony  itself  did  not  pretend  that  the  pay- 
ment was  not  just^  but  refused  to  pay  sim- 


ply because  that  House  refused  to.aieent 
to  all  the  unjust  demands  of  that  colony* 
He  really  thought  he  need  not  detain  the 
House  by  arguing  the  case  of  neoessity* 
unless  indeed  some  hon.  Member  shotiki 
go  beyond  anything  yet  proposed^  and  were 
to  say  that  in  everything,  whether  reasoa- 
able  or  not,  the  majority  was  to  govern  the 
minority.  He  would  put  it  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  in  this  way. 
Supposing,  instead  of  going  a  round-about 
way  to  the  attainment  of  their  object, 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  W.  Mol^- 
worth)  looked  upon  with  so  much  pleasare, 
namely,  their  independence  ("for  the  hon. 
Baronet  did  not  disguise  the  sentiments  he 
entertained  on  this  subject)— suppose  the 
majority  in  the  House  of  Assembly  de- 
clared Lower  Canada  a  republic,  and  that 
they  threw  off  their  allegiance,  and  reliised 
any  longer  to  bear  the  character  of  Britisb 
subjects,  was  that  House  prepared  to  say 
that  an  immediate  assent  should  be  given 
by  the  British  Parliament  to  that  demand, 
because  it  had  already  received  the  assent 
of  the  majority,  whilst  the  minority  of  the 
province — a  large,  powerful,  and  ioflaen- 
tial  minority — consisting  not  of  a  few 
official  persons,  but  150,000  inhabita^is 
of  the  province  (who  were  daily,  nay, 
hourly,  increasing  by  emigration),  pro- 
testedf  against  the  change?    Were  they 

!>repared  to  carry  out  the  principle,  to 
egislate  merely  with  reference  to  the 
division-list  of  the  House  of  Assembly, 
and  to  say  that  whatever  the  majority 
decided  should  be  immediately  done? 
There  was  this  difference  between  the  in* 
perial  and  colonial  Government,  that  from 
the  colonial  Government  there  was  aa 
appeal  to  the  Imperial  Parliament,  which 
would  look  at  the  question  in  all  its  true 
bearings,  apart  from  jealousy  or  from 
factious  motives.  It  was  absolutely  ne* 
cessary  that  they  should  secure  tbe  Go- 
vernment in  this  country  from  the  dis- 
credit into  which  it  had  fallen  ia  Lowet 
Canada.  They  did  not  ask  that  House  to 
make  them  independent  of  the  House  of 
Assembly ;  all  they  sought  at  present  was, 
sufficient  funds  to  enable  them  to  pay  the 
salaries  of  the  judges  and  the  principal 
officers  of  the  existing  Government.  With 
regard  to  the  general  interest  of  the  pro* 
vinces,  he  thought  that  the  plan  proposed 
would  tend  to  a  permanent  settlement  of 
the  differences  that  existed. between  the 
two  provinces,   If,  unhappilyi  the  Hous^ 
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of  AMembly  of  Lower  Canada,  should 
perseTere  in  their  present  course  after  the 
recorded  opiniOQof  Parliament,  a  consi- 
deration would  arise  respecting  the  con- 
nexion which  this  question  had  with  re- 
ference to  Upper  Canada.  Hon.  Members 
who  were  ^miliar  with  the  geographical 
position  of  that  province,  its  vast  territory, 
and  increasing  (x>poIation,  would  perceive, 
that  if  a  free  passage  were  not  accorded 
for  its  commerce  through  Lower  Canada, 
it  would  of  necessity  be  driven  to  seek  one 
th  ottgh  the  Unite  States  of  America. 
He  therefore  thought  that  the  Imperial 
Parliament  was  bound,  as  far  as  it  could, 
without  unduly  interfering  with  the  Legis- 
lative powers  of  the  Colonies,  to  provide, 
or  rather  to  invite  the  local  Legislatures 
to  provide  some  means  by  which  the  com- 
mon interests  of  both  provinces  might  be 
consulted  much  more  effectually  than  they 
cookl  be  by  any  arrangement  at  present 
existing.  By  the  Canada  Trade  Act,  cer- 
tain regulations  were  made  with  respect 
to  the  apportionment  of  duties  between 
the  two  provinces;  but  inconveniencies 
had  been  found  to  result  from  the  system 
established  by  that  Act.  According  to 
the  provisions  of  that  Act,  tlie  Legislative 
Assembly  of  either  province  possessed  the 
power  of  originating  laws  which  should  be 
common  to  the  two  provinces ;  but  before 
they  came  into  operation,  it  was  necessary 
that  they  should  receive  the  sanction  of 
both  the  Assemblies.  The  consequence 
had  been  that  in  that  respect  the  Act  had 
remained  a  dead  letter.  It  was  for  that 
his  Majesty's  Government  had  proposed 
the  tenth  resolution,  by  which  each  of 
the  local  Legislatures  were  invited  to  de- 
pute a  certain  number  of  its  members— 
namely,  eight  members  from  each  House 
of  Assembly,  and  four  members  from 
each  Legislative  Council — to  form  a  joint 
committee  to  consult  together  about  the 
navigation  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  the  shipping 
dues,  and  other  matters  interesting  to 
both  colonies.  The  Legislature  of  each 
province  would,  nevertheless,  have  the 
power  of  rejecting  any  proposition  made 
by  the  Joint  Committee ;  but  he  trusted 
that  the  institution  of  that  Committee 
would  be  a  means  of  drawing  the  pro- 
vinces together,  and  putting  an  end  to  a 
feeling  of  jealousy,  which  he  regretted  to 
say  had  been  continually  increasing  in 
force,  and  which,  in  his  opinion,  was 
more  calculated   to  endanger  the   con- 


nexion of  the  provinces  with  Great  Britain 
than  any  of  those  measures  which  haid 
been  so  warmly  commented  upon '  that 
night.  If  the  hon.  Member,  who  alluded 
to  Municipal  Institutions  in  Ireland,  were 
to  suggest  to  the  Canadians  the  expedi- 
ency of  establishing  Corporations  in  their 
country  similar  to  those  which  existed  in 
this  country,  he  would  be  acting  a  more 
friendly  part  towards  them  than  by  stir- 
ring them  up  to  resist  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament. He  felt  convinced  that  Parlia- 
ment would  be  of  opinion  that  the  con- 
cession of  the  demands  of  the  Canadians 
would  be  fraught  with  danger,  and  he 
appealed  to  the  House  to  decide  between 
those  demands  and  the  propositions  of 
the  Government.  He  desired  that  the 
sentiments  of  that  House  should  be  known, 
and  in  spite  of  the  predictions,  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath,  he  trusted  that  when 
the  British  Parliament  should  have  pro- 
nounced an  opinion,  the  House  of  As- 
sembly would  recede  from  some  of  their 
demands,  and  not  think  it  any  badge  of 
slavery  to  be  connected  with  the  British 
empire,  and  to  enjoy  those  privileges  which 
were  valued,  respected,  and  cherished  in 
every  other  possession  of  the  British 
Crown. 
House  resumed, Committee  to  sit  again. 

Imprisoitment  for  Debt.]  On  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  further  consider- 
ation of  the  Report  of  this  Bill  being  read, 

Mr.  Pease  inquired,  whether  the  judge- 
ments of  the  County  Palatine  Courts  of 
Durham  and  Lancaster  would,  under  this 
Bill,  have  equal  weight  with  those  of  the 
superior  Courts  of  Westminster  Hall  ? 

Lord  Stanley  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  give  his  parti- 
cular attention  to  the  subject  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham.  It  was 
desirable  that  this  Bill,  which  professed 
to  be  a  remedial  measure,  should  not  in- 
flict injustice.  This  it  certainly  would  do 
if  it  destroyed  the  eflficacy  of  the  judgments 
of  the  Courts  in  question.  The  inhabitants 
within  their  jurisdiction  would  have  to 
submit  either  to  the  expense  of  proceed- 
ings in  Westminster  Hall,  or  to  a  total 
denial  of  justice.  The  practice  of  those 
Courts  had  been  assimilated  by  Act  of 
Parliament  with  that  of  Westminster 
Hall,  but  this  would  go  to  neutralise  that 
provision  of  the  Legislature. 

The  Attomey^Qeneral  feared  that  un« 
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leto  tflfrt  Welti  ft  gMiertl  rogktry  of 
jlidgtttMti  (tttid  no  ona  «ottld  d«iirt  that 
itnfirovanitiit  mora  than  ha  did)  i%  would 
toa  numi  iHoooTeftiani  to  afloW  the  jadf* 
nente  M  ihoie  Coima  to  btVa  fall  ftf  a 
and  afftctt  'fba  raialt  woald  bOi  that  no 
proparty  ooald  ba  Iraoafe^rad  wilbout 
MaMiiflg  M  jUdpMOts  In  iba  Palatina 
Ooarii  of    Dorhttitt  and  Lanoaitar,    al 


Wdll  Ai  in  tba  Commoii 
Wastminitar  Halh 

Mr.  Wa$9m  obsartcdi  that  tba  iMI« 
GUhy  night  bi  obriatodi  by  confloii^  iIm 
jadgaiantA  to  proparty  in  Iha  two  oomh 
tiat  of  Lanouttr  and  Dtorbatn« 

lUport  aoaiidared.  Soma  daiiaai  wars 
addaoy  atid  ordarad  to  ba  priatad«  Tli* 
Repon  to  bo  Airthar  o6ibiidarad« 
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A  Rbmbt  op  thb  Bfxech  op  William  Albx.  MACKiMnoHy  Esq.  M«P. 
in  the  House  of  Commons^  on  Tuesday,  Feb.  14,  1837,  on  MoiUm 
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Tberb  seems  but  liule  necessity  to 
enter  into  any  lengthened  stetenient  to 
■bow  tbe  importence  of  the  lew  of  PatentSi 
and  how  nmch  any  improvement  in  this 
law  IS  likely  to  benefit  the  infentorsand 
the  community. 

This  coontry,  in  a  peat  measure,  owes 
its  prosperity,  and  the  great  capital  of 
which  it  is  jpossisased,  to  the  improvemeats 
made  by  ingenious  individuals  in  ma- 
cbiaery*  Those  laveniioDe  have  enabled 
Bs^  in  despite  of  toil  and  elimate^  U>  out« 
rival  all  the  nations  of  the  world  in  manu«- 
iaciured  productions ;  and  it  behoves  us 
to  retain  that  pre«emiaence,  and  to  use 
every  endeayour  to  promote  the  welfare  of 
iofenioue  men,  by  securing  to  them  the 
ben^t  of  their  inventions.  A  well  known 
writer  in  tbe  last  century,  asserted  that 
Oreal  Britun  eooki  not  binr  more  than  a 
hundred  asillions  of  debt:  she  now  has 
eight  times  that  amount  of  debt  which 
deee  not  press  on  the  country,  since  steam 
power  has  been  brought  into  use,  and  that 
taleated  meit  have  applied  their  ingenuity 
in  impioviiif  the  power  of  steam  applied 
to  madiinery,  by  the  desite  to  improve 
their  fortnnee,  aM  benefit  themselves  and 
the  community. 

The  maBDor  ia  whieb  tbe  fair  emolu- 
meate  arisi^  frosa  imventioiis  can  be  bet* 
tet  secBfed,  by  an  ioipiovement  in  the 
Patent  law,  is  ft  boon  loudly  called  for  bv 
aU  who  are  ioteresled  or  connected  with 
tbia  solyect*  Socb  a  call  can  scaioely  be 
overlooked  by  the  Legislatvre. 

I  caa  assufo  the  Hooee  that  I  am  fuUy 
sensible  botb  of  the  importance,  aod  of 
the  difficulty  of  the  subject  which  I  have 
Bodertakoa.  I  may  add,  that  whatever 
tiaae  or  aUeataoB  kaa  bees  bestowed  by 
me  on  the  question  haeeoBfioBed  bm  ib 


that  impressk>n«  I  was  also  aware  of  the 
former  attempts  that  had  been  roades  and 
sensible  of  this  before  I  entered  into  a  cob- 
sideration  of  the  subject,  I  inquired  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  late  Attorney- 
General,  whether  he  would  undertake  it^ 
and  also  my  noUe  Friend,  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor.  I  also  mentioned  the  subject 
to  the  present  AUomey-Oeneral,  and  to 
the  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland.  The 
legal  and  political  avocations  of  these 
Gentlemen  rendered  their  time  too  valu- 
able to  allow  them  to  enter  into  a  cob* 
sklermkMiof  tbe  Patent  laws,  but  all,  I 
believe,  concurred  in  opinion,  that  they 
required  revision  and  amendment.  Tbe 
only  course,  therefore,  left  for  me  was  to 
udaertake  those  alterations  and  amend- 
ments whieb  I  mean  to  propose  to  the 
House,  in  the  bill  which  I  am  about  to  lay 
before  them. 

It  Is  most  desirable  to  secure  to  indivi- 
duals tbe  benefits  arising  from  whatever 
discoveries  they  make ;  also,  after  a  given 
time,  to  secure  to  the  public  the  advan- 
tages arising  fh>m  the  sKill,  the  ingenuityi 
or  the  fortanate  applicatk>n  of  some  new 
or  latent  principle  made  by  any  member 
of  the  oommUttUy.  Whatever  is  of  service 
to  one  party,  the  inventor,  or  produeeri 
must  necessarily  benefit  also  the  pubUci 
as  the  inventor  can  oBly  gain  by  the  gsae* 
ral  use  of  hie  invoBtmn*  The  advantageoi 
therefore,  are  reciprooal*  The  vale  ever 
to  be  kept  in  sight  Mi  tbat  a  patentee  does 
aoipossea  any  exohieive  right  or  seonopo* 
ly  over  the  paUie  of  any  inventioa  or  die* 
covery  that  is  in  use,  he  onlv  obtains  by  a 
pStent  the  etdosive  rig^t  of  diepoeiwg  for 
a  lew  yeare  of  his  diecovery^  or  of  that  ieh 
veBtioB  wbicb  vNm  not  known,  asd  tkosoi 
fore  dot  ie  nee»  CeBseqacnlly»  by  tbe 
gia&t  of  »  patcBl  far  b  Bof el  diioofery  of 
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improvementy  no  iajtiry  can  possibly  be 
done  to  any  one,  provided  the  term  of  the 
patent  is  limited. 

A  patentee  enters  into  the  following 
sort  of  contract  with  the  public.  That  he 
riiali  have  the  full  enjoyment  and  exclu- 
sive right  of  disposing  of  his  invention  or 
discovery,  for  a  given  number  of  years, 
provided  at  the  end  of  that  period,  the 
community  are  made  fully  acquainted  with 
his  invention  or  discovery,  in  such  a  man- 
ner, that  an  ordinary  workman  in  the  par- 
ticular line  in  which  the  invention  or  dis. 
covery  is  made,  may  construct  or  imitate 
the  machine,  or  substance  for  which  the 
patent  is  granted,  so  as  to  make  it  in  every 
fespect  equal  to  the  one  produced  by  the 
patentee.  If  this  is  not  the  case,  or  can- 
not be  effected^  the  contract  between  the 
pairties,  the  public  and  the  patentee,  is 
not  fulfilled;  it  becomes  void,  consequent- 
ly the  patent  is  forfeited. 

That  some  further  legislative  enactments 
are  necessary,  will  appear,  not  only  from 
the  various  and  unceasing  complaints  of 
individuals  of  all  classes  connected  with 
patents,  from  the  testimony  of  most  men 
of  science,  and  of  political  economists, 
lM>th  in  this  House,  which  i  now  see  be- 
fore me,  and  of  those  dut  of  this  House, 
who  all  agree  that  some  improvement  in 
the  law  is  loudly  called  for  by  the  com- 
munity. If  any  further  testimony  were 
required,  1  wilt  read  to  the  House  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee  which  sat 
in  J  uue  1 829,  on  the  law  relative  to  Pa- 
tents, whith  is  as  follows : — 

**  The  subject  referred  to  the  considera- 
tion of  your  Committee  is  in  its  nature  so 
intricate  and  important,  that  it  has  occa- 
sioned the  necessity  of  examining  wit- 
nesses at  great  length;  at  the  present  late 
period  of  the  Session  they  are  only  prepared 
to  report  the  minutes  of  the  evidence  taken 
before  them,  and  they  earnestly  recommerid 
to  the  House  that  the  inquiry  may  be  re- 
sumed next  session."  On  my  inquiring  of 
thehon.  Member  who  was  Chairman  of 
tliat  Committee,  the  reason  why  no  further 
tepott  or  legislative  enactment  had  fol- 
lowed, he  answered,  as  I  understood,  that 
the  difficulty  and  intricacy  of  the  sub- 
ject had  deterred  him  from  further  pro- 
ceedings. 

After  this  I  do  not  think  it  will  be 
denied  by  any  one^  even  the  most  strenu- 
ous supporter  of  the  ancient  mode,  that 
the  present  system  or  law,  (if  it  nay^ 
be  10  s^led,)  for  grantiiig  patents,  does 
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not  require  both  alceration  and  improve- 
ment. 

The  mode  of  proceeding  that  I  mean  to 
adopt  will  be  to  shew  to  the  House  the 
faults  and  deficiencies  of  the  present  sys- 
tem that  are  most  felt,  and  to  explain  the 
suggestions  that  I  make,  and  the  reasons 
of  the  several  clauses,  in  my  proposed  Bill ; 
afterwards  I  will  enter,  into  the  intended 
protection  suggested  by  me,  and  inserted 
in  this  Bill  for  the  Copyright  of  patterns, 
models,  casts,  prints,  and  designs,  which 
designation  is  understood  to  include  all 
figures  or  manufactured  articles,  these 
articles  it  is  intended  should  be  secured 
by  a  Copyright  for  the  advantage  of  the 
manufacturers,  to  afford  them  some  retam 
for  the  great  expenses  inonrted  in 'procur- 
ing these  designs^  models,  or  prints,  and 
the  considerable  outlay  of  labour  and  ta- 
lent that  is  necessarily  required. 

The  system  of  taking  out  patents  at 
present  is  this.  An  affidavit  is  first  made, 
then  a  petition  is  presented,  staling  the 
object  of  the  petitioners  the  Attorney  or 
Solicit(K  General*  is  afterwards  to  be  con-* 
suited.  Then  a  warrant  is  to  be  obtained, 
signed  by  his  majesty;  afterwards  a  variety 
of  ceremonies  are  to  be  complied  with,  and 
fees  to  the  Hanaper  and  to  several  officers, 
in  accordance  with  the  old  custom  esta- 
blished by  the  27th  Henry  VHL  chap.  1 1. 
At  length  the  specification  is  given  in  bj 
the  party  requiring  the  patent,  and  com- 
plying with  a  few  other  forms,  in  all  about 
fifteen*  or  sixteen,  all  troublesome  and  ex- 
pensive, the  signature  of  the  King  is  again 
obtained,  and  the  patent  granted. 

Thus,  the  individual  requiring  a  patent, 
has  to  undergo  an  uncertain,  expeasiTe, 
sLnd  dilatory  form  of  proceeding,  in  ac^ 
cordance  with  a  system  of  the  sixteenth 
century,  for  the  statute  of  James- 1st  only 
limited  the  King*s  power,  of  granting 
patents  for  discoveries,  but  did  not  regn* 
late  the  forms  of  so  doing. . 

I  am  of  opinion  that  the  expense  of 
taking  out  a  patent  is  rather  too  consider* 
able.  From  the  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  subject  in  1829,  it  appeats, 
and  also  from  the  statements  of  the  per- 
sons who  have  written  on  the  subject, 
that  the  expense  of  taking  out  a  patent 
for  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  is 
abont  345/.,  and  15/.  for  the  Colonies^* 
in  all  360/. 

The  chief  objections  made  by. those  4xm« 
versant  with  the  Patent  Laws,.to«tbe  pse^ 
sent  system,  are^«- 
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Itt  The  expense  of  taking  out  patents. 

2nd.  That  the  patent  should  be  in  date 
from  the  date  of  the  petition. 

3rd.  That  all  the  delay  and  inconveni- 
ence attendant  on  the  application,  to  the 
several  offices,  and  payment  of  the  various 
fees,  should  be  lessened. 

Now,  if  the  amount  which  arises  from 
330/.  to  360/.  is  considered,  and  added  to 
the  heavy  expenses  attendant  on  experi- 
ments, and  of  the  drawing  out  the  speci- 
fication, together  with  the  certainty  that, 
in  general,  those  men  who  are  likely  to 
give  up  their  time  and  attention,  and  to 
undergo  the  labour  and  patient  investiga- 
tion so  requisite  to  bring  any  invention 
into  maturity,  are  not  generally  men  of 
great  wealth,  it  seems  to  me  most  desirable 
that  ai  less  expense  should  be  incurred, 
which  I  shall  propose^ 

With  regard  to  the  simplicity  of  the 
proceedings,  there  seems  no  doubt  what- 
ever that  the  manner  of  obtaining  a  patent 
ought  to  be  as  simple  as  possible  for  all 
parties*  Men  are  more  likely  to  come 
forward  and  apply  for  patents  in  propor- 
tion as  the  trouble  of  obtaining  the  patent, 
bnd  the  time  f eqliired  are  alKNrtened,  and 
the  facility  is  increased. 

That  a  liberty  of  amending  the  specifi. 
cation  should  be  granted,  provided  no 
fraud  IS  intended,  cannot  be  questioned. 
This  principle  was  admitted  in  the  Bill 
of  the  Session  1835. 

In  stating  this  I  do  not  wish  to  be 
understood  as  desirous  of  lessening  the 
expense  of  taking  out  patents  too  much"; 
I  think  a  certain  expense  ought  always  to 
be  incurred  by  the  patentee,  to  prevent 
litigation  and  the  multiplicity  of  patents, 
both  highly  injurious  to  those  persons  of 
ingenuity  and  talent,  who  wish  to  take 
the  benefit  of  the  Patent  Laws. 

The  almost  concurrent  testimony  of  the 
witnesses  examined  before  the  Committee 
on  patents,  seems  to  admit,  what  has  been 
stated  by  me,  that  considerable  loss  of 
time  and  expenditure  has  been  incurred 
by  the  tedious  and  complicated  manner  in 
which  patents  are  obtained,  and  the  delay 
in  obtaining  the  King's  sign  manual  twice, 
once  to  the  warrant,  and  afterwards  to 
the  patent,  which  delay  has  sometimes 
caused  a  lapse  of  several  months  to  inter- 
vene, to  the  great  injury  of  the  party  seek- 
ng  protection  for  his  discovery. 

Another  fault  very  generally  spoken  of, 
as  existing  in  the  Patent  Law  is,  that  the 
patent  bears  date  only^  from  the  time  of 


the  signature,  whieh  may  be  sevisral.months 
after  the  petition  has  been  presented ;  this 
is  not  the  case  with  the  patent  laws  of 
either  France,  Spain,  Austria,  or  America, 
nor  indeed  of  any  other  country,  and  I 
cannot  see  any  good  reason  v/hy  it  should 
continue  in  ours.  Much  inconvenience 
and  serious  loss  may  be  incurred  in  con-, 
sequence  by  the  patentees,  and  1  am  not 
aware  of  a  single  valid  reason  that  can 
be  assigned  for  continuing  such  a  prac- 
tice. 

Another  complaint  made  by  patentees 
is,  the  difficulty  of  ascertaining  whether 
or  not  their  invention  is  imitated  and 
pirated. 

The  following  remedies,  therefore,  are 
suggested  in  my  proposed  Bill. 

That  the  expenses  hould  be  considerably 
lessened  in  taking  out  patents  for  the 
empire  and  possessions  abroad;  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  give 
up  the  Stamp  duties,  which  would  reduce 
the  expense  from  360/.  to  about  200/., 
upwards  of  one-third ;  this,  I  think,  would 
be  a  great  boon  to  the  public,  and  would 
prove  a  loss  to  the  revenue  of  no  more 
than  nearly  10,000/.  per  annum,  asivill 
appear  from  this  paper:  and  for  this 
defidency,  I  will  suggest  an  equal,  if  not 
greater  source  of  revenue ;  the  new  mode 
of  revenue  I  will  mention  before  I  con- 
clude these  observations.  It  must  be  un- 
derstood, therefore,  that  I  ask  no  boon 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  any 
reduction  of  the  taxes  of  the  country  in 
this  case.  With  regard  to  the  delay  in 
obtaining  the  King's  sig^  manual  to  the 
warrant,  and  afterwards  to  the  patent 
itself,  I  confess,  in  these  Radical  times, 
I  feel  some  difficulty  and  hesitation  that 
his  Majesty's  signature  should  be  dis-* 
pensed  with  in  the  patent 

The  next  point  that  requires  amend- 
ment seems  to  be,  that  the  patent  should 
bear  date  from  the  first  time  that  applica- 
tion is  made  for  that  purpose. 

I  have  before  observed,  that  by  the 
patent  law  of  every  other  country  in 
Europe,  the  patent  bears  date  from  the 
first  day  of  application  for  the  same, 
whereas  the  custom  with  us  is,  that  the 
patent  is  not  dated  until  the  enrolment  of 
the  specification,  which  may  be,  and  often 
is  a  considerable  time  after  the  patent  is 
presented.  There  is  a  chance  of  loss  to 
the  patentee  and  his  family  in  such  a 
proceeding,  as  must  be  apparent  on  the 
slightest  consideration,  to  any  oqe  ac- 
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quainted  with  tbe  subject.    At  the  same  legfidation  h  required  on  this  snbiect,  can 


tlmei  although  the  patent  should  date 
from  the  time  of  presenting  the  petition, 
I  think  the  extent  of  the  duration  of  the 
patent  ought  to  be  from  the  time  the 
specification  is  enrolled. 

For  the  purpose  of  removine^  the  burthen 
from  tlie  shoulders  of  the  Attorney  and 
Solicitor -General^  and  to  simplify  the 
whole  machinery,  I  propose  to  establish 
three  Commissioners  to  superintend  the 
granting  of  patents,  and  to  lessen  the  ex- 
penses and  delay  hitherto  incurred.  In 
these  days,  when  the  Attorney-General 
has  so  much  to  employ  his  time,  he  is  a 
fery  unfit  person  to  have  the  direction  of 
the  patents  of  the  kingdom.  Let  me  ask 
tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite, 
can  he  find  time  to  attend  to  the  claims  of 
his  numerous  clients,  to  his  political  duties 
as  Attorney -General,  ana  also  has  he 
time  to  be  certain  that  all  patentees  have 
their  right  and  their  inventions  secured  to 
them? 

Something  has  been  suggested  that,  in- 
stead of  a  common  or  special  jury,  a  j|ury 
of  individuals  connected  with  the  particu- 
lar scieoce  or  principle  that  rdates  to  the 
patent,  should  decide  the  question,  not 
exactif  tbe  same  as  the  "conseil  des 
Prudhommes''  in  France,  butvetresem- 
Uing,  in  some  measure,  that  tribunal.  To 
this  I  think  it  may  be  answered,  that 
among  men  of  soienCe  In  this  country, 
or  amongst  practical  mechanics,  there  iSj 
generallv  speaking,  considerable  bias  to 
be  found  in  favour  of  one  system  of  science 
or  mechanics  more  than  another,  which 
may  in  some  degree  prejudice  such  per- 
sons, whereas  the  common,  or  special 
jury  enter  into  the  subject  without  any 
scientific  or  mechanical  partialities, anxious 
only  to  perform  their  dutv,  and  to  act  im- 
partially ;  and  with  good  common  sense, 
assisted  by  the  learning  of  the  judge,  and 
the  ingenuity  of  counsel,  it  does  not  seem 
improbable  that  they  should  arrive  at  a 
just  conclusion. 

There  is,  Sir,  another  subject,  one  of 
very  great  importance  to  the  various 
branches  of  manufacture,  to  the  producers 
of  IVfanchester  goods,  of  Sheffield  or  Bir- 
mingham ware,  or  of  other  things  con- 
nected with  the  arts,  and  with  modelling 
or  design; — I  mean  the  protection  re- 
quired of  the  Legislature  for  the  copyright 
of  all  patterns,  models,  prints,  ana  draw- 
ings, for  cotton  or  other  goods,  which  Is  so 
loudly  called  for  by  the  community.  That 


scarcely  admit  of  doubt ;  but  it  may  be  as 
well  if  I  state  the  following  extracts  of 
evidence  to  the  House,  to  confirm  my 
statement.  I  believe  I  may  say  ex  tma 
disce  omnes,  but  if  any  hon.  Gentlemen 
are  desirous  of  farther  proof,  I  will  refer 
them  to  the  Evidence  Wore  the  Com* 
mittee  on  Patent  Laws,  in  May  185^,  and 
also  to  the  evidence  taken  in  1895  sind 
1836,  before  tbe  Committee  of  Arte  and 
Design.  I  will,  however,  confirm  my  as- 
sertion, and,  I  trust  satisfy  the  House,  by 
reading  the  following  brief  extract  of  ^e 
evidence  of  Mr.  John  SmtA,  a  Sheffield 
manufacturer,  before  the  Committee  oa 
Arts  and  Manufactures,  16M : 

^  There  is  no  protection  at  all  in  wm  waifce 
of  art}  we  have  sent  eut  siMh  a  tbiiy  on 
Monday  morniDg,  and  it  has  beta  to  Maii* 
ohester*  bsck  again  to  Sheffield,  copied  and 
returned  to  Manchester  before  Saturday  night. 
The  model  which  I  am  now  speaking  of  co3t 
OS  50^.  for  men's  labour/' 

"  Is  the  copy  as  good  as  your  oHgind  wotk  f 
-^It  is  not;  but  they  sell  theta  so  maeb 
cheaper,  because  they  pay  nothing  for  Uk  |Ma« 
dttotton." 

**  Tkii,  of  course^  is  great  iigustka  and  sarU 
oua  loss  to  the  parties  that  invent  the  designs  1 
—It  is  so  great  a  loss,  that  we  shall  give  up 
continuiog  it.  I  suppose  that  more  than  one* 
half  of  the  patterns  ror  stove  grates  and  ftndeca 
osed  in  England,  have  originated  Iran  us;  but 
the  piracy  has  come  to  saeh  ealeni,  that  aslees 
there  is  protection  we  ouMt  give  it  np  Alto- 
gether. If  I  take  a  piece  of  clayi  and  model 
tbe  likeness  of  a  human  head  or  any  other 
form  that  my  fancy  may  dictate,  and  cast  a 
copy  of  the  same  in  plaster  of  Paris,  f  have  a 
patent  or  exclusive  right  to  sell  copies  of  It,  by 
merely  puttinff  my  name  and  date  of  pnbliea* 
tion  upon  eaoa  copy ;  Iwl  if  I  tako  tno  aam% 
pieee  of  day,  and  spend  the  sasae  tioM  oa  is, 
and  model  a  useM  article*  a  tea-pot  fi>r  in* 
stance,  and  cast  it  in  metali  I  must  pay  frons 
100/.  to  400/.  for  a  patent  for  that  article, 
which  I  consider  a  hardship."— Svttfdmv  le- 
fore  CommUtee,  May  8,  tS29« 

Now,  Sir,  tbe  remedy  that  I  woald.pio- 

g)se,  or  rather  the  course  of  legislation 
r  the  protection  of  copyrights  or  modela, 
patterns,  moulds,  drawings,  and  design, 
should,  in  my  opinion,  be  as  followar-^-^ 

That  every  manufhcturer  or  deamier 
who  is  desirous  uf  securing  to  himself  the 
rip^ht  of  selling  any  substance  or  thing 
with  a  new  pattern,  design,  mode!,  eait, 
or  print,  may  have  tbe  exclusive  r^gfat  of 
so  doing  for  one  year,  on  condition  of 
registering  such  model,  dec,  and  deposit- 
Ing  a  fac  simHr  of  the  substance  or  thing 
so  modelled,  or  of  aocb  pattern,  &c.  dke«y 


) 


mi 


Jl^fHA^ 


{AfnmPtXn}     W.  A.  UiiAkum,  Esq.     }874 


Md  of  pif  ific  t  turn,  my  1(M.|  on  fifiilrji 
ami  by  tach  registry  to  have  the  Qppy<- 
r%bi  amifned  to  him  for  the  term  before* 
mentioDea  of  tweke  calendar  montha* 
That  for  efl^ting,  id  a  tecare  manneo 
the  re^try  of  aucb  eopyrtghta»  the  tbrea 
Commiieiooers  already  naentioned  (with 
or  without  a  salary)  be  appointed  by  the 
Tfieasary,  or  by  any  other  competent 
anthority,  emanating  from  the  ExecutWe 
Qoferoment.  These  Commissioners  to 
receire  the  amount  paid  by  the  partiee 
demanding  a  copyriaht«  and  to  register 
accordingly,  the  surplus  of  the  amount  of 
the  earns  so  received  by  the  said  Com** 
missiooerSt  to  be  by  them  paid  into  his 
Majesty's  Treasuryi  after  aeductiog  all 
necessary  expenses  of  remunerating  for 
the  loss  of  fees  and  the  dutiee  of  secretary 
and  clerks;  and  further,  that  the  .said 
Commissioners  may  hare  the  power  of 
selecting  apartments  to  form  a  ''  National 
Gallery  of  Patterns  and  Models,"  to  ad» 
asit  the  public  to  view  such  patterns  or 
models,  and  to  have  authority  in  whatever 
else  mey  be  deemed  neceeeary  for  the  pur* 
pose  of  ^Anting  the  object  of  a  secure 
itgistry,  by  etampiag,  or  devising  some 
means  of  markixig  articles,  whioh  may  ha 
secured  by  copyright  to  the  party  desirous 
of  obtaining  tho  same. 

It  appears  to  ma  that  the  only  objection 
that  may  be  started  against  this  phin  of 
regtstratmn  for  one  year  would  be  the 
risk  of  litigatiout  as  many  persone  might 
register  articles  so  very  like  each  other, 
stnd  yet  not  exactly  the  same,  as  to  render 
14  diffieolt  to  say  whether  piracy  wae  or 
wae  not  comasitted  by  one  party  over  the 
other.  In  euch  a  caae,  I  think,  but  I  have 
not  ventured  to  insert  it  in  my  Bill,  that 
the  Commissioners  might  have  the  power 
to  call  a  jury  together  by  their  warranty 
as  the  coroner  is  empowered  to  do,  which 
jury,  on  reading  the  specification  on  both 
aides,  and  viewing  the  articles  before  them, 
might  at  oooe  eome  to  a  oonolusion  as  to 
the  simple  matter  of  fact,  whether  or  not 
one  of  the  articles  registered  was  a  piracy 
or  imitation  of  the  other.  Such  a  jury, 
peesided  over  br  one  of  the  Commissioners, 
wonld  have  Only  to  enter  at  once  into  an 
oxamination  of  the  articles  before  them, 
afker  having  read  the  specification,  of  the 
simple  foct;  ell  expenses  to  be  borne  by 
the  party  who  committed  the  piracy.  If 
BO  piracy  or  imitation  was  discovered,  and 
it  appeared  to  such  jury  tiiat  there  was 
only  that  reaeaiblaiKe  between  the  two 


which  might  occur  from  two  per- 
sons directing  their  attention  to  the  same 
sufc^ect,  then  the  expense,  though  trifUng, 
should  be  borne  equal^  by  both  parties^ 

I  do  not  entertain  the  slightest  doubt, 
and  there  is  a  probability,  I  think,  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  egreeing  with 
me,  (and  his  eyes  will  then  glisten  with 
pleasure  ingtead  of  drawing  straws)  at  the 
bare  possibility  of  an  addition  to  the  reve- 
nue, if  this  system  is  adopted* 

The  sums  for  patents  paid  into  the 
hands  of  the  Commiieioners  for  the  patents 
alone,  admitting  that  a  greater  number  of 
patents  will  be  obtained,  must  be  much 
greater  than  is  at  present  received  in  the 
shape  of  duties  or  stamps.  There  can 
also  be  no  doubt  that  the  number  of 
patteriks  or  modele  registered  for  one  year, 
will  be  very  numerous,  and  will  alone  pro* 
duee  a  oonsiderable  revenue^  after  all  the 
expenses  eonoomitant  on  the  commissmo, 
and  a  compensation  for  all  fees  of  office 
are  admitted. 

The  advantagee  arising  firom  the  ap* 

Cintmebt  of  euch  a  commission,  wonld 
obvious  to  the  House;  the  Commie^ 
sioners  can  enter  into  the  details  for 
securing  the  oopfricbli  and  the  registry 
in  a  mannertbalM  Tegiilatire  ^aetments 
could  meet;  they  can  also  direct  and 
superintend  the  particulars  of  establishing 
the  National  Gallery  of  patterns,  models, 
casts,  moulds,  drawings^  or  designs,  so  as 
to  afford  to  the  copyright^holders  the  ad- 
vantage of  their  new  deeigns  or  models 
being  seen  and  duly  appreciated  accord* 
ing  to  their  merits;  and  to  the  public 
they  can  secure  the  advantage  of  improv- 
ing their  taste,  by  the  inspection  of  these 
patterns,  designs,  or  models,  at  a  small 
and  trifling  expense,  and  also  of  enabling 
foreigners  to  select  their  purchases  to  suit 
themselves*  I  am  not  called  on  at  the 
preeent  moment  to  enter  into  further  de« 
tails  on  this  measure,  but  I  have  briefly 
thrown  out  the  outline  of  my  proposed 
plan  for  the  consideration  of  gentlemen 
who  may  give  their  attention  to  the  sub* 
ject.  Some  objections  have  been  made 
by  manufacturers  and  others  in  this  metro- 
pmis,  with  regard  to  the  expense  of  registry 
being  proposed  to  be  lOi.  as  it  seems 
they  think  this  sum  too  large:  to  which  I 
should  say,  that  if  the  expense  was  made 
esuch  lem,  such  a  number  of  patterns 
and  designs  would  be  registered^  as  to 
giro  rise  to  constant  litigation,  as  one 
design  or  model  might  very  oloaely  tiench 
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son. 

Anotber  objection  as  to  tbe  term  of 
twelve  calendar  montbs  has  been  mooted, 
but  I  cannot  help  being  favourable  to  that 
tevro,  because  it  affords  sufficient  time  for 
the  fashions  to  have  their  sway,  and  enables 
the  parties  to  begin  next  year  some  other 
design. 

An  objection  has  been  started  by  others, 
at  having  all  the  patterns  exposed  to  view 
tn  the  proposed  National  Gallery,  as  they 
might  thereby  be  made  too  familiar  to  the 
eyes  of  the  people ;  to  this  I  answer,  that 
in  such  a  case,  the  Commissioners  might 
exercise  their  discretion,  and  expose  the 
designs  and  patterns  or  not,  as  the  parties 
gave  directions  on  the  subject. 

Before  I  sit  down,  I  cannot  refrain  from 
observing  how  important  the  points  that 
I  have  bad  the  honour  of  suggesting  to 
the  House  are  to  the  best  interests  of  the 
community.  I  am  not  prejudiced  in 
favour  of,  or  wedded  to,  any  particular 
mode  of  legislation,  and  I  shall  feel  grate- 
ful for  whatever  amendment  or  judicious 
alteration,  or  suggestion  for  my  Bill  that 
can  be  made  by  an^  hon.  Member,  on  aoy 
of  the  details  which  I  have  laid  be^bre 
them,  either  within  these  walls,  or  by  gen- 
tlemen out  of  this  House. 

When  we  consider  the  importance  of 
securing  to  individuals  the  benefits  arising 
from  their  inventions,  when  the  advantages 
already  reaped  by  the  community  in  every 
civilizeid  country  of  the  universe,  by  dis- 
coveries or  inventions  of  various  descrip- 
tions, are  taken  into  tbe  account,  I  think 
that  no  trouble  ought  to  be  spared,  and 
no  question  be  deemed  more  important  by 
the  Legislature,  than  that  of  forming  a 
code  of  regulations  that  may' be  beneficial 
to  the  patentees  and  to  the  public.  I  will 
discuss  the  subject  no  further  than  to 
observe  that,  as  civilization  and  wealth 
and  the  desire  to  improve  their  condition 
increase  in  most,  if  not  all  the  communi- 
ties that  compose  the  civilized  world, 
the  stimulus  for  inventions  will  proper- 
tionably  be  greater,  and  we  may  ai^ue 
from  analogy,  and  look  to  the  next  cen- 
tury-for  further  improvements  in  combina- 
tions of  matter  which  have  already  pro- 
duced such  wonderful  results  in  the  last 
fifty  years. 

The  three  or,  I  may  add,  four  great  in- 
ventions made  at  difllerent  periods  of  the 
world,  which  have  tended  so  much  to  its 


on  the  design  mt  model  of  another  per- )  state  of  society,  may  be  stated  to  be,  the 

invention  of  printing ;'  the  magnetic  nee-^ 
die;  the  discovery  and  application  of  |^a-' 
powder;  and  last,  though  not  least,  the 
invention  of  steam  power.    The  gigantic^ 
effect  of  this  latter  discovery,  it  -is  impos- 
sible for  the  human  mind  fully  tO  appre- 
ciate, or  even  to  comprehend.     How  far 
its   extension,   general    application,  and 
further  improvements  are  likely  to  become 
more  useful  and  sabservient  to  the  welfare 
of  mankind,  it  is  not  here  my  province  to 
consider.     I  Will  only  say,  that  the  means^ 
of  improvement,  of  creating   capital   or 
wealth,  of  increasing  productioYis  in  the 
various  nations  which  compose  the  sevetal 
portions  of  the  globe,  can  be'  extended  to 
fifty,'  five  hundred,   or  ^vto  ia  thousand 
fold  ;  no  bounds  can  in  'the  human  mind 
be  fixed  to  the  results  arising  from  the  in- 
genuity,  the  activity,  the  enterprize  of 
mankind,  or,  I  may  say,  of  that  capital 
which  may,  and  most  assuredly  will,  be 
created.    How  far  the  relative  situations 
of  people  and  their  rulers,  or  the  mode  of 
governing  communities  may  be'ctenged 
by  such  results,  has  litde 'or*nothing  to  d<l 
with  the  present  question,  and  I  wU\  only 
say  (as  the  observation  is  not  irrelevant  to 
the  subject),  that  if  either  of  the  great  dta* 
coveries  to  which  I  have  -already  alluded 
had  been  made  in  former  timei^  say  many 
centuries  back,   1   doubt  much  whether 
they  would  have  produced  any   results 
whatever.    To  make  a  discovery  or  an  in- 
vention of  the  least  use,  some  degree  of 
capital  and  civilization  must  be  in  exist- 
ence, which  can  only  be  found  ivith  a  cer- 
tain  sentiment  of  moral  principle,  in  a 
community  where  the  rights  and  property 
of  every  individual  are  protected,  and,  I 
think,  this  moral  principle  was  not,  and 
never  can  be  said  to  exist,  unless  founded 
upon  the  principles  of  Christianity.    To 
illustrate  my  position,  suppose  an  indivi- 
dual of  the  interior  of  Africa  or  of  Uie 
Sandwich  Islands,{had  discovered, five  hun- 
dred years  since,  the  art  of  printing,  or  at 
this  time  know  correctly  the  principle  of 
generating  a  power  from  steam,  the  dis- 
covery of  the  former  art,  or  the  latter  in- 
vention, would  be  useless  to'liim,  it  would 
die  with  him  witihout  producing  the  slight- 
est benefit  to  the  individual,  or  tbe  letet 
advantage  to  the  community.      All  the 
means,  all  the  requisites  for  either  making 
types  and  paper  in  the  former  case,  wonid 
have  been  wanting,  and  even  if  foUnd  to 


civiliasation,  a^d,tothe  present  improved! the  utmost  extent  requixed,  tbey  woqM 
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become  unproductive  amongst  a  set  of 
savages^  e?ea  supposmg  (almost  an  im- 
possibility) any  one  man  to  have  made 
such  a  discovery^  would  an  individual  ca- 
pable of  possessing  so  mighty  a  mind; 
would  any  individual^  I  say,  give  up  the 
best  part  of  his  life  in  bringing  it  to  per- 
fection, unless  with  the  fair  prospect  of 
some  reward,  or,  at  anv  rate,  of  some  re* 
turn,  either  for  himself  or  for  his  famify, 
I  will  not,  however,  extend  my  observa- 
tions further  on  this  subject.  I  could  go 
on  to  an  interminable  length,  and  perhaps, 
only  weary  the  attention  of  the  House,  an 
ungrateful  return  for  the  very  favourable 
manner  in  wnich  my  observations  have 
been  received.  Before  I  sit  down,  I  will 
only  add,  that  in  the  Bill  which  I  here 
submit  to  the  consideration  of  the  Legis* 
lature,  I  have  endeavoured,  as  far  as  lay 
in  my  power,  to  meet  most  of  the  great 
and  reasonable  objections  that  were  made 


against  the  present  system  of  the  Patent 
law.  I  am  fully  open  to  any  amendments 
on  my  Bill  that  may  be  sue^^ted.  1  am 
neither  so  blinded  by  partituity  to  my  pro* 
duction,  nor  so  obstinate  in  my  determma^ 
tion,  as  not  to  receive  with  de&Moce 
whatever  valid  objections  may  be  made, 
or  to  hesitate  in  the  adoption  of  any  im« 
provements  that  may  be  suggested,  pro* 
vided  I  feel  satisfied  that  such  alterations 
are  likely  to  promote  the  object  we  have 
all  in  view,  the  securing  to  individuals  the 
full  benefit  of  their  inventions  for  a  given 
time,  and  afterwards  of  imparting  their 
discoveries  in  the  most  useful  manner  to 
every  member  of  the  communitv.  Sir,  I 
now  beg  to  move,  that  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  be  given. 

Leave  granted. 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed;  and  read  a  second  time  on  Wed- 
nesdayi  March  Ist. 
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A  BBTTBA  Report  op  thb  Spbboh  of  Sir  R.  H.  Ikolis,  on  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  Motion  **  thai  the  House  do  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  that  part  of  his  Majesty*s  Speech  tehich 
related  to  Church  Rates/*  on  Friday  ^  March  3rrf,  1837. 


Sir  lMI>eH  Inglis  said,  that  after  the 
manner  in  Tehich  the  attentioD  of  the 
Committee  had  been  excited  and  sustained 
by  the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
ChaBcellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  felt  most 
strongly  the  disadvantages  under  which 
he  himself  rose.  Though  he  entirely  dis- 
approved of  the  plan  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  now  propounded,  it  would 
be  more  satisfactory  to  him  in  the  first 
place  to  state  the  points  on  which  he 
agreed  with  his  right  hon.  Friend.  He 
concurred  in  four  of  the  propositions 
which  he  had  laid  down  this  night  to  the 
Committee.  He  roust  reverse  their  order, 
and  come  first  to  deal  with  the  last  point 
urged  by  his  right  hon.  Friend.  His  last 
proposition  was,  that  under  no  circum- 
stances would  he  consent  to  a  separation 
in  this  country  between  Church  and  State. 
In  that  sentiment  he  most  fully  and  com- 
pletely concurred ;  but  it  ought  not  to  be 
lost  sight  of,  that  much  of  the  arguments 
brought  forward  by  the  Dissenters  against 
the  present  system  of  Church-rates  might 
be  said  to  be  founded  on  the  existing  con- 
nexion between  the  Church  and  the  State. 
He  therefore  was  glad  to  have  the  authority 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  pledged  as 
strongly  as  any  man  could  pledge  himself, 
that  he  would  nos  consent  to  any  separa- 
tion. The  next  point  to  which-his  right 
hon.  Friend  adverted  was,  that  under  no 
circumstances  would  he  ever  consent  to 
what  was  popularly  called  the  voluntary 
principle.  In  this  declaration  he  also  re- 
joiced. The  third  proposition  was  one  in 
which  he  felt  that  degree  of  interest  which 
fully  justified  his  right  hon.  Friend  in 
appealing  to  him  upon  it.  The  proposition 
was,  that  he  never  would  consent  to  any 
measure  which  would  deprive  the  poor  of 
access  to  the  religion  of  their  count  y. 
There  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  touched 
on  a  point  deeply  interesting  to  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  community,  who,  because 
the  gospel  was  preached  to  them,  had  the 


f'ustest  cause  to  value  the  land  of  their 
)irth.  The  fourth  proposition  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  was^  the  immense  importance 
of  the  subject — a  subject  in  the  consider- 
ation of  which  he  stated  that  he  almost 
forgot  himself.  He  would  not  use  that 
expression  in  the  way  of  taunt  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend;  but  there  had  been  those 
now  connected  with  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment who  had  not  only  forgotten 
themselves,  but  had  also  forgotten  their 
own  previous  arguments.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  said,  that  he  would 
first  consider  the  evils  of  the  existingmtem 
of  Church-rates,  and  that  he  would  then 
state  the  proposed  remedies  for  those  evils. 
Now,  though  he  admitted  that  those  evils 
were  undeniable,  yet  he  was  not  prepared 
to  recommend  the  doctrine  propounded  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend — a  doctrine  most 
hazardous  in  principle  and  calculated  to 
be  destructive  of  all  Government.  The 
principle  of  resisting  the  law  until  the  law 
should  yield  was  not  new,  though  it  bad 
a  most  injurious  tendency*  And  yet  such 
was  the  substance  of  the  argument  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  had  in- 
stanced the  augmented  numbers  of  the 
opponents  of  the  existing  system,  as  an 
argument  in  favour  of  the  proposed 
change  ;  ought  his  right  hon.  Friend  not, 
rather  than  so  give  way,  say  that  so  \im% 
as  the  law  exbts,  so  long  shall  it  be  en- 
forced, and  therefore  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  no  right  to  make  the  resistance  of  the 
law  a  ground  for  its  repeal.  The  case  of 
Sheffield,  with  its  endowed  ecclesiastical 
corporation,  had  been  cited  by  the  right 
hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ; 
but  even  on  his  own  statements,  would 
not  support  his  conclusion,  and  might 
well,  therefore,  be  removed  from  the  arga* 
ment.  Looking  throughout  England,  he 
would  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend  whether 
out  of  the  whole  population  one  person 
in  a  hundred  had  refused  the  payment  of 
Church-rates  ?    Yet  the  right  hon.  Gen. 
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tltmaa  not  merely  asked  the  legidature 
not  to  eaforoe  the  law,  but  to  repeal  it 
If  the  eceleeiastical  report  which  had  been 
cited  was  worth  aoythiDg,  it  was  worth 
double  the  value  which  the  right  hon. 
Oentlenati  had  placed  upon  it ;  for  it  not 
only  showed  the  evils  on  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  relied,  but  also  the  re- 
medies to  which  he  had  avoided  any  al-> 
luston.  But  the  great  question  was, 
not  the  detail  of  the  plan  now  laid  before 
the  House,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  that  hon.  Members  could  not 
now  be  expeoted  to  meet  htm  on  those 
details.  He  had  claimed  a  right  to  be 
judged  by  his  actions,  and  not  by  any 
prejudice  raised  out  of  doors — ho  had 
prayed  that  he  might  not  be  met  by  the 
cry  of"  The  Church  in  danger.*'  Now  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
read  the  petitions  presented  agninst 
Church-rates  by  those  whose  opinions  he 
professed  to  respect— -he  asked  him  if  they 
did  not  state  the  objections  to  a  Church 
Establishment,  and  he  would  also  ask  him 
if  it  were  not  as  belonging  to  that  Estab- 
lishment that  Church.rBtes  were  now  at* 
tacked  ?  It  couU  itot  be  d«iued  that  the 
objection  did  not  Be  t6  Uto  amount  of 
Church.rates,  but  to  the  principle  on  which 
they  were  based.  Tlie  objection  to  that 
principle  went  against  the  Church  as  an 
Estabushroent,  and  went  to  destroy  its  na* 
tionality.  If  the  plan  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  adopted  to-morrow, 
thoueh  a  fund  might  be  found  sufficient  for 
all  Church  purposes,  yet  the  nationality  of 
the  Church  of  IBngland  would  be  destroy^, 
and  it  would  be  considered  as  a  Church  not 
supported  by  the  nation,  but  by  itself.  He 
would  not  then  enter  into  the  question  re- 
specting the  law  of  Church-rates,  or  the 
mode<?  collecting  them}  but  he  would 
contend  that  they  formed  a  portion  of  the 
estates  of  the  Church,  and  that  she  held 
them  by  a  tenure  which  was  older  than  that 
which  secured  the  title  of  any  other  pro- 
perty whatever  to  its  possessor ;  and  that 
those  rates  were  held  by  the  Church  for 
the  purpose  of  maintaining  the  worship 
thereof.  Long  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons existed  as  a  body,  the  Church  had  a 
risht  to  this  property  :  and  there  was  not 
a  house  or  an  estate  in  England  which  had 
been  bought  and  sold  that  had  not  been 
bought  and  sold  subject  more  or  less  to 
payment  of  Church-rates.  He  would  ask 
any  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  had  not 
himself  puruhased  his  house,  or  occupied 


his  land,  with  a  distinct  statement  on  the 
part  of  the  person  from  whom  he  received 
his  property,  that  it  was  subject  to  such  aa 
outgoing?     He  would  then  ask  whether 
it  was  consistent  with  common  sense,  and, 
he  would  add,  with  common  honesty,  for 
the  party  who  held  the  property  to  turn 
rounds  and  say  to  those  who  had  this  inter- 
est in  it,  "  our  conscience  will  not  permit 
us  to  respect  your  interest,  or  to  pay  this 
rate  ?"      He  was  quite  willing  to  have  the 
case  decided  by  the  customary  condition  of 
bargain  and  sale  5  and  if  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
would  appeal  to  any  given  number  of  auc- 
tioneers m  London,  he  would  find  that  the 
outgoing  of  Church-rates  was  always  taken 
into  calculation,  as  well  as  the  outgoings 
arising  from  the  sewer-rate,  the  poor-rate, 
or  any  other  rate.  Could  it  then  be  deemed 
consistent  with  common  honesty,  that  a 
Dissenter  having  purchased  a  house  und^ 
the  condition  that  he  should  pay  so  much 
less  to  his  landlord  because  he  would  have 
to  pay  Church-rates,  should  say,  that  al- 
though his  conscience  would  not  prevent 
him  paying  his  rent^  yet  it  would  not 
allow  him  to  pay  the  Church-rates?    He 
believed  that  no  hon.  Gentleman,  whether 
Churchmmi  m  Dissenter,   would  defend 
such  a  course  as  that.     Let  them  object  if 
they  pleased  to  Churdi-rates  or  to  Tithes 
on  the  ground  of  political  eeonoiB^ ;  but 
let  them  not,    whatever  objections  they 
might  urge  against  the  one  or  the  other, 
put  those  oUections  on  the  ground  of  ask- 
ing for  a  relief  on  the  soore  of  conscience. 
It  was  utterly  inconceivable  that  property 
which  a  man  held  to-day  sulnect  to  the 
payment  of  Church-rates  should  cease  to 
be  so  If   transferred  to  a  Dissenter  to- 
morrow.   Absurd  as  was  this  doctrine,  it 
had  been  stated,  hut  nothing  could  be  more 
delusive*    If  carried  into  practice,  it  woidd 
be  at  once  a  premium  for  hypocrisy,  an 
encouragement  to  dissent,  and  a  penalty  on 
adherence  to    consistent  principles.      He 
believed  no  one  would  attempt  to  defend 
it,  or,  at  least,  could  defend  it,  either  in  or 
out  of  the  House,  by  sober  argument ;  and 
he  was  glad  to  observe,  by  a  movement  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  that  he  recognised 
the  truth  of    that  opinion.     Under  this 
view  of  the  subject,  then,  resistance  to  the 
payment  of  Church-rates  was  unreasonable 
and    indefensible.      It  was   unreasonable 
also  that  the  oldest  tenure  of   Church- 
proi)crty  should  be  hazarded,  and,  what  was 
much  more  important,  that  the  existence  of 
the  Church  as  a  national  establishment, 
2Y2 
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should  be  put  in  jeopardy^  and  tbat  tbe 
recognition  of  the  Church  as  a  great  state 
blessing  should  be  compromised.     The  na- 
tional existence  of  the  Church  was  com- 
promised^ he  might  say,  almost  sacrificed^ 
by  the  plan  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers. 
By  that  plan  the  Church  was  made  to 
support  itself,  and  he  defied  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  come  to  any  other  conclusion 
than  this — that    the  nation  as  a  nation 
would  cease  to  recognise  the  Church  in  the 
character  of  a  national  establishment^  if  all 
persons  who  professed  not  to  be  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  were  to  be  re- 
lieved from  all  contributions  to  Church- 
rates  as  now  levied,  or  to  any  distinct  fund 
for  the  same  purpose.   It  was  not  necessary 
to  follow  his  right  hon.  Friend  through  all 
the  remedies  which  he  had  mentioned.  He 
liad  abandoned  four;  he  had  given  up  the 
proposition  of  annihilating  Church-rates  \ 
he  would  not  throw  the  Church-rates  upon 
the  dersy ;  he  would  not  throw  the  ex- 
pense of  the  repairs  of  the  Church  on  the 
pew-rents ;  and  he  had  with  perfect  justice 
repudiated  in  like  manner  the  throwing  of 
the  present    expenses,    defrayed   by  the 
Church-rates,  on  the  Consolidated.  Fund. 
His  right  hon«  Friend  had  ipoken,  indeed, 
of  the  latter  remedy,  as  a  Jaad  of  nalce- 
weight  to  his  other  plan.      But  it  may  be 
axgued,  that  in  proportion  as  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  was  touched,  would  the  con- 
adence  of  the  Dissenter  be  violated,  because, 
whether  he  paid  a  farthing,  or  the  sixth 
part  of  a  farthing,  he  would  equally  pay 
something  toward^  this  '^  odious  impost." 
How  far  the  plans  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  satisfy  the  lessees,  was  to  him 
but  a  very  minor  point ;  his  interest  was 
much  more  excited  in  behalf  of  those  who 
had  no  direct  representatives  in  that  House, 
B8  the  lessees  had — ^he  meant  the  Church  and 
the  detg^.    He  was  more  anxious  about 
them  than  he  was  for  those  hon.  Oentle- 
men  opposite,  whose  welfare  his  ri^ht  hon. 
Friend  wish^  to  serve,  particularly  those 
bon.  Gentlemen  who  came  from  the  north- 
em  parts  of  the  country.     But  he  would 
remind  all  those  who  were  so  anxious  to 
deal  with  Church  property,  that  they  ought 
to  feel  they  were  dealing  with  the  property 
of  those  who  had  no  regular  representatives 
in  that  House.      The  great  principle  of 
appropriation  having  been  decided  in  that 
House  last  year,  and  the  House^  or  rather 
Parliament,  having  assumed  the  right  of 
transferring  the    property  raised  in  one 
county  or  diocese  to  another,  it  was,  per- 
haps, of  less  copsequenoe  now  \o  observe, 


{Appbhdix) 

that  the  right  hon.  the  Chaacdbr  of  tiie 
Exchequer  nad  proceeded  on  precisely  the 
same  principle,  though  on  a  smaller  scal^ 
in  settling  the  question  of  Chuxdurates. 
He  apprehended  that  he  did  not  mia- 
understand  his  right  hon.  Friend  in  sup- 
posing that  he  had  stated  that  50,00OL 
a-year,  some  said  70,000/.  a^year,  wa» 
raised  in  the  different  parishes  of  England, 
from  the  estates  vested  in  each  for  tlie 
repairs  of  the  Church ;  and  that  sum,  it 
appeared,  was  also  to  be  taken  and  merged 
in  the  great  gulf,  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  now  opening  for  the  destruc- 
tion of  Church-rates.  Had  not  his  right 
hon.  Friend  also  proposed,  that  the  im- 
proved rents  of  all  the  Church  estates  should 
be  paid  over  to  the  Commissioners,  and  was 
he  not  thereby  departing  from  a  principle 
which,  only  so  late  as  last  year,  he  had 
professed  to  respect?  It  might  be  con- 
sidered as  a  matter  of  minor  importance, 
but  it  affected  a  great  principle.  In  sub- 
stance, he  object^  to  the  plan  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  because  it  would  go  to  de- 
stroy the  national  character  of  the  Estab* 
lished  Church,  and  to  rdease  the  oaeioni 
from  its  present  oUigation  to  support  that 
Churchy  and  because  it  would  discourage, 
instead  of  support,  the  principal^  of  a 
national  Church,  which  had  been  hitherto 
conddered  as  part  and  parcel  of  the  Con- 
stitution. He  could  not  conceive  that  this 
plan  would  in  any  desree  give  increased 
stability  to  the  Church,  althougih  it  had 
been  said  it  would.  There  was  but  a  very 
small  minority  of  the  parishes  in  England 
in  which  Church-rates  had  been  success- 
fully resisted,  and  he  believed  that  many 
of  the  most  respectable  Dissenters  would 
be  found  amongst  those  who  supported  the 
Church,  and  paid  the  rates.  One  of  the 
petitions  which  he  had  that  evening  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  was  signed  ly  a 
numerous  body  of  Dissenters,  who  did  not 
consider  it  to  be  at  all  inconsistent^  or 
any  violation  of  their  consdence,  to  pay 
tribute  to  whom  tribute  was  due ;  and  he 
wished  the  doctrine  of  that  great  man 
among  Dissenters,  by  whose  name  they 
most  claimed  a  title  to  respect^-he  meant 
Matthew  Henry— were  more  generally  and 
strictly  adopted  and  acted  upon  by  those 
who  professed  to  be  bis  descendants,  or  to 
belong  to  the  same  body  of  which  he  was 
an  ornament.  It  had  been  well  observed, 
in  a  former  part  of  the  evening,  that  oar 
Saviour  worked  a  miracle  to  pay  tribate, 
at  a  time  when  the  seat  of  authority  was 
filled  by  those  of  whose  principles  and 
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practice  he  did  not  approve  ;  and  Matthew 
Henry  had,  in  his  Commentaries  on  the 
ScriptwreSy  expressed  himself  in  such  a 
manner  upon  that  part  of  our  Saviour's 
life,  that  he  must  venture  to  tell  it  to  the 
House,  hegging  them  to  rememher  that 
he  was  not  quoting  a  Churchman ,  but  a 
Dissenter,  and  that  the  argument  was  not 
one  of  his,  but  of  one  of  the  great  leaders 
of  dissent,  Matthew  Henry,  who  said,  that 
at  the  period  alluded  to  in  the  New  Testa- 
ment history,  **  Christ  wrought  the  miracle 
of  the  tribute  money — to  set  us  an  example 
—of  contributing  to  the  public  worship  of 
GOD  in  the  places,  where  we  are."—"  The 
tribute  demanded  was  not  any  civil 
payment  to  the  Roman  powers :  that  was 
strictly  exacted  by  the  publicans :  but  the 
Church  duties,  the  halt  shekel,  about  I5d, 
which  was  required  from  every  person  for 
the  service  of  the  temple,  and  the  de- 
fraying the  expense  of  the  worship  there/* 
— *'  The  temple  was  now  made  a  den  of 
thieves ;  and  the  temple  worship,  a  pre- 
tence for  the  opposition  which  the  Chief 
Priests  gave  to  Christ,  and  his  doctrine : 
and  yet  Christ  paid  this  tribute. 

'  [Note :  Church  duties  l^My  imposed  avs  < 
to  be  paid,  notwithstandiDg  dhurch  comp- 
tions.  We  must  take  care  not  to  use  oar 
liberty  as  a  cloak  of  covetousness,  or  of  mali- 
ciousness* If  Christ  pay  tribute,  who  can 
pretend  an  exemption  ?"  J 

He  trusted,  then,  that  those  who  spoke 
so  much  of  conscientious  scruples,  would 
consider  how  far  they  could  sustain  their 


argument  against  the  authority  of  Matthew 
Henry,  one  of  their  great  leaders,  or 
against  the  great  exam  le  of  Him  who 
ought  to  be  considered  a^  the  great  leader 
of  all  who  professed  to  be  Christians.  He 
would  not  attempt  to  go  further  into  the 
scheme  proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
but  he  would  reserve  any  observations  that 
might  be  necessary  to  a  future  stage  of 
this  discussion.  He  had,  at  least,  endea* 
voured  to  shew  his  right  hon.  Friend,  that 
while  he  was  anxious  to  agree  with  him, 
and  hailed  with  satisfaction  and  thankfuN 
ness  several  of  the  propositions  which  he 
had  discussed,  he  could  not  agree  to  the 
general  proposition  upon  which  the  mea- 
sure was  founded.  The  first  position  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  taken  was,  on 
the  popular  dislike  to  Church-rates ;  but 
did  not  that  resolve  itself  into  this  propo- 
sition— "  Resist  the  law,  and  it  will  be 
repealed  ?"  Unless  they  were  prepared  to 
strictly  maintain  the  law  in  the  first  in- 
stance, he  ventured  to  say  that  this  prin- 
ciple would  be  carried  out,  until  the  next 
thing  would  be,  a  demand  to  be  relieved 
from  the  payment  of  a  tax,  on  the  ground 
of  conscientious  scruples  as  to  the  public 
purposes  to  wliieb  the  revenue  was  to  be 
applied ;  and  the  then  next  thing  would 
be  a  demand  to  be  xslieved  from  the 
payment  of  rents,  on  the  groOiid-«f  xon- 
scientious  scruples  as  to  the  character  of 
the  landlord.  For  all  these  reasons,  he 
objected  most  decidedly  to  the  proposed 
measure  of  His  Majesty's  Govemment« 
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The  following  List  should  have  been  placed  at  page  453  of  tbia  voltime. 

Division  lists  on  the  Question  of  issuing  a  Writ  for  the  Borough  of  STArroftn  te 
Monday,  Feb.  Idth. 

Stafford  fiorougb.— Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
issue  his  Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  new  Wrii  for  the  electiDg 
of  a  Burgess  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Stafford,  in  the 
room  of  Sir  Francis  Holyoake  Goodricke,  Baronet,  who  since  his  election  for  the  Mid 
Borough,  hath  accepted  the  office  of  Steward  or  Bailiff  of  His  Majesty's  three  Ghtltem 
Hundreds  of  Stoke,  Desborougfa,  and  Bonenham,  in  the  county  of  Backuigham '' 
(Mr.  Chetwynd) :-i«-Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  '<  That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words,  *'no  Warrant  for  a  new  Writ  be  isatied 
for  the  electing  of  a  Burgess  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Stafford  until 
ten  days  after  the  commencement  of  the  next  Session  of  Parliament,"  instead  theraof 
(Mr.  Divett)  :*— Question  put,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Questioa/*-*«The  House  divided— Ayes  152;  Noes  151. 


List  of  the  Ayes* 


Agnew,  Sir  A. 
Aisager,  Captain 
Arbuthnot,  non.  H. 
Aftbley,  Iierd 
Bailey,  J. 
Baillie,  H.  D. 
Baring,  W.  B. 
Baring,  T. 

Bediett,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Bell,  M. 

Beotinek,  Lord  G. 
Berssford,  Sir  J.  P. 
Bethell,  R. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bonham,  R.  F. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Bowles,  G.  R. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Buckingham,  J.  S; 
Buller,  £. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Burton,  H.r*' 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Canning,  hon.  C.  J. 
Canning,  rt.  hn.  Sir  S. 
Chandos,  Marquess  of 
Chapman,  A. 
Chisholro,  A.  W. 
Clerk,  Sir  0. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cole,  hon.  A.  H. 
ConoUy,  K.  M. 
Coote,  Sir  C. 
Corry,  rt  hon.  H. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Buncombe,  hon.  W. 
East,  J.  B. 
£aton,  R.  J, 


Egerton,  Lord  F. 
£Uey,Sir  J. 
Entwisle,  J. 
Fancourt*  Mi\jor 
Fector,  J.  IM. 
Peilden,  W.  ^ 
Ftfigusson,  Sir  R, 
Finch,  G. 
FoUet,  Sir  W. 
Forester,  hon.  O. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
French,  F. 
Freshaeld,  J.  W. 

gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
eary.  Sir  W. 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
Gordon,  hon.  W. 
Gore,  O. 

Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grimston,  hon.  E.  H. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardioge,  rt.  hn.SirH. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hayes,  Sir  E.  S. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herries,  rt.  hon.  J.  C. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hope,  J. 
Hope,  H.  T. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Houstoun,  G. 
Hughes,  W.  H. 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
Ingham,  R. 
Jones,  W, 
Jones^  T. 


trton,  S. 
Kerrison,  Sir  £. 
Kirk,  P. 
Knight,  IL  G. 
LawBon,  A. 
Lees,  J.  F. 
Lefroy,  right  hon.  T. 
Lawfe,  It  . 
Longfield,  R. 
Lowthef^  J.  H. 
Lucas,  £• 

Lygon,  hon.  General 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Maoleftn,  D* 
Mahon,  Visisount 
Meynell,  Captain 
Mordaunt,  Sir  John 
Mosley,  Sir  O. 
NichoU,  Dr. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Owen,  H.  O. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Pemberton,  T. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Pigot,  R. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Praed,  W.  M. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Pringle,  A. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Richards,  J. 
Richards,  R, 

Liit  of  the  ^oz%. 

Bagshaw,  J.  Ball,  N. 

Bainbridge,  £•  T*  Bannerman,  A. 

Baines.  E.  Baring,  F.  T. 

Baldwin,  Dr,      ,  Barry,  0.  8, 


Robinson,  G.  R. 
Ross,  C. 

Rushbrooke,  Colonel 
Sandevson,  R. 
Scarlett,  hon4  R. 
SMNMtfeid,  W.  U. 
Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 
Sheppard.  T. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Sibthorpe,  Colonel 
Sinclair,  Sir  O. 
Somerset,  Lord  O. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Strangwsys,  hon.  J. 
Start,  U.  C. 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Trench,  Sir  F. 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Twiss,  H. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vy  vyan.  Sir  R. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walter,  J. 
West,  J.  B. 
Williams,  R. 
Wodehouse,  £. 
Wood,  Colonel  T. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W. 

TELLSaS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Chetwynd,  Captaia 
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Bel&st,  Earl  of 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
fientincky  Lord  W. 
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